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Notice of Preparation

FROM:  City of Oxnard Parks and Facilities Division

TO:

1060 Pacific Avenue, Bldg. #3

Oxnard, CA 93030

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Project Title: College Park Master Site Plan

Project Sponsor: City of Oxnard Parks and Facilities Division

The City of Oxnard Parks and Facilities Division will be the Lead Agency for the preparation of a
an environmental impact report (EIR) for the Coliege Park Master Site Plan project, which
involves the development of 75-acre parcel of City-owned land into a recreational park in the

" southeastern portion of the City, located at 3250 S. Rose Avenue, Oxnard, CA 93033, Figure 1
illustrates the location at a street map scale. The park site is partially developed with a skate-
park facility, an outdoor amphitheater and grounds used for the annual Strawberry Festival, and
surface parking, but is primarily undeveioped. .The proposed park would inciude the following

features:
o & soccer fields e ' Children’s play area
* 3 baseball diamonds o Community Center with gymnasium
s 2 softball fields ¢ Farm Heritage Park (proposed)
s 2 basketball courts e Skale park '
» 3 snack bar/restroom e Enhanced wetland area
_ buildings e Parking (approximately 440 spaces)
» Picnic areas » Maintenance building
* Dog park

We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmentai
information that is germane to your agency's statutory responsibilities in connection with the
proposed project. Your agency may need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when
considering your permit or other approval of certain aspects of the project.

Probable environmental effects in the issue areas of traffic and circutation, air quality, hydrology
and drainage, biological resources, land use, soils, aesthetics, and cultura! resources have been
identified in the Initial Study. Additional information related to the project description, location,
and the anticipated environmental effects are inciuded in Initial Study, which is attached

herewith.

Contact Person. Please send your comments concerning the scope of the environmental
review to Michael Henderson, Parks and Facilities Superintendent, at the address shown above.
Mr. Henderson can be reached at (805) 385-7950. We will need the name for a contact person

in your agency.

Scoping Meeting. The City of Oxnard, in its role as a lead agency, will hold a public scoping
meeting to provide an opportunity for the public and for representatives of public agencies to
address the scope of the Environmental Impact Report. The Scoping Meeting for the

1



Environmental Impact Report for the College Park Master Plan is scheduled for Wednesday,
December 1, 2004 from 6:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. at the following address:

City of Oxnard Activity Room
300 W. Third Street - B Street Entrance Only

Oxnard, CA 93030

Due to the time limits mandated by State iaw, your response must be sent at the earliest

possible date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice.
Date  11-4-04 Signature WM—-—-

Title Parks & Facilities Superintendent

Telephone (805) 385-7950




Coilege Park Master Site Plan

initial Study
3, . Joyce Pl
X ] 5 &
Statham Piy Way 5 B w2 e San Matao PI
§ ) 3 8 s © 9
§ 8 E % &
> g 2 s & 7 :
E ) m o = & Marin Way
Macarthur P} < s N &8 =
a w O @
% Napotacn Ave _‘E_) Z
% 5 g a 3
quOnelli Pl Oneill P! B 2 g @
OR © £ £ 8
< Paricles Pl S B~
&
2 San Benito St San Benito St
§ Sk Channef slands Bivd . in,
Levi Way e e B RN
§ Sierra P Sierra Way
Crespi Dr .
[a] = T
Raider Way E 2 o
s o) B g
g g = 2
© 2 B T
g
Az o
=
S0, o
R
Gary Dr U fq.
5 5
§ Houston py 2
3 ) 1=
§ 5 FR>
* Jason Pl . North Campus Rd = oy
Jason P} ; 5 o 5
. 2 , Z§
Kipling Pl Kipling Ct 5 8 AmowheadLn 2E
c iy NTOw . pS
g Thrush ] K
) 5 2 &
Lindsay Pl 2 g cardinal Ave . g v‘~‘°
3 3
0 250 500 750 1,000 Feet N :"I_L
L 1 i 1 J SAN LUIS OB
A S-/\ -
‘1 , . Py,
hxx\] Project Location
o SANTA BARBARA
’—‘-\"\"‘\J LOS ANGELES
Project Location
R e

Source: US Bursau of the Census TIGER 2000 dala.

Project Location Figure 1
City of Oxnard




Planning & Environmental Services Division
305 West Third Street

Oxnard, CA 93030

805/385-7858

FAX 805/385-7417

INITIAL STUDY
College Park Master Site Plan

October 26, 2004
Introduction

This Initial Study has been prepared in accordance with relevant provisions of the California
Environmental Quality’ Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended, and the CEQA Guidelines as revised.
- Section 15063(c) of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that the purposes of an Initial Study are to: .

1. Provide the Lead Agency (i.e., the City of Oxnard) with information to use as the basis for deciding
whether to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or Negative Declaration; '

2. Enable an applicant or Lead Agency to modify a project, mitigating adverse impacts before an EIR
is prepared, thereby enabling the project to quality for a Negative Declaration;

3. Assist the preparation of an EIR, if one is required, by:
* Focusing the EIR on the effects determined to be significant;

= Identifying the effects determined not to be significant;
" Explaining the reasons why potentially significant effects would not be significant;

and
-® Identifying whether a program EIR, tiering, or another appropriate process can be

used for analysis of the project’s environmental effects.

4. Facilitate environmental assessment early in the design of a project;

5. Provide documentation of the factual basis for the finding in a Negative Declaration that a project
will not have a significant effect on the environment:

6. Eliminate unnecessary EIRs; and
7. Determine whether a previously prepared EIR could be used with the project,

The City of Oxnard Threshold Guidelines - Initial Study Assessment (February 1995) was used along
with other pertinent information for preparing the Initial Study for this project.
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The purpose of the Threshold Guidelines is to inform the public, project applicants, consultants and
City staff of the threshold criteria and standard methodology used in determining whether or not a
project (individually or cumulatively) could have a significant effect on the environment. Furthermore,
the Threshold Guidelines provide instructions for completmg the Initial Study and determining the type

of environmental document required for individual projects.

Determining the significance of environmental impacts is a critical and often controversial aspect of the
environmental review process. It is critical because a determination of significance may require that
the project be substantially altered, or that mitigation measures be readily employed to avoid the impact
or reduce it below the level of significance. If the. impact cannot be reduced or avoided, an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) must be prepared. An EIR is a detailed statement that describes
and analyzes the significant environmental impacts of a proposed project, discusses ways to reduce or
avoid them, and suggests alternatives to the project, as proposed The preparation of an EIR can be a

costly and time-consuming process.

Determining the significance of impacts is often controversial because the decision requires staff to use
their judgment regarding a subject that is riot clearly defined by the law. The State CEQA Guidelines
define the term “significant impact on the environment” as a substantial, or potentially substantial,
adverse change in any of the physical conditions-within the area affected by the project. However,
there is no iron-clad definition of what constitutes a substantial change because the significance of an

activity may vary according to location.

To help clarify and standardize decision-making in the environmental review process, Oxnard has
developed thresholds of environmental signiﬁcance Thresholds are measures of environmental change
that are quantitative for subjects like noise, air quality, and traffic; and quahtatlve for subjects like
aesthetics, land use compatibility, and biology. These thresholds are used in the absence of other
empirical data to define the significance of impacts. For some projects, however, special studies and/or
the professional judgment of City staff may enter into the decision-making process. Therefore,
Oxnard’s thresholds are intended to serve as guidelines, and to augment existing CEQA provisions

governing the definition of significance.

The City’s environmental thresholds will be periodically updated as new information becomes
available, or as standards regarding acceptable levels of environmental change are reevaluated. For
example, the air quality thresholds adopted by Oxnard were established through State and Federal
legislation. These standards, and the methodology used to compute them, may change over time.
When this occurs, the City will evaluate the data and, if necessary, modify the thresholds to reflect

improved awareness.

When other agencies have jurisdiction over a given site, the project proponent will have to meet the
design, mitigation, and monitoring requirements imposed by those agencies, as well as any additional

requirements established by the City of Oxnard.
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10.

CITY OF OXNARD

INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Project Title: Oxnard College Park Master Site Plan

Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Oxnard, Parks and Facilities Division, 1060 Pacific
Avenue, Building #3, Oxnard, CA 93030

Contact Person and Phone Number: Michael Henderson, Parks and Facilities Superintendent,
805/385- 7950

Project chauon: 3250 S. Rose Avenue, Oxnard, CA 93033

Project Applicant Name and Address: Clty of Oxnard Parks and Facilities Division, 1060 Pacific
Avenue, Oxnard, CA 93030

General Plan Designation: Park
Zoning: R-2-PD, C-R

Description of Project: The City of Oxnard Parks & Facilities Division is proposing to develop a
75-acre parcel of City-owned land into a recreational park in the southeastern portion of the City.

The park is currently unimproved, but is partially developed with a skate-park facility and with
grounds used for the annual Strawberry Festival. The proposed park would include the following

features:

Children’s play area

Community Center with gymnasium
Farm Heritage Park (proposed)
Skate park

Enhanced wetland area

Parking (approximately 440 spaces)
Maintenance building

5 soccer fields

3 baseball diamonds

2 softball fields

2 basketball courts

3 snack bar/restroom buildings
Picnic areas

Dog park

* & & 0 0 8 @
® 5 o 0 0 0

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The property is bounded by Channel Islands Boulevard on
the north, Oxnard Boulevard/State Route 1 along the northeast, Rose Avenue on the west, and the

campus of Oxnard College on the south (see Figure 1). Channel Islands High School is across
Channel Istands Boulevard to the west from the property, while residential uses are located to the
northeast of the project site across Oxnard Boulevard/State Route 1, southeast of the site, across

Olds Road, and southwest of the site, across Rose Avenue.

Other agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participating
agreement).
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Oxnard City Council, Regional Water Quality Control Board (National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System General Construction Permit).
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, invélving at least one
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

] Aesthetics [] Agricultural Resources X Air Quality
Biological Resources D Cultural Resources B Geology/Soils

[1 Hazards & Hazardous Materials [X] Hydrology/Water Quality B4 Land Use/Planning

[] Mineral Resources [ Noise 1 Population/Housing
L] Public Services [ Recreation : B Transportation/Traffic
[T Utitities/Service Systems " B Mandatory Findings of Significance '

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation: _

(1 I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment and 2
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

£ 11 find that although the project could have a significant effect on the environment there will not be a
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made or agreed to by the
project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

& Ifind that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

(1 1find 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.
(] 1find that altﬁough 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

mitigaanposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.
/)77 a— /// 4/ o4

Signatdre Date / 1
Michael Henderson
Print Name

Parks and Facilities Superintendent
Title
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

L.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by
the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact”
answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not
apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact”
answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g.,
the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative
as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers
must indicate whether the impact is potentlally significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than
significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may
be significant. If there are one or more:“Potentially Significant Impact” entnes when the determination is

made, an EIR i is reqmred

“Negative Declaratton.. Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation
of mitigation. measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than
Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they
reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from “Earlier Analyses,” cited in

. support of conclusions reached in other sections may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, puréuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). Ia this
case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a, Earlier Analysis Used—Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed—Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards,
and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis.

Mitigation Measures—For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures

‘Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document
should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.
Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

The explanation of each issue should idéntity: a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to
evaluate each question; and b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than

‘significance.
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A. AESTHETICS Potentially Sf}essig::; Less than
Would the project Significant gl\;Vith Significant No Impact
ou ¢ project:
P lmpact  \firigation  1mPpact

1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic

vista? (2020 General Plan, VIl - Open Space/ D D D

Conservation Element, XII - Community Design
Element FEIR 88-3, 4.12 - Aesthetic Resources)

2. Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcropp_lfxgs,- and historic buildings withina D W D
state scenic highway? (2020 General Plan, VIlI - . |_ D
Open Space/ Conservation Element; XIT -

Community Design Element FEIR 88-3, 4.12 -
Aesthetic Resources)

3. Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its

surroundings? (2020 General Plan, VIl - Open V%
Space/Conservation Element, XII - Community D D M ,:,

Design Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.12 - Aesthetic
Resotirces) :
4. Create a source of substantial light or glare,

which would adversely affect day or

nighttime views in the area? (2020 General 4

Plan, VIII - Open Space/Conservation Element, XII - D M D D
Community Design Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.12 -

Aesthetic Resources)

Discussion:

1., 3. The project site is readily visible from a number of Oxnard streets and from State Route I,
which is a designated City scenic route. The site can also viewed from surrounding
neighborhoods. The existing site is currently partially developed as a skating park and partially
vacant. The proposed park improvements would change the existing visual character of the
College Park site, which may result in a significant impact. Therefore, this issue will be

further examined in the EIR.

2. The proposed site plan may affect the existing 6 windrows of eucalyptus trees that currently
transverse the site in a north-south direction. These trees are a dominant aesthetic feature of the
site, and can be seen by nearby roadways, including State Route 1, as well as other public viewing
locations. Therefore, the removal of these trees may resultin a potentially significant impact. This

issue will be further studied in the EIR.

4 The proposed site plan for the project includes the development of several athletic fields, some
of which would be equipped with field lighting. The introduction of new lighting sources may
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adversely affect nighttime views in the area, which may result in a potentially significant effect.
Therefore, this issue will be further evaluated in the EIR.

B. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES* Potentially L-BSS_ Than Less than
g Significant . .
. Significant With Significant No Impact
WOuld the pl‘Oject: I_lnpact Miti I . In'lpact
ifagation

1. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of _ 7]
the California Resources Agency, to D D D
nonagticultural use? (2020 General Plan, VIII - Open
Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.7 -
Agricultural Resources) .

2. Conflict with existing zoning for agric.:ultural

use, or a Williamson Act contract? (2020 General N
Plan, VIII - Open Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88- D : D D

3, 4.7 - Agricultural Resources)
3. Involve other changes in the existing
environment, which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, D [I D | lX]

to nonagricultural use? (2020 General Plan, VIII -
Open Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.7 -

Agricultural Resources)
*  In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of

Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agricultural and farmiand.

Discussion:

1-3. While the project site is located on former agricultural land, the site has not been used for active
farming for several years. The site is currently partially developed with a skating park and
outdoor amphitheatre but is primarily undeveloped. According to the 2000 Department of
Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, the soils on the project site are
classified as either “Urban and Built-Up Land” or “Other Land.” The project site is not located in
an area designated as “Prime” or “Unique Farmland,” or within “Farmland of Statewide
Importance” (California Department of Conservation FMMP, 2000). The site is not used or
zoned for agricultural purposes, nor is the site subject to 2 Williamson Act contract. Project
implementation would not involve changes that could result in the conversion of farmland to a
non-agricuitural use. Further discussion of these issues in an EIR is not warranted.

C. AIR QUALITY* ally L-ess Than
_ Potentially Significant 'Less than

Significant . Significant No Impact
Would the project: With
proj Impact Mitigation Impact
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C. AIR QUALITY* Potentially L.ess. Than Less than
o Significant . .
Would th oot Significant With Significant No Impact
ould the project: . .
proj Impact Mitigation Impact
1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? (FEIR 88-3, 4.5 - Air D D % D

Quality; Ventura County Air Quality Assessment
Guidelines; URBEMIS 2002Computer Program)

2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation? (FEIR 88-3, 4.5 - Air Quality; D K] : D D
Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines;
URBEMIS 2002 Computer Program)

3. Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is acnattainment under an _ _ B

- applicable federal or state ambient air quality ] ~
standard (including releasing emissions which D X D D
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone

precursors)? (FEIR 88-3, 4.5 - Air Quality; Ventura
County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines; URBEMIS

. 2002 Computer Program) .
4. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
' llutant concentrations? (FEIR 88-3, 4.5 - Ai Vv
Bo s R & O X O O

Quality; Ventura County Air Quality Assessment
Guidelines; URBEMIS 2002 Computer Program)

5. Create objectionable odors affecting a

substantial number of people? (FEIR 88-3, 4.5 - dir N
Quality; Ventura County Air Quality Assessment D _ D D ' M
Guidelines; URBEMIS 2002 Computer Program)

*  Where available, the significant criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution controf district

may be relied upon to make the following determinations.

Discussion;

1. The proposed project involves the development of a community park that is intended primarily
as an improvement and expansion of the facilities currently on the site. The project is not
intended to generate growth, but rather respond to expected demand for park facilities within
the region. Consequently, the proposed project is not expected to conflict or prevent attainment
with the local air quality management plan. Further discussion of these issues in an EIR is

not warranted,
2-4.  The proposed project would increase motor vehicle activity in the vicinity of the site.
Therefore, project development could result in generation of pollutants that could hinder

progress toward attainment of regional air quality goals. Development of the proposed project
could also result in increased carbon monoxide concentrations at congested roadways. In '

&
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addition, project construction could potentially affect air quality through generation of
particulate matter and equipment exhaust. Because impacts could be potentially significant,
these issues will be analyzed in the EIR, and mitigation measures will be provided, if
necessary, to minimize future project-specific air quality impacts.

The proposed project is the development of a recreational park, which includes athletic fields,

5.
picnic areas, a wetland area, and a community center. The uses proposed for the site are not
expected to generate objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people, and are not
included in the VCAPCD Guidelines as an “odorous land use.” Further discussion of these
issues in an EIR is not warranted.
D. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Potentially LessThan [ . 4.
Would th - Significant Slg&;g;ant Significant No Impact
o e project: :
+ the proj - Impact Mitigation Im;?act |

1. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly
or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special _ _
status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California D D D
. Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and '
Wildlife Service? (2020 General Plan, VII - Open
Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.10 -
Biological Resources; and Local Coastal Plan)
2. Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S, Fish and D & D [:I
Wildlife Service? (2020 General Plan, VUI - Open
Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.10 -
Biological Resources; and Local Coastal Plan)
3. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through N
direct removal, filling, hydrological X D L——] D
interruption, or other means? (2020 General Plan,

Vil - Open Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3,
4.10 - Biological Resources; and Local Coastal Plan)
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D. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Potentially L_ess. Than Less than
. Significant Sign 1ﬁcant Significant No Impact
Would the project: Tmpact ‘With Impact
Mitigation

Interfere substantially with the movement of

4,
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use D D ' @ D
of native wildlife nursery sites? (2020 General
Plan, VI - Open Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-
3, 4.10 - Biological Resources; and Local Coastal Plan)
5. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree .
preservation policy or ordinance? (2020 General D r_—l @ D
Plan, VI - Open Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-
3. 4.10 - Biological Resources; and Local Coastal Plan)
6. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan? D D D lz
(2020 General Plan, VIII - Open Space/ Conservation
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.10 - Biological Resources; and
Local Coastal Plan)

Discussion:

1-3.  The project site currently partially developed with a skate park, and outdoor amphitheater, but is
primarily undeveloped. From a biological resource perspective, the College Park project site .
contains highly disturbed habitats. The former farmland is bisected by numerous mature
eucalyptus windrows, while some sections of the park are already developed with park-
facilities, parking lots, amphiitheatre. The windrows may have the potential to serve as roosting
habitat for migrating Monarch Butterflies (Danaus plexippus). The west central area, however,
exhibits an important stand of willow and other wetland facultative species. Project
construction could potentially affect sensitive species and wetland areas; therefore, these issues
will be analyzed in the EIR. Although it is not likely that areas within the Army Corps of
Engineers or Califomnia Department of Fish and Game jurisdictions will be disturbed by the
project. However, the potential effects of park uses on the isolated wetland area will be
examined.

4. The project is surrounded by development, and is not located in an area that is currently used by

wildlife as a movement corridor. There is no native plant nursery at the site. Therefore, project
development is not likely to have an impact on a wildlife corridor or nursery sites, and impacts
are expected to be less than significant, Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not

warranted.
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The project is the development of the College Park Master Site Plan that will improve and

5.
expand facilities that currently exist onsite. The project is not in conflict with any local policies
or ordinances protecting biological resources, however the potential impacts of the project on
sensitive habitats and the possible biological impact resulting from the removal of onsite
eucalyptus trees will be further examined in the EIR, as discussed under Item 1-3.

6. The project site is not located in an area that is included in a designated Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan (City of Oxnard Conservation Element, 1990). Therefore, no significant
impacts are expected to occur. Further discussion of these issues in an EIR is not warranted.

E. CULTURAL RESOURCES ‘ Potentially Less Than .; o opp

: ! . . Significant . .
Would th ot Significant With Significant No Impact
o e project:
pro] o Impact Mitigation Impact

1. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as .
defined in §15064.5? (2020 General Plan, V- || [ ] [ <
Open Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3 4.11
- Cultural Resources)

2. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5? (2020 General Plan, Vil |_] X [] ]
~ Open Space/Conservation Element; F, EIR 88-3, ‘
4. 11 - Cultural Resources)

3. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique '
geological feature? (2020 General Plan, VIL - D D {:] [E
Open Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.12
- Aesthetic Resources)

4. Disturb any human remains, including those ,
interred outside of formal cemeteries? (2020 - %
General Plan, VIII - Open Space/Conservation D D M D
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.11 - Cultural Resotirces)

Discussiorn:
1-4. No known historical or archaeological resources (as defined in §15064.5) are located on the

- proposed site (City of Oxnard General Plan, Conservation Element, 1990). The project would

not directly or indirectly destroy a paleontological resource or site or unique geological feature
as defined in the City of Oxnard General Plan, Conservation Element (1990). However, due to
the prevalence of archeological sites in the vicinity, project development may have the potential
to affect unknown archeological resources. In addition, there is a grouping of residential
structures and outbuildings that exceed 50 years in age, and therefore may represent
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undocumented historic resources. Therefore, this issue would be further examined in the
EIR. |
F. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Potentially 0SS THaN o han
. . Significant _. .
_ . Significant With Significant No Impact
Would the project: Impact Miti o Impact
Higation
1. Expose people or structures to potential

substantial adverse effects, including the risk of

loss, injury, or death involving: '

a. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of known fault? D ‘
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Pub. 42. (2020 General Plan, IX-
Safety Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.8 - Earth
Resources) ‘

b. Strong seismic ground shaking? (2020
General Plan, IX - Safety Element; FEIR
88-3, 4.8 - Earth Resources)

¢. Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction? (2020 General Plan, IX -
Safety Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.8 - Earth
Resources)

d. Landslides? (2020 General Plan, IX - Safety
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.8 - Earth Resources)

2. Result in substantial soil erosion, or the loss of
topsoil? (2020 General Plan, IX - Safety

Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.8 - Earth Resources)

3. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in on-
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? (2020
General Plan, IX - Safety Element; FEIR 88-3,
4.8 - Earth Resources)

4. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in

Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code

(1994), creating substantial risks to life or [] [ ] 4 ]
property? (2020 Gerneral Plan, IX - Safety

Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.8 - Earth Resources)

X X =
XK O O %
0]

OO 0O O
L1 O
X
O O 0O

]
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Discussion:

No known active faults or Alquist-Priolo Zone areas are located in the City of Oxnard(General
Plan EIR, 1990). Therefore, the potential for impacts related to fault rupture are considered less
than significant. Further discussion of this issue an EIR is not warranted.

la

1b.  As with most of Southern California, the project area could experience severe seismic ground
shaking in the event of an earthquake on any number of faults in the area. On-site structures-
would need to be constructed to withstand potential peak accelerations onsite, as defined by the
California Building Code. In addition, project construction would be subject to review by City

building and safety officials, Project construction may result in potential impacts related to
ground shaking. Therefore, issues related to ground shaking will be further examined in

the EIR.

lc. The project area is subject to moderate to high liquefaction potential during seismic ground
shaking (2020 General Plan EIR, 1990). Therefore, impacts from liquefaction may be
potentially significant. Therefore, issues related to hquefactmn will be further examined in

the EIR.

1d.  The project site is generally flat and therefore not susceptible to landslide hazards. Further
discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

According to the City of Oxnard 2020 General Plan(1990), soils in the city are not classified as
having high erosion potential. Grading and construction activities on the project site would be
subject to standard erosion control measures such as watering, re-vegetation, and use of silt
fences, straw bales, or perimeter ditches to control erosion offsite. Therefore, no significant
erosion impacts are anticipated, and further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not

warranted.

3,4. Based upon the Safety Element of the Oxnard General Plan, the project site is in an area
susceptible to approximately 0.05 feet of soil subsidence per year (1990). According to the
Ventura Soil Survey, the sotls underlying the project site are classified as Hueneme Sandy
Loam, which has a low shrink-swell potential. However, as noted above, the project site is in
an area of moderate-to-high liquefaction potential. Issues related to potential geologic

hazards will be further evaluated in the EIR.

G. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS ' Less Than
MATERIALS Potentially Significant Less than
Significant £ ith Significant No Impact.
Impact Impact

Would the project; Mitigation
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G. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS Less Than

MATERIALS Potentially .. . Less than

C Significant .,
Significant With Significant No Impact
Would the project: Impact  pfitigation ~ LmPACt

1. Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine
transport, use or disposal of hazardous D D E]
materials? (2020 Gereral Plan, IX - Safety
Element)

2. Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable up-set and accident conditions 0 .
involving the release. of hazardous materials D X D D
into the environment? (2020 General Plan, ‘

IX - Safety Element}

3. Emit hazardous emissions or handle _
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile D - D [:l g
of an existing or proposed school? (2020
General Plan, IX - Safety Element)

4. Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it createa || C1. [ >
significant hazard to the public or the
environment? (2020 Gereral Plan, IX -
Safety Element)

5. For aproject located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport '
or public use airport, would the project D D [:' X
result in a safety hazard for people residing
or working in the project area? (2020
General Plan, IX - Safety Element)

6. For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the D D I:] X
project area? (2020 Germeral Plan, LX -

Safety Element)
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G. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS Less Than :
MATERIALS Potentially Sienificant Less than
Significant gr\;Vith Significant No Impact
Would the project: | Impact  fitigation 1TPACt
7. Impair implementation of or physically

interfere with an adopted emergency

response plan or emergency evacuation v
plan? (2020 General Plan, IX - Safety D D D X
Element; City of Oxnard Emergency

Preparedness Plan and Response Manual)

Expose people or structures to a significant ,

risk of loss, injury or death involving -
wildland fires, including where wildlands ) .

are adjacent to urbanized areas or where D D D @
residences are intermixed with wildlands? ' :

(2020 General Plan, IX - Safety Element)

Discussion:

1,3,4.

5,6.

The proposed project consists of a recreational park, and would not involve the transport, use, or
disposal of substantial quantities of hazardous materials. The project site is not listed and has
never been used as a hazardous waste disposal site. Further discussion of this issue in an EIR

is not warranted.

The proposed project consists of a community park, which is not expected to create a significant
hazard to the public or environment through upset ox release of hazardous materials into the
environment or emit hazardous emissions or materials within one-quarter mile of a school. The
site is Jocated on former agricultural land, which could have involved the use and storage of
agricultural pesticides. Therefore, development of the project site has the potential to create
hazards associated with onsite soil contamination. Lssues relating to potential soil and

groundwater contamination will be analyzed in the EIR.

The project site is not located in the vicinity of any public or private airstrips. Significant safety
hazards are not anticipated. Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

The proposed project is a community park. It would not interfere with any emergency response
plan or evacuation route. Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted,

The project site is not within an area subject to wildland fires. Further discussion of this issue
in an EIR is not warranted.
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H. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Potentially Less Than Less than
. ' Significant Sign 1ﬁcant Significant No Impact
Would the project: Impact With Impact
Mitigation

1. Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements? (2020 General Plan,
VIB - Public Facilities Element, VIII - Open D D D
Space/ Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.9 -
Water Resources)
2. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit
in aquifer volume or a lowering of'the local , _
groundwater table level (e.g., the production '
rate of preexisting nearby wells would drop to a _ V%
level which would not support existing land D D D '
uses or planned uses for which permits have . .
been granted)? (2020 General Plan, VIB -
Public Facilities Element, VIII - Open Space/
Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.9 - Water
Resources)
3. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a .
manner, which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site? (2020 D D D
General Plan, VIB - Public Facilities Element, '
VIII - Open Space/Conservation Element, LX -
Safety Element; FEIR 83-3, 4.9 - Water
Resources)
4. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in 2 manner, which would result Vg
in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? D D D
(2020 General Plan, VII - Public Facilities
Element, VIII - Open Space/Conservation
Element, IX - Safety Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.9 -
Water Resources)
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H. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Potentiatly ;J-CSS_ Than Less than
. . ignificant . .
. Significant ~ With Significant No Impact
Would the project: Impact g Irnpact
itigation

5. Create or contribute runoff water, which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm
water drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff? (2020 AV
General Plan, VII - Public Facilities Elemnent, D D D
VIII - Open Space/Conservation Elemert, 1X -
Safety Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.9 - Water
Resources) L

6. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? .
(2020 General Plan, VII - Public Facilities -
Element, VIII - Open Space/Conservation D IE D D
Element, IX - Safety Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.9 -
Water Resources) ‘

7. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other
flood hazard delineation map? (2020 General D D D X
Plan, VII - Public Facilities Element, VI[I -

Open Space/Conservation Element, LX - Safety
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.9 - Water Resouwrces)

8.Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows? (2020 General Plan, VII - Public 7
Facilities Element, VIII - Open D D D X
Space/Conservation Element, IX - Safety
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.9 - Water Resources)

9.Expose people or structures to a significart risk of
loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a _
levee or dam? (2020 General Plan, VI~ Public D D 24 D
Facilities Element, VIII - Open
Space/Conservation Element, IX - Safety
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.9 - Water Resowrces)

10. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
(2020 General Plan, VII - Public Facilities .
Element, VIHI - Open Space/Conservation (] [] [] 24
Element, IX - Safety Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.9 -

Water Resources)

* Discussion:
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1,3,6. Development associated with the proposed project would involve the creation of limited
impervious surfaces, including surface parking lots, which could contribute to a reduction in
water quality due to the potential presence of contaminants in stormwater runoff leaving the
site. The proposed project would also involve some earth-moving activities, which have the
potential to cause erosion and siltation of off-site areas. Since proposed development would be
required to comply with all federal, state, and local requirements pertaining to preservation of
water quality and reduction of runoff to offsite areas, the project would not be expected to
significantly increase pollutant concentrations in runoff. Nevertheless, in order to more fully
evaluate the potential for significant impacts, this issue will be assessed further in an EIR.

2. "The City of Oxnard is underlain by the Oxnard Plain Basin, which is currently being overdrawn
(City of Oxnard 2020 General Plan EIR, 1990). Development of impervious surfaces on the
- project site could incrementally reduce groundwater recharge. However, due to the relatively
small size of proposed amount of impervious surface relative to the entire park (approximately

'10%), the proposed project is not expected to significantly reduce groundwater recharge.
Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

4,5. | Project-related runoff is not expectéd to exceed the capacity of the planned drainage system nor
require the development of new or expanded facilities. In order to determine whether the
system’s capacity is adequate, this issue will be further analyzed in an EIR.

7,8. According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the project site is located
within zone C, which indicates that the site is outside the 100-year flood zone (map panel no. -
060413 0885 B, 10/31/85). Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

9. The entire City of Oxnard is located within a dam inundation area (2020 General Plan EIR,
1990, pg. 4.8-9). However, the likelihood of catastrophic dam failure is extremely low:
therefore, potential impacts are considered less than significant. Further discussion of this

issue in an EIR is not warranted.

10.  According to the Safety Element of the City of Oxnard 2020 General Plan (1990, pg. VIII-10),
- the project area is not located in a seiche or tsunami hazard zone. Further discussion of this

issue in an EIR is not warranted.

L

I. LAND USE AND PLANNING Potentially é_.iessif'll;g:rzllt Less than
Would the project: Significant gl\]Vith Significant No Impact
. project: Impact Mitigation Impact
1. Physically divide an established community?
(2020 Genéral Plan, ¥ - Land Use Element; FEIR 88-3, || [] []

4.1 - Land Use)
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I. LAND USE AND PLANNING Potentially SE_E:ss_ Than
L. ignificant

) Significant .
Would the project: Impact With
Mitigation

Conflict with any applicable land use plan,

policy, or regulation of an agency with

jurisdiction over the project (including, but not ‘

limited to the general plan, specific plan, local

coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted D D
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an

environmental effect? (2020 General Plan; City

adopted Specific Plans; Local Coastal Program; and
Zoning Ordinance; FEIR 88-3, 4.1 - Land Use)

Conflict with any applicable habitat

conservation plan or natural community [:I I:I
conservation plan? (2020 General Plan, VIII - Open

Space/Conservation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.1 - Land Use)

Discussion:

Less than
Significant No Impact
Impact

1,3. The proposed project would not physically divide an established community. Residential
neighborhoods are located northeast of the site across State Highway 1 (Oxnard Boulevard), to
the southeast, across Olds Road, and southwest, across Rose Avenue, but these communities are
not contiguous and would not be interrupted by development of the proposed project. In addition,

_ the project area is not subject to any adopted habitat conservation plan and would not conflict
with any natural community conservation plans. Further discussion of these issues in an EIR is

J. MINERAL RESOURCES Potentiatly

not warranted.

The proposed development is consistent with the goals and policies of the City of Oxnard General
Plan and Zoning Ordinance. The site’s General Plan Land Use Designation is Park. The site has
two zoning designations: the parcel to the east is designated as Community Reserve (C-R), and
the parcels on the west side of the property are designated as Multiple Family Residential Planned
Development (R-2-PD). The project is consistent with the General Plan Designation and with the
Zoning designation of C-R. Public or private parks are permitted within the zone of R-2-PD,
provided that the developer obtains a conditional use permit, Potential land use compatibility

conflicts will be further analyzed in the EIR.

Iess Than

. . Less than .
Significant Slg&;f;iﬁant Significant No Impact

Would the project:
 the proj . Impact Mitigation Impact
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J. MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

1. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the

region and the residents of the state? (2020
General Plan, V - Land Use Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.8 -

Earth Resources)
2. Result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site

delineated on a local general plan, specific plan
or other land use plan? (2020 General Plan, ¥ - Land

Use Element; FEIR 88-3,'4.8 - Earth Resources)

Discussion:

1-2.

Less Than

Potentially Sienificant Less than
Significant ~'&0 Significant No Impact
With
Impact Impact

Mitigation

0 O O X

0 0O O K

According to the City of Oxnard 2020 General Plan EIR (1990, pg. 4.8-16), the project site is
not designated as either an MRZ-2 or MRZ-3a zone. Therefore, significant mineral resources or

locally important mineral resource recovery sites are not present and/or have not been identified
in the proposed project area. Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

K. NOISE

- Would the project result in:

1. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise

levels in excess of standards established in the

local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies? (2020

General Plan, X - Noise Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.4 - Noise;

Oxnard Sound Regulations - Sections 19-60.1 through
19-60.15)

2. Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or

groundborne noise levels? (2020 General Plan, X -

Noise Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.4 - Noise; Oxnard Sound
Regulations - Sections 19-60.1 through 19-60.15)

3. A substantial permanent increase in ambient

noise levels in the project vicinity above levels

existing without the project? (2020 General Plan, X
- Noise Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.4 - Noise; Oxnard Sound

Regulations - Sections 19-60.1 through 19-60.15)

Less Than

Potentially .. . Less than
Significant Slg&;ﬁﬁaﬂt Significant No Impact
Impact Impact

Mitigation

O 0O K O

O O K

0 O X O
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K.

NOISE Potentially Less Than Less than

. Significant . .
. . Significant . Significant No Impact
Would the project result in: ﬁgpact With ig;pact P
Mitigation

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in

ambient noise {evcls in the pFOJect vicinty D D D

above levels without the project? (2020 General
Plan, X - Noise Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.4 - Noise; Oxnard
Sound Regulations - Sections 19-60.1 through 19-60.15)

For a project located within an airport land use

plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public airport or public _

use airport, would the project expose people N
residing or working in the project area to D D D .
excessive noise levels? (2020 General Plan, X -

Noise Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.4 - Noise; Oxnard Sound

Regulations - Sections 19-60.1 through 19-60.13)

For a project located within the vicinity ofa -

private airstrip, would the project expose people :

residing ot working in the project area to _ AV
excessive noise levels? (2020 General Plan, X - D D D :

Noise Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.4 - Noise; Oxnard Sound
Regulations - Sections 19-60.1 through 19-60.15)

Discussion:

1-3.

The proposed site for the community park is currently partially developed with a skating park
and an outdoor amphitheatre. The majority of the land area is vacant, with eucalyptus
windrows lining fallow former agriculmral fields. The construction and use of College Park
may result in an increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity. Current noise sources
for the project site include Highway 1 (Oxnard Boulevard) along the northeast boundary of the
site and Rose Avenue to the west. The City of Oxnard General Plan Noise Element states that
the maximum normally acceptable outdoor noise exposure for playgrounds and neighborhood

parks is 70 dB Ldn/CNEL.

Existing and future noise levels may be estimated based upon noise data found in the Noise
Element of the General Plan. Existing conditions may be estimated based upon the noise
contour level found in the Noise Element of the General Plan for Oxnard Boulevard. The site is
currently within both the 65 dBA and 60 dBA CNEL noise contours estimated for this segment
of Oxnard Boulevard and Rose Avenue. A noise measurement conducted for the Oxnard
College Campus Master Plan EIR. (October 2003) taken at the campus approximately 50 feet
from Rose Avenue indicated an ambient noise level of 64.8 dBA. This measurement is likely to
be indicative of noise levels found onsite. Therefore, onsite noise levels are within established

standards for the proposed recreational land use.
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26, 2004

The City of Oxnard Noise Ordinance (Municipal Code 19.60) prohibits any unnecessary,
excessive, or annoying noise in the City. As part of this ordinance, properties within the City
are assigned a noise zone based on their corresponding land use. According to the ordinance,
the project site is within Noise Zone III, and the nearby residential neighborhoods are within
Zone 1. According to the Ordinance, the exterior standard for the project site is 70 dBA, and the

exterior standard for the residential areas is 55 dBA.

The proposed park would primarily improve and expand the existing onsite partially developed
park facilities). The new facilities at the proposed park include soccer fields, baseball
diamonds, softball fields, basketball courts, children’s play area, a community building, and
additional parking capacity (approximately 440 spaces). Although the expansion of facilities
may create a slight increase in ambient noise in the vicinity as compared to existing levels, it is -
not anticipated that the increase would exceed established noise thresholds for the site or
surrounding uses. Therefore, impacts related to a permanent increase in ambient noise Ievels
are expected to be less than significarit. Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not -

warranted.

Construction activity would involve finish grading and clearing of the playing fields, as well as
construction of the 26,000 square feet community center. These activities would increase
temporary noise levels. The loudest noise levels would be associated with the construction of
the community center, located in the western area of the site. Average noise levels associated
with the use of heavy equipment at construction sites can range from about 78 to 88 dBA at 50
feet from the source, depending upon the types of equipment in operation at any given time and
phase of construction (USEPA, 1971). The nearest sensitive uses are the residences
approximately 900 feet southwest, 1200 feet northeast, and 1800 feet east of where the
community center would be located. At these distances, the residences may experience noise
Ievels that range from 57 dBA- 63 dBA. Considéring the ambient noise level taken near Rose
Avenue of 64.8 dBA, construction noise is not likely to be heard above ambient noise levels.
These land uses may experience a temporary increase in noise during construction. However,
construction-related impacts are considered less than significant because of their temporary

nature.

Project construction must comply with the requirements specified in Section 19-60.9(d) of the
Oxnard Noise Ordinance, which requires that construction activity be limited to between the
hours of 7:00 AM and 6:00 PM, Monday through Friday, including Saturday. Construction on
Sundays and holidays shall be prohibited. Provided that project construction conforms to the
Oxnard Noise Ordinance Municipal Code, any potential impacts related to temporary increases
in ambient noise levels is considered less than significant. Further discussion of this issue in

ap EIR is not warranted.

The project site is not in the vicinity of any public or private airport. Therefore, significant
impacts related to aircraft noise are not anticipated. Further discussion of this issue in an EIR
is not warranted.
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L. POPULATION AND HOUSING Potentially é,'ess- Than Less than
L. ignificant .
Would th et Significant With Significant No Impact
ou e project:
prol Tmpact  \fiioation  LTPACt

Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) ot indirectly (for

‘example, through an extension of roads or other D [:] D &

infra-structure)? (2020 General Plan, IV - Growth

Management Element, V - Land Use Element, Revised

2000-2005 Housing Element, FEIR 88-3, 4.2 -

Population, Housing and Emplo_yment 3.0 - Growth-

Inducing fmpacts) ‘

Displace substantial numbers of existing

housing, necessitating the construction of .

replacement housing elsewhere? (2020 General . |

Plan, IV - Growth Management Element, V - Land Use D D D
Element, Revised 2000-20035 Housing Element, FEIR 88- ‘ ‘

3, 4.2 - Population, Housing and Employment, 5.0 -

Growth-Inducing Impacts)

Displace substantial numbers of people,

necessitating the construction of replacement

housing elsewhere? (2026 General Plan, IV - Growth ‘
Managerment Element, V - Land Use Element, Revised D D D
2000-2005 Housing Element, FEIR 88-3, 4.2 -

Population, Housing and Employment, 3.0 - Growth-

Inducing Impacts)

Discussion:

1-3.

M.

The proposed project is a Master Plan for a recreational park, which would improve and expand
facilities at the exiting site partially developed park. The existing uses at the project site are a
skate park and grass turfed land used during the annual Strawberry Festival. No residential
housing units are proposed and no housing is presently tocated on the 75-acre site. Therefore,
the project would net induce substantial population growth to the area, or displace existing
housing or people. No significant impacts to population or housing wouId occur. Further

discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

PUBLIC SERVICES* . | Less Than
‘ Less than

Potentiatly Sienificant
Significant gr‘;/ ith Significant No Impact

Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts to the following: Impact: Mitigation Impact

Fire protection? (2020 General Plan, VII - Public V%
Facilities Element; FEIR 88-3, 4. 13 - Public Services) D D D
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M. PUBLIC SERVICES* ) Less Than
Potentially Siemifi Less than
: : : Significant ~'&" l.lca.nt Significant No Impact

Would the project result in substantial adverse 51 With gn p

physical impacts to the following: Impact  \rivigation  LmPact
2. Police protection? (2020 General Pian, ¥ViI - Publi %

et etmterse 0 00 KO

Facilities Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.13 - Public Services)

3. Schools? (2020 General Plan, Vil - Public Facilities
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.13 - Public Services) D D D %

4. Parks? (2020 General Plan, VII - Public Facilities N
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.13 - Public Services) [:, : D D . '
5. - Other public facilities? (2020 General Plan, VII - : ,
Public FEacilities Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.13 - Public D [: D g

Services)

*

Include potential effects associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental Jacilities, need for new or

Pphysically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to

maintain accepiable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services.

Discussion:

1.

The City of Oxnard is served by the Oxnard Fire Department, which has six fire stations serving
the City, including four stations located in the City. In the event of major fires, the City has
“mutual aid agreements” with cities and counties so that additional personnel and fire fighting
equipment can augment the Oxnard Fire Department. The nearest fire station is Fire Station #3,
located at 150 Hill Street, approximately 1.7 miles to the northwest. Although the proposed
park provides an expansion to the existing facilities, it is not expected to generate a substantial -

-increase in activity as compared to the existing use. Therefore, it would not significantly affect

community fire protection services. Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

The Oxnard Police Department (OPD) provides law enforcement services to the City. The City
is divided into four Police Districts, each of which is further divided into two response beats,
Each beat is patrolled 24 hours a day in four overlapping 10-hour shifts of officers. The nearest
police station to the project site is located at 2091 Statham Boulevard, approximately 0.5 miles
northwest of the site. The OPD’s goal for response time to emergency situations is six minutes
or less (Gables at East Village Subsequent EIR, June 2004). . Major organized events,
tournaments, and scheduled league athletic play associated with the project would increase
demands on the Oxnard Police Department, compared to the existing use. However, the
increased demand is not likely to result in the need for new or altered government services or a
change in the current police response times. Nevertheless, the College Park Master Site Plan
shall be submitted to the Oxnard Police Department, to enable the Department to recommend
specific improvements to enhance crime prevention for the project and allow for the police to
better plan for calls that may be generated by the development. Provided that recommendations
made by the OPD are implemented in the final site plan, impacts to police protection service
would be less than significant. Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.
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3-5. The proposed project is a City park that would improve and expand existing facilities at the
existing park site. The project would assist in satisfying the demand for public recreational
fields, and increase the availability of such facilities. The project would not adversely affect
public or private schools, and may provide beneficial effects by alleviating the demand for
school recreational playfields and by providing ancillary recreational opportunities Further
discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.
N. RECREATION Potentiaily L'ess- Than Less than
C Significant . .
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Would the project increase the use of existing

neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilities such that substantial :

physical deterioration of the facility would N
occur or be accelerated? (2020 General Plan, XIII - D D D

Parks and Recreation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.12 -
Aesthetic Resources, 4.13 - Parks and Recreation

Services)
Does the project include recreational facilities

or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an '
8 . b N v
adverse physical effect on the environment? D - D D
(2020 General Plan, X1 - Parks and Recreation :
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.12 - Aesthetic Resources, 4.13 -
Parks and Recreation Services)

Discussion:

1.  The proposed 75-acre park would include 5 soccer fields, 3 baseball diamonds, 2 softball fields, 2
basketball courts, a children’s play area, picnic areas, a community center, 440 parking spaces,
snack bars/restrooms and a maintenance area. The proposed project does not include any
residential development and is therefore not expected to increase demand for recreational
facilities. Rather, the new facilities are expected to better serve current residents of the City of
Oxnard. The project is expected to increase recreational opportunities in the City, and therefore
impacts related to recreational facilities are expected to be less than significant. Further analysis
of this issue is not warranted in the EIR.

2. The proposed lighting of outdoor athletic fields located on the east side of the project site could

create potentially significant impacts to adjacent land uses. Potential biclogical and cultural
resources could also be affected. These issues will be further evaluated in an EIR. See ltem I:

Aesthetics for further discussion of this issue.
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O. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC Potentially [:esg Than Less than
M Significant ..
. Significant With Significant No Impact
Would the project: Impact .. e Impact
itigation

1. Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial
in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., resultina
substantial increase in either the number of N
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on < D D D

roads, or congestion at intersections)? (2020
Ceneral Plan, VI - Circulation Element; FEIR §3-3, 4.3 -

Transportation/Circulation)

2. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard éstablished by the
County congestion management agency for ' ¢ :
designated roads or highways? (2020 General Pian, D X D D
Vi~ Circulation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.3 -
Transportation/Circulation) ~

3. Resuitina change in traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in D

location that results in substantial safety risks?
(2020 General Plan, VI - Circulation Element; FEIR 88-
3, 4.3 — Transportation/Circulation)

4. Substantially increase hazards due to a design

[

L]
X

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm D D % D
equipment)? (2020 General Plan, VI - Circulation
"Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.3 - Transportation/ Circulation)
5. Result in inadequate emergency access? (2020
General Plan, VI - Circulation Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.3 - D D ’AV‘ D
Transportation/Circulation) '
6. Result in inadequate parking capacity? (Zone
Ordinance - Parking Regulations and Parking Lot Design D ,:l % D
Standards)
7. Conflict with adopted policies, plans or
programs supporting alternative transportation D D N D
AN

(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? (Bicycle
Facilities Master Plan)

Discussion:

1,2,4-7. The proposed project has the potential to increase traffic in the project area, as it will result in
an increase in vehicle trips to the site and on adjacent roadways. Therefore, these issues will be
further evaluated in an EIR. A traffic study will be conducted to analyze and evaluate the
project’s potential impacts to traffic, circulation, parking, and access.
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3. The project would not necessitate any change in air raffic pafterns. Further discussion of this
issue in an EIR is not warranted.

P. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Potentially L.BSS. Than {ess than
.. o Significant . .
Significant With Significant No Impact

Would the project: A
. proj Impact Mitigation Impact

1. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of

the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board? (2020 General Plan, Vil - Public Facilities D : I:I g D
Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.6 - Public Utilities, 4.9 - Water ‘ -

Resources)
2. Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction '
of which could cause significant environmental D D . D %

effects? (2020 General Plan, VII - Public Facilities
Element: FEIR 88-3, 4.6 - Public Ulilities, 4.9 - Water

Resources)
3. Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects? [:l D E’ D
(2020 General Plan, VII - Public Facilities Element;
FEIR 88-3, 4.6 - Public Utilities, 4.9 - Water Resources)
4. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve
the project from existing entitlements and

resources, or are new or expanded entitlements D D }AV‘ D

needed? (2020 General Plan, VII - Public Facilities
Element: FEIR 88-3, 4.6 - Public Utilities, 4.9 - Water

Resources)
5. Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider, which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve
the project’s projected demand in addition to the D D ‘X] D

provider’s existing commitments? (2020 General
Plan, VII - Public Facilities Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.6 -
Public Utilities, 4.9 - Water Resources)

6. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid v
waste disposal needs? (2020 General Plan, VII - D D IZ D
Public Facilities Element; FEIR 88-3, 4.6 - Public
Liilities, 4.9 - Water Resources)
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P. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Potentially Less Than Less than
L. Significant . .
. Significant th Significant No Impact
Would the project: Impact With Impact
Mitigation

7. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes

and regulations related to solid waste? (2020 R
General Plan, VII - Public Facilities Element: FEIR 88-3, D D D

4.6 - Public Utilities, 4.9 - Water Resources)

Discussion:

1,2, 5. Development associated with the proposed project would slightly increase the generation of
wastewater since new development would occur on portions of the site that are currently vacant.
However, the project is not expected to exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the Los
Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, and existing water and sewer services in the
area are considered adequate to serve the project site. New utility lines would be required to
serve new development, but overall demand would be accommodated within the existing
system that serves partially developed park facilities at the site. Further dlscussxon of this

issue in an EIR is not warranted.

3. The proposed project would increase the amount of stormwater runoff in the project area due to
the increase in impervious surfaces onsite. An expansion of existing stormwater drainage
facilities to handle increased runoff is anticipated, but the construction of these facilities is not
expected to cause significant environmental effects. Further dxscussxon of this issue in an

EIR is not warranted.

4. ‘The proposed project would increase demand for water in the area. However, development of
College Park would occur on a site that is already partially developed with park uses, and
although recreational facilities would be expanded, existing entitlements and resources are
considered adequate to meet projected demand. Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is

not warranted.

6.,7. Solid waste collection and disposal services at the project site are provided by the Oxnard Solid
Waste Division. Once collected, solid waste is transported to the Del Norte Regional Recycling
and Transfer Station before being sent to area landfills. While development of the proposed
project would increase the amount of solid waste generated on the site as compared to existing
uses, it is expected that landfill capacity in the area is sufficient to serve the projected needs.

Further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

Q. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF Potentiall Less Than
Y - Less than
SIGNIFICANCE Significant Slgr\;;itzgant Significant No Impact
Impact [mpact

Mitigation
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Q. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF

1.

SIGNIFICANCE

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 rare or

endangered plant or animal or eliminate

. important examples of the major periods of

California history or prehistory?

" 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 effects of
other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?

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

Discussion

Potentia |y SL;ZZSI ;?::t Less than

Significant With Significant No Impact

[mpact Mitigation Impact

0 X O O

] O O

0O X 0O 0O

As discussed in Item E, no known historical or archemlogical resources are located on the
project site. Therefore, it is not expected that the project would affect or eliminate any
important examples of California history or prehistoxy. However, although impacts to
significant archeological resources are not anticipated for the project, project development has
the potential to affect unknown archaeological resousces, and this issue will be further
analyZed in the EIR. In addition, project development may adversely affect sensitive plant or
animal species found onsite, particularly in wetland areas, and eucalyptus trees. Therefore,

these issues will be further analyzed in the EIR.

The project has the potential to contribute to environzental impacts that are cumulatively
considerable, but mitigation measures can be taken to reduce the significance of these impacts.
The project’s contribution to cumulative impacts could besignificant and will be studied

further in an EIR,

The proposed College Park Master Plan would be corrnanity reci‘eational facility that improves
and expands existing facilities onsite. Issues for which the project may have potentially
significant environmental impacts will be evaluated Murther in an EIR. Those issues include:
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Aesthetics/Lighting, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Soils, Hydrology
and Water Quality, Land Use, and Traffic/Circulation. Mitigation measures will be

recommended to reduce impacts to a less than significant level.
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ADDITIONAL REFERENCES

California, State of, Air Resources Board, URBEMIS 2002 Program.
California, State of, Office of Planning and Research, California Environmental Quality Act Statutes,

Sacramento, California: January 1, 2002.
California, State of, Office of Planning and Research, Guidelines for Implementation of the California

Environmental Quality Act, Sacramento, California: F ebruary 1, 2001.
California, State of, Office of Planning and Research, Planning, Zoning and Development Laws,

November 2000. _
City of Oxnard, The Municipal Code of the City of Oxnard - Zoning Ordinance, current edition.
City of Oxnard, Development Services Department, Planning Division, Coastal Zoning Regulations

and Zone Maps, current edition.

City of Oxnard, Development Services Department, Planning Division, Coastal Land Use Plan, current
edition. ’

City of Oxnard, Community Development Department, Planning Division, Zore Maps, current edition.
Ventura County Air Pollution Control District, 4ir Quality Marnagernent Plan, current edition.

Ventura County Air Pollution Control District, Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines, .

October 2003.
United States Federal Emergency Management Agency, National Flood Insurance Program, FIRM

Flood Insurance Rate Maps for the City of Oxnard, October 1985.

Environmental Impact Reports

City of Oxnard, FEIR 88-3 for the 2020 City of Oxnard General Plan (1990)
City of Oxnard, FEIR for the Oxnard College Campus Master Plan (2004)
City of Oxnard, FEIR for the Gables at East Village Subsequert EIR (2004)
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EIR Scoping Meeting
Coliege Park Master Site Plan
City of Oxnard
December 1, 2004

Comments and Discussion

Concerns and ideas regarding design and amenities:

Mix of uses planned for the site not necessarily compatible with each other
Amphitheater should be kept and used as a community amenity and for noise and
sound relief for events

The old houses should be kept and used for museum and gift shops

A swimming pool should be reconsidered

A tot-lot should be located at the far east end for College Park neighborhood

Concerns regarding noise:

Use of parking lots for radio supported events can be heard throughout the

neighborhoods.

If a PA system is proposed, this could be heard in the neighborhoods until 10 or 11
pm any night of the week

Big League Dreams would probably have more games, programs and evening hours
and potentially have more crowds than a City operated field, which would generate
more crowd noise and after game activities.

Concerns regarding transportation:

Look at additional access or entrance when Highway 1 is converted to City

ownership _
Consider a one-way perimeter road to reduce number of cars circulating throughout
the park

Consider need for parking garage

Parking space for bus and RV users

Off-site parking will be constrained on weekends and evening at HS and College
Neighborhoods are currently burdened with facility visitors parking on streets

Big League Dreams could generate much more traffic than was originally anticipated

Concerns regarding aesthetics:

Attractiveness of existing hill that will be removed
Light effects on neighborhoods and on the Monarch butterfly
Concern about appearance of perimeter fencing
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Biological, geological and hydrological concerns:

* There is known to be at least one old well on site, and possibly a spring at the
wetland area

“ Monarch Butterfly Habitat in Eucalyptus windrows

" Soil Testing for possible agriculture hazards from previous use

Land use compatibility concerns:
* LUand Growth Inducing Impacts - facility would generate need for hotels,

increased pedestrian safety, additional restaurants.

Concern for public service and safety:
* Group picnic areas and events should be limited to fire safety numbers

* Concern for adequate police and public safety
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EIR Scoping Meeting
College Park Master Site Plan
City of Oxnard
December 1, 2004

Attendance

Kenneth Bailey
Ed Ellis

Roger Pariseau
Shirly Godwin
Larry Godwin

- Pat Brown

City of Oxnard Staff:
Michael Henderson
Cyndi Izquierdo

Sue Martin

Rincon Inc. Staff:
Stephen Svete
Audrey Knight




Oxnard College Park Master Plan ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
EiR Scoping Meeting — December 1, 2005 - 6:30 — 7:30 P.M.

Comment Sheet

We want to know your concerns, so we can address fhem in the EIR.

_Name:_'&m 79@1.5 & Affiliation: A}cﬂg_lﬁmeﬁom Choedere.
(resident, businessperson, commnunity group
mentber)

Address:_{ 1D Tpuyzna20 £y Phone:_ &0OS-377- 3879

i, (A T3085-233¢

Eirpp pripl WL 7O MPIVD  PIASE ISSUES.
— D‘
——loT Llor #c G 985 &0 p- Joz.ug.g.—,ﬂm et g AR

Please submit to Cyndi Izquierdo
City of Oxnard
Parks and Facilities Division
1060 Pacific Avenue, Bldg.#3
Oxnard, California 93030

City of Oxnard
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Comment Sheet

We want to know your concerns, so we can address them in the EIR.

A 5 b T -, i H . r !
Name:_.S }7 1 /‘tu} G dwin Affiliation: S, Cxnerd you, c&’fﬂl
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member)
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City of Oxnard
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1060 Pacific Avenue, Bldg.#3
Oxnard, California 93030
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1060 Pacific Avenue, Bldg.#3
Oxnard, California 93030

City of Oxnard
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PARKS A
December 10, 2004 "o AND FACILITIES

Mr. Michael Henderson
Superintendent
City of Oxnard Parks and Facilities Division

1060 Pacific Avenue, Building No. 3
Oxnard, California 93030

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE COLLEGE PARK MASTER SITE PLAN
SCH NO. 2004111057

Dear Mr. Henderson;

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your Notice of
Preparation (NOP) of a draft Environmental impact Report (EIR) for the project

mentioned above.

Based on the review of the document, DTSC comments are as follows:

1. The draft EIR needs to identify and determine whether current or historic uses at
the Project site have resuited in any release of hazardous wastes/substances at

the Project area.

2. The draft EIR needs to identify any known or potentially contaminated site within
the Project area. For all identified sites, the draft EIR needs to evaluate whether
conditions at the site pose a threat to human health or the environment.

3. The draft EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation for any site that may require remediation, and which
government agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

4. The initial Study of the NOP states that the Site is located on former agricultural
- land, which could have involved the use and storage of agricultural pesticides,
and that development of the project site has the potential to create hazards

associated with onsite soil contamination. Therefore, an environmental
assessment should be conducted at the Site to evaluate whether the Site is
contaminated with hazardous substances from the past and current uses.

@ Printed on Recycled Paper
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5 All environmental investigation and/or remediation should be conducted under a
Workplan which is approved by a regulatory agency who has jurisdiction to
oversee hazardous waste cleanups. Proper investigation and remedial actions
should be conducted at the site prior to its development.

6. If during construction of the project, soil contamination is suspected, construction
in the area should stop, and appropriate health and safety procedures should be
implemented. If it is determined that contaminated soils exists, the draft EIR
should identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be
conducted, and which government agency will provide regulatory oversight.

DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment preparation and
cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP). For additional
information on the VCP please visit DTSC's web site at www.dtsc.ca.gov. If you would
like to meet and discuss this matter further, please contact Mr. Alberto Valmidiano,
Project Manager, at (818) 551-2870 or me, at (818) 551-2857.

Michel Iskarous
Acting Unit Chief .
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch — Glendale Office

cc:  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief

Planning and Envircnmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806



12-15-"p4 14:51 FROM-Oznard City Planning  8@53857417 T-628 PBE1/885 F-349

DEC-15-~2004 ©693:86 FROM:RMA PLANNING UkFi P B4 2oy P S (L S % L)
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY ]
Planning Division
countyofventura i
. Director
December 14, 2004 POSUI FaxNom . 7671 [OW | (SO Liffoh 5
endercan | C. M;Mm& '
CoJDapt, o,
Michael Henderson, Superintendent il ::’
Parks & Facilittes Division Fax
" City of Oxnard

7060 Pacifit: Avenue, Building #3
Oxnard, CA 93030

FAX#: (805) 385-7417
SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of Draft EIR for Coliege Park at Rose Ave.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the above sutiject
document. Attached are the comments that we have received resuiting from an

intra-county review of the projects,

Any responses to these comments should be sent directly to the commenter, with
a copy to Carl Morehouse, Ventura County Planning Division, L#1740, 800 8.
Viotoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 03009, _

If you have any questiong regarding any of the comments, please contact the
appropriate respondent. Overall quastions may be directed to Carl Morehouse at

(805) 654.2476

Sincerely.

Christopher Stephens
County Planning Director

Attachment
County RMA Reference Number 04-096

800 South Victoria Avenus, Lif 1740, Ventura, CA 93009 (805) 654-2481 Fax (805) 664-2509
@ Prinleg ¢n Rogyciad Popor @
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DEC-15-2024 ©9:07 FROM:RMA FLANNING DEPT 895 654 2509 TO: SIS (41 ¢ .45
VENTURA COUNTY NBY 2 4 2004
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT
" Memorandum
TO: Carl Morchouse, Planning DATE: November 22, 2004

FROM: Alicia Stratton ] t ’:

SUBJECT: Request for Review of Notice of Preparation of Environmentat Impact
Report for the College Park Mastor Site Plan, City of Oxnard Parks and
Facilitica Division (Reference No. 04-096)

Air Poliution Control District staff has reviewed the subject notice of preparation, which
is a proposal for development ol a 75-acre parcel of City-owned land into a tecreationsl
park. The park Site is partinlly developed with a skate park-facility, an outdoor--
amphitheater and grounds used for the annual Strawberry Festival, and surface parking,
but is primarily undeveloped. The proposed park would include five soccer Felds, thres
baseball diamonds, two softball ficlds, two basketball courts, three snack bars/restroom
buildings, picnic areas, a dog park, children’s play area, community center with :
gymnasium, Farm Heritage park, skate park, enhanced wetland area, 440 parking spaces
and a maintenance building. The project location is 3250 South Rose Avenue in the City

* of Oxnard,
Regional Air Quality Inpacts

APCD recommends that the Draft EIR discuss potential regional air quality impacts, and
provide appropriate mitigation measures, if any are projected to be significatit. The
District recommends that the most up-to-date version of the URBEMIS model be uzed to
generate emission cstimatea for this project. The latest version of the “URBEMIS 2002
For Windows™ computer model, currently available is “Version 7.5.0.” A downloadable
copy of this model is avaulable on lhe South Coast Air-Quality Managcment District’s
website at http://www.agmd.pov/ces emis.html. If the URBEMIS model is used to

generate ¢ ssmn estlmates fOt this pro;cct. the District recommends that a detailed
printout be included in the Draft EIR. Any chunges to the URBEMIS program’s defaults

sbould be highlighted and fully documented.

Local Air Quality §

APCD recommends that the Draft ETR discuss potential local air quality impacts, and
provide appropriate mitigation measures, if any are prajected to be significant, For
example, grading aud construction activities frequently generate significant fugitive dust

impacts.
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Cerhon Monoxide

A carbon monoxide (CQ) screening analyses should be conducted for any project-
impacted roadway interscctions that are currently operating, or which are expected to
operate, at Levels of Scrvice D, B, orF, or at any project-impacted roadway that may be a
CO hotspot. If a potential hotepot is identified, the District recommends that a complete
CALTNE4 carhon monoxide analyses be conducted for that interscetion.

Mitigation Measures

If a contribution to an OfE-Site TDM fund is used, the contributions should not be used
for traffic enginecring projects. including signal synchronization, intersection
improvements, and channelization, az the benefits from these projects are primaily

traffic-related and not air Quality-related.

.-~ The Distriat rccommenda that this mitigation measure be implemented.only-after all
feasible ares and operational mitigation measures have been applied to the projeot, and
project emissions are still significant. Tha District recommiends thé Off-Site TOM
method used by the City should be consistent with the methedology in the 2003
Guidelines (Section 7.5.3), |

If you have any qucstions, pleasc call me at 6&5-1426 or emall me at ﬂigla@&ap_c_@m



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Main Office
818 West Seventh Street
12th Floor
Los Angeles, California

90017-3435

1 {(213) 236-1800
f (213) 236-1825

WWW,5Cag8.Ca.gov
Officers: President: Councilmember Ron Roberts,

Terneculz « First Vice President: Supervisor Hank -

Kuiper, Imperial County » Second Vice President;
Mayor Torl Young, Port Hueneme » Immediate
Past President: Councilmember Bev Perry, Brea
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Jo Shields, Brewley
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Talbot, Alharbra « Sidney Tyler, Pasadena » Toniz
Reyes Uranga, Long Beach + Antonio Villataigasa,
Los Angeles « Dennis Washburn, Catabasas « Jack
Waiss, Los Angeies + Bob Yousefian, Glendale »
DBennis Zine; Los Angeles

Orange County: Chris Norby, Orange County =
Lou Bone, Tustin « AR Brown, Buena Park «
Richard Chavez, Anaheim * Debbie Cook,
Huntington Beach = Cathryn DeYoung, Laguna
Niguel » Richard Dixor, Lake Forest « Alta Duke, La
Palma * Bev Perry, Brea = Marilyn Poe, los
Alamitos « Tod Ridgeway, Newport 8each

Riverside County: Marion Ashley, Riverside
County = Thomas Buckley, Lake Elsinore = Bonnie
Flickinger, Moreno Vafiey » Ron Loveridge,
Riverside = Greg Petlis, Cathedral City = Ron
Roberts, Temeculz

San Bemardino County: Paul Biane, San
Bernarding County = 8H[ Alexander, Rancho
Cucamonga - Edward Burgnon, Town of Apple
Valley « Lawrence Dale, Barstow = Lee Ann Garcia,
Grand Terrace » Spsan Longville, San Bernarding +
Gary Quitt, Ontario « Debarah Robertson, Riallo

Ventura County: [udy Mikels, Ventura County =
Gien Becerra, Simi Valley - Cart Morehouse, San
Buenaventura = Toni Young, Port Hueneme
Orange County Transportation Authority:
Charles Smith, Orange County
Riverside County Transportation Commission:
Robin Lowe, Hemet
Ventuva County Transportation Commisslon: Bilt
Bavis, Simi Valtey

FoN

RECEIVED
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November 6, 2004 ABig
PARKS AND FACILITIES

Mr. Michael Henderson

Parks and Facilities Superintendent

City of Oxnard Parks and Facilities Division
1060 Pacific Avenue, Bldg. #3

Oxnard, CA 93030

RE: SCAG Clearinghouse No. 120040761 College Park Master Site Plan

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Thank you for submitting the College Park Master Site Plan for review and
comment. As areawide clearinghouse for regionally significant projects, SCAG
reviews the consistency of local plans, projects and programs with regionai
plans. This activity is based on SCAG’s responsibilities as a regional planning
organization pursuant to state and federal laws and regulations. Guidance
provided by these reviews is intended to assist local agencies and project
spensors to take actions that contribute to the attainment of regional goals and

policies.

We have reviewed the College Park Master Site Plan, and have determined
thai the proposed Project is not regionally significant per SCAG Intergovermnmental
Review (IGR) Criteria and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines (Section 15206). Therefore, the proposed Project does not warrant
comments at this time. Should there be a change in the scope of the proposed
Project, we would appreciate the opportunity to review and comment at that time.,

A description of the proposed Project was published in SCAG’s November 115,
2004 Intergovernmental Review Clearinghouse Report for public for review ‘and
comment.

The project tile and SCAG Clearinghouse number should be used in ali
correspondence with SCAG concerning this Project. Correspondence should be
sent to the attention of the Clearinghouse Ccordinator. If you have any questions,
please contact me at (213) 236-1867. Thank you. '

EY M,SMITH, AICP
Senior Regional Planner
intergovernmental Review
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA g‘ﬁ
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research a.‘n

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

e -  REcgy g

Schwarzenegger
Governor )
20 oy
Notice of Preparation oy 2 2 [2: 22
J2
November 10, 2004 ARKS Anp . ACHL 17y

[y

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re; College Park Master Sife Plan
SCH# 2004111057

Attached for your r-evie#v and comment is tﬁe Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the College Park Master Site Plan
draft Environmenta] Impact Report (EIR),

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency,
Thisisa courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the

environmental review process.
Please direct your comments to:

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard

Paris and Facilities Division

1060 Pacific Avenue, Building #3
"Oxnard, CA 93030

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in ail correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613, : ‘ '

~ Sincerely,
raE
7

Scott Morgan
Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1460 TENTH STREET P.0, BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 05812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613  FAX {916) 323-3018.  www.opr.ca.gov




Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

' SCH# 2004111057
| Project Title  Coliege Park Master Site Plan
5 Lead Agency Oxnard, City of
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description  The College Park Master Site Ptan project involves the development of 75-acre parce! of City-owned
land into a recreational park In the southeastern portion of the City. The park is currently unimproved,
but is partially developad with a skate-park facility and with grounds used for the annual Strawberry
Festival,
Lead Agency Contact
Name Michael Hendarson
Agency City of Oxnard
Phone 805-385-7950 Fax
emall
Address Parks and Facllities Division
1060 Pacific Avenus, Bullding #3
City Oxnard State CA Zip 93030
Project Location
County Ventura
City Oxnard
Region
Cross Sireets Rose Avenue
Parcel No.
Township Range Section Base
Proximity to:
Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools :
Land Use Park
R-2-PD, C-R
Project Issues Aesthetic/Visual; Air Quality; Biological Resources; Archasologic-Historic; Geologic/Seismic; Water
Quality; Traffic/Circulation; Landuse
Reviewing Resources Agency; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department
Agencles of Water Resources; Depariment of Fish and Game, Region 5; Native American Heritage Commission;
California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional
Water Quality Control Board, Region 4
Date Received 11/10/2004 Start of Review 11/10/2004 End of Review 12/09/2004
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TATE FO —B 88, ETATION AND HOUSI EN ARNOLD

DISTRICT 7, REGIONAL p

IGR/CEQA BRANCH

100 S. Main STREET R
Los ANGELES, CA 20012 Flex your powers
PHONE (213) 897.4420 R EC E I V FE é_November 17,-2004 Be energreﬁfcx:;t!

FAX (213) 8971337

IGR/CEQA cs/041124
L 20 NOV 23 P gk
City of Oxnard
lege Park Master Plan
PARKS AND FACIL@?;ﬁ S R sl
Vic. VEN-1-15.92
SCH# 2004111057
Mr, Michae} Henderson
City of Oxnard
Parks and Recreation Division
1060 Pacific Ave,, Bidg. #3
Oxnard, CA 93039

A traffic study will be needed to evaluate the project's overall impact on the State transportation system
including State Route 1 and all affected on/off ramps. The traffic study should include, but not be limited
to:

1) Assumptions used to develop trip Seneration/distribution percentages and assignments,

2) An analysis of ADT, AM and PM Ppeak hour volumes for both the existing and future {year 2025)
conditions. This should also include level-of-service calculations using the HCM 2000
methodology. The analysis should include the following:

Q  existing traffic volumes

Q  project.and cumulative traffic volumes

Q@ future traffic volumes projections for yesr 2025

O  existing level-of-service (LOS) calcutations

O project and cumulative level-of-service (LOS) calculations

3) Any mitigation measures Proposed to alleviate traffic impact should include, but not be limited to
the following:

Q  financing

Q  scheduling copsiderations

Q  implementation responsibifities
B monitoring plan

impacts to State Route } on/off-ramps. The City shouid refer to Appendix "B" Methodology for
Calculating Equitable Mitigation Measures found in our Caltrans Guide for the Preparation of

“Cakirans improves wmobility across California”



Mr. Michael Henderson
November 17, 2004
Page Two

The proposed development will need to conform with the National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) requirements relating to construction activities and Post-
Construction Storm Water Management. To the maximum extent practicable, Best
Management Practices will need to be implemented to address storm water runoff from
new development. The responsible water quality coatrol agencies will need to review
storm water runoff facilities and drainage plans.

Motorist traveling along major arterial highways will need to be protected from Glare from
lighting for evening events

Any work to be performed within the State Right-of-way such as grading, landscaping, irrigation,
utilities, etc. will need a California Department of Transportation Encroachment Permit.

It is expected that State Route 1 in the vicinity of the project site will be
relinquished in the near future after realignment of State Route [ is
completed. The relinquishment of this portion of State Route 1 will be
relinquished as a superceded highway.

We wouid appreciate advance copies of the DEIR and traffic study to facilitate internal
Departmental review. Copies shouid be sent to the undersigned :

Cheryl J. Powell, IGR/CEQA Program Manager

California Department of Transportation

District 7, Office of Regional Planning

100 South Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

If you have any questions regarding our comments, refer to our internal IGR/CEQA Record # ¢s/0401124,
and please do not hesitate to contact me at (213) 897-3747.

Sincerely,
Original Signed By

CHERYL J. POWELL
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

cc: M. Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse
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PARKS AND FACILITIES
November 18, 2004

Michael Henderson,

Park & Facilities Superintendent
City of Oxnard

1060 Pacific Avenue, Bidg. #3
Oxnard, CA 93030

Subject: OH Pipeline / College Park EIR

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Notice of Preparation for the subject
environmental document. We offer the following comments.

~ The Utilities and Service Systems section of the initial study should consider the methods
by which storm and sanitary sewer is to be conveyed from the site. We operate a regional
water pipeline in Rose Avenue, adjacent to and westerly of the project site. Relocations
- of this pipeline to accommodate new sanitary and storm sewer lines can be expected to
have impact. Appropriate mitigation might entaii requiring any necessary plumbing in
Rose Avenue to avoid our facilities. You may wish to check the proposed locations and

elevations of any proposed sewer and storm drains necessary for your project to see that
they do not conflict with our OH Pipeline,

Good luck with your project.

Very truly yours,

p
¢£/John M. Dickenson,
Engineering Department Manager

U\johnd\misc utilities\oxnard college park eir

File: OH Pipeline

106 N. 8th Stréet + Santa Paula, California 93060 « Phone (B05) 525-4431 « FAX;: {805) 525-2661




od Protectio

PusLic Works AGENCY
Ronawn €. Coons

Ventura County

4 ‘ s e 4 ' . Agency Director
Watershed Protectio®EDistrict s
200 Noy - -

2 oo . . Jeff Pratt
22 P fe: 9 District Director

r’/x I3 . )
November 11, 2004 FARKS ANDF, A ) “«‘Z’fiﬁ‘ 53;?;%23&:?55:3
« : : Peter Sheydayi, Deputy
’ . Design/Construction
Mr. Michael Henderson, Superintendent . Sergio Vargas, Deputy
City of Oxnard , . ) "y : : PIanning/Régufatmy
Parks and Facilities Division - Tom Lagier, Manager
Operations/Malntenance

1060 Pacific Avénue, Building #3
Oxnard, California‘ 93030

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report
3250 South Rose Avenue, College Park Master Site Plan

Dear Mr. Henderson :

The Watershed Protection District (District) has reviewed the submittal with respect to
issues under District purview. The run-off from the project should be limited per the
“Rice Road Drain Limitation Agreement”. The project is adjacent to Rice Road Drain, a
District facility and right-of-way. Any existing or proposed connections to District
facilities or encroachment to District rights-of-way will require District review and
permitting. Any required water quality/SQUIMP conditions will be applied at the
municipal/co-permittee level.

If you have questions regarding this review, piease call the undersigned at 654-2906.

Very truly yours,

A /««-7[/

Kevin Keivanfar, P.E.
Manager, Permit Section
Watershed Protection District

- TTit LOG NO. 20041109-008

800 South Victoria Avenue = Ventura, California 93069-1600
(805) 654-2001 + Fax (805) 654-3350 < http://www.vewatershed.org




Q California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Los Angeles Region
Over 51 Years Serving Coastal Los Angeles and Ventura Counties
Terry Tamminen Recipient of the 2001 Environmental Leadership Award from Keep California Beautiful Arnold Schwarzenegs
gﬁ:ﬁﬁiﬁ; 320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, California 9001 E I V 5‘.’ !j Governor
Protection Phone (213) 576-6600 FAX (213) 576-6640 - Intemet Address: http://www.smcb.ca.gov/rwqcb [
Z
December 28, 2004 005 JAN - b p 52 7
P
Michael Henderson ARKS ANp FACILITIF R
Park & Facilities Superintendent
City of Oxnard
1060 Pacific Avenue, Bldg. #3
Oxnard, CA 93030

Dear Michael Henderson,

Re: CEQA Documentation for Project in the Callecuas Watershed

College Park Master Site Plan
SCH # 2004111057

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the CEQA documentation for the above mentioned
project. For your information a list of permitting requirements and Regional Board Contacts is

provided in Attachment A hereto.

The project site lies in the Calleguas watershed that was listed as being impaired pursuant to -
Section 303 (d) of the Clean Water Act. Constituents causing impairment in the Calleguas
watershed include pesticides, metals, nitrogen, sedimentation, algae, salts, and coliform. The Los
Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board will be developing Total Maximum Daily Loads
(TMDLs) for the watershed, but the proposed project is expected to proceed before applicable
TMDLs are adopted. In the interim, the Regional Board must carefully evaluate the potential

impacts of new projects that may discharge to impaired waterbodies.

Our review of your documentation shows that it does not inctude information on how this project
will change the loading of these pollutants into the watershed. Please provide the following
additional information for both the construction and operational phases of the project.

» For each constituent listed above, please provide an estimate of the concentration (ppb)
and load (lbs/day) from non-point and point source discharges.

¢ Estimates of the amount of additional runoff generated by the project during wet and dry
seasons.

¢ Estimate of the amount of increased or decreased percolation due to the project.

California Environmental Protection Agency

) 3
% Recycled Paper
Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California’s water resources for the benefit of present and future generations.



Page 2 of 2 -2- ‘ December 28, 2004

¢ Estimates of the net change in cubic feet per second of groundwater and surface water
contributions under historic drought conditions (as compiled by local water purveyors,
the Department of Water Resources, and others), and 10-year 50-year, and 100-year
flood conditions.

If you have any questions please call me at (213) 576 6683.

Sincerely,

Lo Gt

Elizabeth Erickson
Associate Geologist, TMDL Unit
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

EE

Attachments (1)

cc:

State Clearinghouse
file

California Environmental Protection Agency

F 53
2 Recycled Paper
Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California s water resources for the benefit of present and funtre generations.



ATTACHMENT A

If the proposed project will result in a discharge of dredge or fill into a surface water {including & dry streambed),
and is subject to a foderal license or permit, the project may require a Section 401 Water Quality Certification, or
waiver of Waste Discharge Requirements. For further information, please contact:

Vaierie Carillo, Nonpeint Source Unit at (213) 576-6759.

If the project involves Inland dispesal of nonhazardous contaminated solls and materials, the proposed project
may be subject to Waste Discharge Requirements. For further Information, please contact:

Rodney Nelson, Landfills Unit, at (213) 620-6119

ek RE

If the overall project area is larger than five acres, the proposed project may be subject to the Staie Board's General
Construction Activity Storm Water Permit. Far further information, please contact:

Tracy Woods, Statewide General Construction Activity Storm Water Permits at {213) 620-2095.

If the project involves a facility that is proposing to discharge storm water associated with industrial activity (e.g.,
manufacturing, recycling and transportation facilites, etc.), the facifity may be subject to the State Board's General
Industrial Activities Storm Waler Permit, For further information, please contact:

Kristie Chung, Statewide General Industrial Storm Water Permits at (213) 620-2283.

If the proposed project involves requirements for new development and construction pertaining to municipal storm
water programs, please contact;

Dan Radulescu, Municipal Storm Water Permits, Los Angeles County at (213) 620-2038;
Jeff Mack, Municipal Storm Water Permits, Ventura County at (213) 620-2121.

The proposed project also shall comply with the local regulations associated with the applicable Regional Board
stormwater permit:

Los Angeles County and Co-permittees:
NPDES No. CAS614001
Waste Discharge Requirements Order No. 96-054.

Long Beach County and Co-permittees:

NPDES CAS004003 . _
Waste Discharge Requirements Qrder No. 98-060.

Ventura County and Co-pemittees:

NPDES No. CAS004002
Waste Discharge Requirements Order No. 00-108.

il aag i

if the proposed project involves any construction and/or groundwater dewatering to be discharged to surface
waters, the project may be subject o NPDES/Waste Discharge Requirements. For further information, please contact:

Augustine Anijielo, General Permitting and Special Projects Unit at (213) 576-6657(All Reglon 4 Watersheds).

if the proposed project involves any construction and/or groundwater dewatering to be discharged to land or
groundwater, the project may be subject to Waste Discharge Requirements. For further information, please contact:

Kwang-it Lee, Non-Chapter 15 Unit, at (213) 620-2269 (All Region 4 Watersheds).

Revised : March 11, 2004



12-15-'04 14:52 FROM-Oxnard City Planning 8853857417 T-628 P@02/605 F-349
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PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY NOV 2 6 2p04
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
Traffie, Advance Planning & Permits Division

MEM QRAE]!I’.T%'
DATE: November 24, 2004

- TO: Resource Management Agency, Planning Division
Atention:  Carl Morehouse '
" FROM: Nazir Lalani, Deputy Director /™ L
SUBJECT: Review of Document 04-096 - Collegs Park Master Site Plan
Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Fmpact Report
The project involves development of a 75-acre City owned fand into 4 recreationa)
park in the southeastern portion of the City located at 3250 8. Rose Avenve.
Lead Agency: City of Oxmard, Parks and Facilitics Division

The Transportatiol Department has reviewed the ‘subject Notice of Pieparation of & Draft
Environmental Impact Report, as proposed by the City of Oxnard Parks and Facilities Division. The
proposed park would include the following features: 5 soccer fields, 3 baseball diamonds, 2 softball
fields, 2 bagketball courts, 3 snack bar/restroom buildings, picnic area, dog park, children's playarea,
community center with gymnasivm, Farm Heritage Park, skate park, enhanced wetland ares,
approximately 440 parking spaces and a maintenance building. We offer the following coramaonts:

1. 'We generally concur with the comments in the Initia) Study for those areas under the purview
of the Transportation Department, :

2. This project will have site-specific impacts on the County’s Regional Road Network. The
Environmental Impact Report should show if traffic generated by this development would
have a significant itpact on the County's trunsportation system and roadway network in the
unincorporated arca. If this project will have a significant site-specific impact on the
County’s Regional Road Network, the Transportation Department will require the applicant .
to mitigate the impacts to less than significant levels.

3. As a minimum, the following issues must be addressed in the Traffic Analysis:

a. Impacts to the intersection along Pleasant Valley Road and the intersections along Rice
Avenue in the unincorporated are2 of the County need to be identificd and mitigated, if

necessary.

b. Project apecific and cumulative impacts to segments of the Regional Road Network,
including Pleasant Valley Road and Rice Avenue need to be addressed where more than
10 peak hour trips ars to be added to existing traffic.



i2-15-'84 14:52 FROM-Oxnard City Planning 8053857417 T-628 PO@3/8@5 F-349
OEC-15-2804 09:86 FROM:RMA FLANNING DEFT 805 654 2589 TO: 89538541 ¢ F.sen

4. The DEIR should also sddress and mitigate the cumulative impact of this projoct to the
Regional Road Network, The project should be conditioned to pay a traffie impact
wmitigation fus to tho County, which wag specifically developed to provide a methodology for
mitigationi of cumulative traffic impacts. If the TIMF were paid, this project would be
consistent with the County’s General Plan transportation policies,

Our review of this Notice of Preparation of the DEIR is Jimited to the impaots this project may have
on the County’s Regional Road Network. :

Ploase call me at 654-2080 if you have any questions,

FtranspoLanDeviNen_Counthd-195 OXO.doccr
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NOP
e e City of Oxnard
PARKS ALD FACILIT!S Colege Park Master Plan
3250 5. Rose Ave.

Vic. VEN-1-15.92
SCH# 2004111057
Mr. Michael Henderson
City of Oxnard
Parks and Recreation Division
1060 Pacific Ave., Bldg. #3
Oxnard, CA 93030

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation in the environmental review prooess
for the above-mentioned project. Based on the information received, we have the following comments:

A traffic study will be needed to evaluate the project's overall impact on the State transportation system
including State Route 1 and all affected on/off ramps. The traffic study should include, but not be limited

to:
D Assumptions used to develop trip generation/distribution percentages and assignments.

2) An analysis of ADT, AM and PM peak hour volumes for both the existing and future (year 2025)
conditions. This should aiso include level-of-service calculations using the HCM 2000
methodology. The analysis should include the following:

existing traffic volumes

project and cumulative traffic volumes

future traffic volumes projections for year 2025

existing level-of-service (LOS) calculations

project and cumulative level-of-service (LOS) calcuiations

Ocopo

Any mitigation measures proposed to alleviate traffic impact should include, but not be limited to
the following:

7
S

financing

scheduling considerations
implementation responsibilities
monitoring plan

codoo

4) The Equitable Share responsibility for traffic mitigation measures will need to be calculated as
determined by the percentage increase in projected peak period trips resulting in operational
impacts to State Route 1 on/off-ramps, The City should refer to Appendix "B" Methodology for
Calculating Equitable Mitigation Measures found in our Caltrans Guide for the Preparation of
Traffic Impact Studies. The Guide can be found on the internet at:

http://www.dot.ca. gov/hq/traffops/developserv/operationalsystems/reports/tisguide.pdf

“Caltrans improves mobility acrogs California”



Mr. Michael Hendetson
November 17, 2004
Page Two

The proposed development will need to conform with the National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) requirements relating to construction activities and Post-
Construction Storm Water Management. To the maximum extent practicable, Best
Management Practices will need to be implemented to address storm water runoff from
new development. The responsible water quality control agencies will need to review
storm water runoff facilities and drainage plans,

Motorist traveling along major arterial highways will need to be protected from Glare from
lighting for evening events '

Aany work to be performed within the State Right-of-way such as grading, landscaping, irrigation,
utilities, etc. will need a California Department of Transportation Encroachment Permit.

It is expected that State Route 1 in the vicinity of the project site will be
relinquished in the near future after realignment of State Route 1 is
completed. The relinquishment of this portion of State Route 1 will be

relinquished as a superceded highway.

We would appreciate advance copies of the DEIR and iraffic study to facilitate internal
Departmental review. Copies should be sent to the undersigned : )

Cheryl J. Powell, IGR/CEQA Program Manager
California Department of Transportation
District 7, Office of Regional Planning

100 South Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

If you bave any questions regarding our comments, refer to our internal IGR/CEQA Record # ¢cs/0401 124,
and please do not hesitate to contact me at (213) 897-3747.

(Powly

CHERYL j. POWELL
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

Sincerely,

cc: Mr. Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 8.7.0

File Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 Version 8.7\Projects2k2\College Park Master Plan.urb
Project Name: College Park Master Plan
Project Location: Ventura County

On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

PM10 PM10 PM10
*xE 2007 Fr* ROG NOx co S02 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 5.34 40.77 39.54 0.00 8.82 1.82 7.00
TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 5.34 40.77 39.54 0.00 3.95 1.82 2.13
PM10 PM10 PM10
*xAx 2008 F** ROG NOx co S02 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 5.34 38.79 40.98 0.00 1.66 1.66 0.00
TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 5.34 38.79 40.98 0.00 1.66 1.66 0.00
AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG NOx Co S02 PM10
TOTALS (lIbs/day,unmitigated) 0.12 0.00 0.78 0.00 0.00
TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 0.12 0.00 0.78 0.00 0.00
OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG NOXx Cco S02 PM10
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 19.33 30.30 234.87 0.22 22 .05
TOTALS (Ibs/day, mitigated) 18.22 28.51 221.00 0.21 20.75
SUM OF AREA AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG NOx Co S02 PM10
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 19.45 30.31 235.65 0.22 22.05

TOTALS (Ibs/day, mitigated) 18.35 28.52 221.78 0.21 20.75
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URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 8.7.0

File Name: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 Version 8.7\Projects2k2\College Park Master Plan.urb
Project Name: College Park Master Plan
Project Location: Ventura County

On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

Construction Start Month and Year: June, 2007
Construction Duration: 12

Total Land Use Area to be Developed: 29.04 acres

Maximum Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 0.7 acres

Single Family Units: O Multi-Family Units: O
Retail/Office/Institutional/Industrial Square Footage: O

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED (lbs/day)

PM10 PM10 PM10
Source ROG NOx co S02 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
KKKk 2007***
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lIbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 7.00 - 7.00
Off-Road Diesel 3.60 21.48 30.62 - 0.70 0.70 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.03 0.05 0.67 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lIbs/day 3.63 21.53 31.29 0.00 7.70 0.70 7.00
Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 5.34 40.77 39.54 - 1.82 1.82 0.00
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum Ibs/day 5.34 40.77 39.54 0.00 1.82 1.82 0.00
Max Ibs/day all phases 5.34 40.77 39.54 0.00 8.82 1.82 7.00
*k*k 2008***
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lIbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - 0.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lIbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 5.34 38.79 40.98 - 1.66 1.66 0.00
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lIbs/day 5.34 38.79 40.98 0.00 1.66 1.66 0.00
Max Ibs/day all phases 5.34 38.79 40.98 0.00 1.66 1.66 0.00



Page: 3
07/25/2005 9:15 AM

Phase 1 - Demolition Assumptions: Phase Turned OFF

Phase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 2: Jun "07
Phase 2 Duration: 1.3 months

On-Road Truck Travel (VMT): O
Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower
1 Excavators 180
1 Graders 174

Phase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

Start Month/Year for Phase 3: Jul "07

Phase 3 Duration: 10.7 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Jul 07
SubPhase Building Duration: 10.7 months
Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower
1 Paving Equipment 111
1 Rubber Tired Dozers 352
1 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79

Load Factor

0.
0.

Load Factor

0.
0.
0.

Start Month/Year for SubPhase Architectural Coatings: Apr "08

SubPhase Architectural Coatings Duration: 1.1 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Asphalt: May "08
SubPhase Asphalt Duration: 0.5 months

Acres to be Paved: 0O

Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES MITIGATED (lbs/day)

Source ROG NOx co
E = 2007***
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - -

Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lIbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - -
Off-Road Diesel 3.60 17.18 30.62
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.03 0.05 0.67
Maximum lIbs/day 3.63 17.23 31.29
Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 5.34 40.77 39.54
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum Ibs/day 5.34 40.77 39.54
Max Ibs/day all phases 5.34 40.77 39.54
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - -
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum Ibs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - -
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum Ibs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00

Phase 3 - Building Construction

Load Factor

[eNoNe) o [eNoNe) o [eNoNe) [eNoNe)

[eNeoNe)

580
575

530
590
465

S02

.00
.00
.00

.00
.00
.00

.00
.00

.00
.00
.00

.00

.00
.00
.00

.00
.00
.00

Hours/Day
8.0
8.0
Hours/Day
8.0
8.0
8.0
Hours/Day
PM10 PM10
TOTAL  EXHAUST
0.00 -
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.13 -
0.70 0.70
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.83 0.70
1.82 1.82
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
1.82 1.82
3.95 1.82
0.00 -
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 -
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00

PM10
DUST

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

[eNoNeoNoXe]

.13
.00
.00
.00
.13

NOOON

.00
.00

.00

.00
.00
.00
.00

N [eNeooXe] o oo

.13

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

[ejoNoNoNe]

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

[ejeoNoNoXe]
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Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 5.34 38.79 40.98 -
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 -
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Maximum lIbs/day 5.34 38.79 40.98 0.00

Max Ibs/day all phases 5.34 38.79 40.98 0.00

Construction-Related Mitigation Measures

RPOOO o oOPr

[E

.66
.00

.00

.00
.00
.00
.66

ROOO o or

.66 1.

Phase 2: Soil Disturbance: Replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly

Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 15.0%)
Phase 2: Soil Disturbance: Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily

Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 34.0%)
Phase 2: Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst

Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 20.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 0.0%)
Phase 2: On-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst

Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 20.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 0.0%)
Phase 2: Stockpiles: Cover all stock piles with tarps

Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 9.5%)
Phase 2: Unpaved Roads: Reduce speed on unpaved roads to < 15 mph

Percent Reduction(ROG 0.0% NOx 0.0% CO 0.0% SO2 0.0% PM10 40.0%)
Phase 1 - Demolition Assumptions: Phase Turned OFF

Phase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 2: Jun "07
Phase 2 Duration: 1.3 months

On-Road Truck Travel (VMT): O
Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
1 Excavators 180 0.580
1 Graders 174 0.575

Phase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

Start Month/Year for Phase 3: Jul "07

Phase 3 Duration: 10.7 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Jul 07
SubPhase Building Duration: 10.7 months
Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
1 Paving Equipment 111 0.530
1 Rubber Tired Dozers 352 0.590
1 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes 79 0.465

Start Month/Year for SubPhase Architectural Coatings: Apr "08
SubPhase Architectural Coatings Duration: 1.1 months

Start Month/Year for SubPhase Asphalt: May "08

SubPhase Asphalt Duration: 0.5 months

Acres to be Paved: O

Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor

Hours/Day
8.0
8.0

Hours/Day
8.0
8.0
8.0

Hours/Day

.66
.00

.00

.00
.00
.00
.66

66

o [eNoNoXe] o oo

.00
.00

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

.00
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AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES (Summer Pounds per Day, Unmitigated)

Source ROG
Natural Gas 0.00
Hearth - No summer emissions
Landscaping 0.12
Consumer Prdcts 0.00
Architectural Coatings 0.00
TOTALS(Ibs/day,unmitigated) 0.12

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES (Summer

Source ROG
Natural Gas 0.00
Hearth - No summer emissions
Landscaping 0.12
Consumer Prdcts 0.00
Architectural Coatings 0.00
TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 0.12

Area Source Mitigation Measures

NOx Cco S02
0.00 0.00 0
0.00 0.78 0.00
0.00 0.78 0.00

Pounds per Day, Mitigated)

NOx (6(0] S02
0.00 0.00 0
0.00 0.78 0.00
0.00 0.78 0.00

PM10
0.00

0.00
0.00
PM10
0.00

0.00

0.00
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UNMITIGATED OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

ROG NOx co S02 PM10
City park 19.33 30.30 234.87 0.22 22.05
TOTAL EMISSIONS (lIbs/day) 19.33 30.30 234.87 0.22 22.05

Does not include correction for passby trips.
Does not include double counting adjustment for internal trips.

OPERATIONAL (Vehicle) EMISSION ESTIMATES
Analysis Year: 2005 Temperature (F): 75 Season: Summer
EMFAC Version: EMFAC2002 (9/2002)

Summary of Land Uses:

No. Total

Unit Type Acreage Trip Rate Units Trips
City park 39.20 trips/ 74.60 2,924.32
Sum of Total Trips 2,924.32

Total Vehicle Miles Traveled 14,519.25

Vehicle Assumptions:

Fleet Mix:
Vehicle Type Percent Type Non-Catalyst Catalyst Diesel
Light Auto 56.10 2.30 97.10 0.60
Light Truck < 3,750 Ibs 15.10 4.00 93.40 2.60
Light Truck 3,751- 5,750 15.50 1.90 96.80 1.30
Med Truck 5,751- 8,500 6.80 1.50 95.60 2.90
Lite-Heavy 8,501-10,000 1.00 0.00 80.00 20.00
Lite-Heavy 10,001-14,000 0.30 0.00 66.70 33.30
Med-Heavy  14,001-33,000 1.00 10.00 20.00 70.00
Heavy-Heavy 33,001-60,000 0.80 0.00 12.50 87.50
Line Haul > 60,000 Ibs 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
Urban Bus 0.10 0.00 0.00 100.00
Motorcycle 1.60 87.50 12.50 0.00
School Bus 0.30 0.00 0.00 100.00
Motor Home 1.40 14.30 78.60 7.10
Travel Conditions
Residential Commercial

Home- Home- Home-

Work Shop Other Commute Non-Work Customer
Urban Trip Length (miles) 12.0 7.8 10.0 10.0 4.7 4.7
Rural Trip Length (miles) 15.0 10.0 10.0 15.0 15.0 15.0
Trip Speeds (mph) 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0
% of Trips - Residential 27.4 17.7 54.9

% of Trips - Commercial (by land use)
City park 5.0 2.5 92.5
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MITIGATED OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

ROG NOx co S02 PM10
City park 18.22 28.51 221.00 0.21 20.75
TOTAL EMISSIONS (lIbs/day) 18.22 28.51 221.00 0.21 20.75
PERCENTAGE REDUCTION % 6 6 6 6 6

Does not include correction for passby trips.
Does not include double counting adjustment for internal trips.

OPERATIONAL (Vehicle) EMISSION ESTIMATES
Analysis Year: 2005 Temperature (F): 75 Season: Summer
EMFAC Version: EMFAC2002 (9/2002)

Summary of Land Uses:

No. Total

Unit Type Acreage Trip Rate Units Trips
City park 36.89 trips/ 74.60 2,751.64
Sum of Total Trips 2,751.64

Total Vehicle Miles Traveled 13,661.89

Vehicle Assumptions:

Fleet Mix:
Vehicle Type Percent Type Non-Catalyst Catalyst Diesel
Light Auto 56.10 2.30 97.10 0.60
Light Truck < 3,750 lbs 15.10 4.00 93.40 2.60
Light Truck 3,751- 5,750 15.50 1.90 96.80 1.30
Med Truck 5,751- 8,500 6.80 1.50 95.60 2.90
Lite-Heavy 8,501-10,000 1.00 0.00 80.00 20.00
Lite-Heavy 10,001-14,000 0.30 0.00 66.70 33.30
Med-Heavy  14,001-33,000 1.00 10.00 20.00 70.00
Heavy-Heavy 33,001-60,000 0.80 0.00 12.50 87.50
Line Haul > 60,000 Ibs 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
Urban Bus 0.10 0.00 0.00 100.00
Motorcycle 1.60 87.50 12.50 0.00
School Bus 0.30 0.00 0.00 100.00
Motor Home 1.40 14.30 78.60 7.10
Travel Conditions
Residential Commercial

Home- Home- Home-

Work Shop Other Commute Non-Work Customer
Urban Trip Length (miles) 12.0 7.8 10.0 10.0 4.7 4.7
Rural Trip Length (miles) 15.0 10.0 10.0 15.0 15.0 15.0
Trip Speeds (mph) 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0
% of Trips - Residential 27.4 17.7 54.9

% of Trips - Commercial (by land use)
City park 5.0 2.5 92.5
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MITIGATION OPTIONS SELECTED

Non-Residential Mitigation Measures

Non-Residential Transit Service Mitigation

Percent Reduction in Trips is 0.06%

Inputs Selected:

The Number of Daily Weekday Buses Stopping Within 1/4 Mile of Site is O

The Number of Daily Rail or Bus Rapid Transit Stops Within 1/2 Mile of Site is 2
The Number of Dedicated Daily Shuttle Trips is 0

Non-Residential Pedestrian/Bicycle Friendliness Mitigation

Percent Reduction in Trips is 5.85%

Inputs Selected:

The Number of Intersections per Square Mile is 0

The Percent of Streets with Sidewalks on One Side is 10%

The Percent of Streets with Sidewalks on Both Sides is 90%

The Percent of Arterials/Collectors with Bike Lanes or where Suitable,
Direct Parallel Routes Exist is 100%
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Changes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages

Changes made to the default values for Construction

The user has overridden the Default Phase Lengths

Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from

Soil Disturbance: Replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly
off to on.

Soil Disturbance: Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
off to on.

On-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel oxidation catalyst
off to on.

Stockpiles: Cover all stock piles with tarps

off to on.

Unpaved Roads: Reduce speed on unpaved roads to < 15 mph
off to on.

Changes made to the default values for Area

The area souce mitigation measure option switch changed from off to on.

Changes made to the default values for Operations

The mitigation option switch changed from off to on.
The Res and Non-Res Transit Service Mitigation changed from off to on.
The Res and Non-Res Ped/Bike Mitigation changed from off to on.

The Non-Res Parking Supply

Mitigation changed from off to on.



Appendix C

Plant and animal species observed or
known to occur on the project site.



Table C-1 Plant Species Observed on Site

Common Name

Scientific Name

Frequency”

Blue gum Eucalyptus globulus
California poppy Eschscholzia californica
Cattail Typha spp.
Common sowthistle Sonchus oleraceus
Cudweed Gnaphalium spp.
Cypress Cupressus spp

Fox tail grass

Medicago murinum

Goldentop grass

Lamarckia aurea

Lemonade berry

Rhus integrifolia

Lupine Lupinus bicolor
Lupine Lupinus spp
Mallow Malva parviflora
Milk thistle Silybum marianum
Mulefat Baccharis salicifolia
Narrow-leaved willow Salix exigua
Pigweed Amaranthus spp

Prickly lettuce

Lactuca serriola

Red-stemmed filaree

Erodium cicutarium

Ripgut brome

Bromus diandrus

Russian thistle Salsola spp.
Shining willow Salix lucida
Stinging nettle Urtica spp
Tree tobacco Nicotiana glauca
Wild oats Avena spp.
Wild radish Raphanus spp.

O0|00[O|0|OO[0|0|0O|0[0|0|0|0|T|O|0|0|0|0|0|R|O

1. Perceived frequency throughout project site: C=Common; O=0Occasional; R=rare

Table C-2 Animals Known or Suspected to Occur on Site.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Comments

Barn owl

Tyto alba

From feather

California ground squirrel

Spermophilus californica

One animal observed and colony
of burrows noted on east side of
project site

California towhee

Pipilo crissalis

Several observed

Dark-eyed junco

Junco hymalis

Small flock observed in
eucalyptus

Mourning dove

Zenaida macroura

Several heard and seen

Pocket gopher

Thomomys bottae

Burrows observed

Cottontail rabbit

Slyvilagus sp

Several observed

Red Admiral (butterfly) Vanessa atalanta Observed
Red-tailed hawk Buteo jamaicensis One observed in overflight
Robin Turdus migratorius Observed

Western fence lizard

Sceloporus occidentalis

Several observed
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Introduction

This report was prepared for the purpose of assisting the City of Oxnard in their compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as it relates to historic resources, in connection with the adoption of a mas-
ter plan for the development of a 75 acre regional park located at 3250 S. Rose Avenue at the southeastern
intersection of Channel Islands Boulevard and Rose Avenue. The 75-acre site consists of three parcels. College
Park has been developed on a 22.88 acre parcel on the southwestern part of the site. The southeastern por-
tion of the property is a 50 acre agricultural parcel. The buildings extant on the site, located at 1826 E. Chan-
nel Islands Boulevard, include two residences, an office, implement shed and shop. These buildings are located
on the northwestern 4.18 acre parcel. The project consists of the development of a master-planned regional
park facilities on the 50 and 22.88 acre parcels. No specific use is currently proposed for the buildings on the
4.18 parcel. [Figure 1]

This report assesses the historical and architectural significance of potentially significant historic properties in
accordance with the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the California Register of Historical Resources
(CRHR) Criteria for Evaluation, and County of Ventura landmarks criteria. A determination will be made as to
whether adverse environmental impacts on historic resources, as defined by CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines,
may occur as a consequence of the proposed project, and recommend the adoption of mitigation measures, as
appropriate.

This report was prepared by San Buenaventura Research Associates of Santa Paula, California, Judy Triem, His-
torian; and Mitch Stone, Preservation Planner, for the City of Oxnard, and is based on a field investigation and
research conducted in April and May 2005. The conclusions contained herein represent the professional opin-
ions of San Buenaventura Research Associates, and are based on the factual data available at the time of its
preparation, the application of the appropriate local, state and federal requlations, and best professional prac-
tices.

Administrative Setting

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires evaluation of project impacts on historic resources,
including properties “listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Re-
sources [or] included in a local register of historical resources.” A resource is eligible for listing on the Cali-
fornia Register of Historical Resources if it meets any of the criteria for listing, which are:

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of Califor-
nia’s history and cultural heritage;
Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;
Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or rep-
resents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

By definition, the California Register of Historical Resources also includes all “properties formally determined
eligible for, or listed in, the National Register of Historic Places,” and certain specified State Historical Land-
marks. The majority of “formal determinations” of NRHP eligibility occur when properties are evaluated by the
State Office of Historic Preservation in connection with federal environmental review procedures (Section 106
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Figure 1. SITE LOCATION
Source: 7.5 Min. USGS Quadrangle, Oxnard (1949, rev 1967)
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of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966). Formal determinations of eligibility also occur when proper-
ties are nominated to the NRHP, but are not listed due to owner objection.

The criteria for determining eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) have been
developed by the National Park Service. Properties may qualify for NRHP listing if they:

A. are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or

B. are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that represent
the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and distin-
guishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

D. have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

According to the National Register of Historic Places guidelines, the “essential physical features” of a property
must be present for it to convey its significance. Further, in order to qualify for the NRHP, a resource must
retain its integrity, or “the ability of a property to convey its significance.”

The seven aspects of integrity are: Location (the place where the historic property was constructed or the
place where the historic event occurred); Design (the combination of elements that create the form, plan,
space, structure, and style of a property); Setting (the physical environment of a historic property); Materials
(the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period of time and in a particular
pattern or configuration to form a historic property); Workmanship (the physical evidence of the crafts of a
particular culture or people during any given period of history or prehistory); Feeling (a property’s expression
of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time), and; Association (the direct link between an
important historic event or person and a historic property).

The relevant aspects of integrity depend upon the National Register criteria applied to a property. For exam-
ple, a property nominated under Criterion A (events), would be likely to convey its significance primarily
through integrity of location, setting and association. A property nominated solely under Criterion C (design)
would usually rely primarily upon integrity of design, materials and workmanship. The California Register pro-
cedures include similar language with regard to integrity.

The minimum age criterion for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the California Register of
Historical Resources (CRHR) is 50 years. Properties less than 50 years old may be eligible for listing on the
NRHP if they can be regarded as “exceptional,” as defined by the NRHP procedures, or in terms of the CRHR,

“if it can be demonstrated that sufficient time has passed to understand its historical importance” (Chapter
11, Title 14, §4842(d)(2))

Historic resources as defined by CEQA also includes properties listed in “local registers” of historic properties.
A “local register of historic resources” is broadly defined in §5020.1 (k) of the Public Resources Code, as “a
list of properties officially designated or recognized as historically significant by a local government pursuant
to a local ordinance or resolution.” Local registers of historic properties come essentially in two forms: (1)
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surveys of historic resources conducted by a local agency in accordance with Office of Historic Preservation
procedures and standards, adopted by the local agency and maintained as current, and (2) landmarks desig-
nated under local ordinances or resolutions. These properties are “presumed to be historically or culturally
significant... unless the preponderance of the evidence demonstrates that the resource is not historically or
culturally significant.” (Public Resources Code 88§ 5024.1, 21804.1, 15064.5)

Section 1365-5 of the Ventura County Cultural Heritage Ordinance sets out the following criteria for designa-
tion of a Ventura County Landmark:

1. It exemplifies or reflects special elements of the County’s social, aesthetic, engineering, architectural
or natural history;

2. Itis associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of Ven-
tura County or its cities, regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United States;

3. It is associated with the lives of persons important to Ventura County or its cities, California, or na-
tional history;

4. It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history of
Ventura County or its cities, California or the nation;

5. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or
represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values;

6. Integrity: Establish the authenticity of the resource’s physical identity by evidence of lack of deterio-
ration and significant survival of the characteristics that existed during its period of importance. This
shall be evaluated with regard to the retention of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,

Impact Thresholds and Mitigation

According to PRC §21084.1, “a project that may cause a substantial change in the significance of an historical
resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment.” The Public Resources Code
broadly defines a threshold for determining if the impacts of a project on an historic property will be signifi-
cant and adverse. By definition, a substantial adverse change means, “demolition, destruction, relocation, or
alterations,” such that the significance of an historical resource would be impaired (PRC §5020.1(6)). For pur-
poses of NRHP eligibility, reductions in a resource’s integrity (the ability of the property to convey its signifi-
cance) should be regarded as potentially adverse impacts.

Further, according to the CEQA Guidelines, “an historical resource is materially impaired when a project...
[d]emolishes or materially alters 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 Cali-
fornia Register of Historical Resources [or] that account for its inclusion in a local register of historical re-
sources pursuant to section 5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or its identification in an historical re-
sources survey meeting the requirements of section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, unless the public
agency reviewing the effects of the project establishes by a preponderance of evidence that the resource is not
historically or culturally significant.”
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The lead agency is responsible for the identification of “potentially feasible measures to mitigate significant
adverse changes in the significance of an historical resource.” The specified methodology for determining if

impacts are mitigated to less than significant levels are the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treat-
ment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic
Buildings and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating His-

toric Buildings (1995), publications of the National Park Service. (PRC §15064.5(b)(3-4))

Historical Setting
Mission Period (1782-1833)

The Spanish government employed a three-part colonization system in Alta California, composed of missions,
presidios and pueblos, representing the clerical, military and civilian elements of colonial rule, respectively.
The missions, guided by the clergy of the Franciscan order, were the most numerous and successful of the co-
lonial institutions. Mission San Buenaventura was established at the mouth of the Ventura River, the other
major river flowing through Ventura County.

The only mission-related activity occurring on the Oxnard Plain would have been the conversion of the various
Chumash Indian villages in the area to Catholicism. Indians from the Mugu rancheria located near present day
Point Mugu became converts at the Ventura Mission, as did the Chumash natives from Cayegues, from which
the modern names for Rancho Calleguas and Calleguas Creek derive. Weneme or Wenemu was another Chumash
village located near present day Port Hueneme. The only potentially remaining physical evidence from the Mis-
sion Period would be the paths or trails the Indians used to travel between the villages and the mission.

Rancho Period (1834-1860)

Rancho El Rio de Santa Clara, otherwise known as La Colonia, was granted equally to eight soldiers who served
the Mexican government during Governor Juan Alvarado’s term. The soldiers receiving the grant on September
28, 1840 were Valentin Cota, Vicente Feliz, Leandro Gonzalez, Rafael Gonzalez, Vicente Pico, Rafael Valdez,
Jose Maria Valenzuela and Salvador Valenzuela. Its 44,883 acres covered most of what is now called the Ox-
nard Plain. (Hutchinson, 1965: 163)

During this period Rafael Gonzales appears to be the only soldier who resided on the grant. An adobe house
was built and was referred to as the Gonzales adobe. Gonzales Boulevard recalls the approximate location of
the land owned by the family. It is uncertain if the adobe exists today.

Land uses during the Rancho Period were characterized by the use of granted lands for low-intensity agricul-
ture, particularly cattle and sheep grazing. The character and extent of human use of the land would have
been largely unchanged from the Mission period, however, with only a minor increase in intensity and little or
no increase in population.

Americanization Period (1861-1907)

In 1864 a large portion of Rancho La Colonia, 32,100 of the original 44,883 acres, had been sold to Pennsyl-
vania capitalist Thomas Scott. The transaction was overseen by Scott’s agent in California, Thomas Bard, who
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also purchased several other Ventura County ranchos for the purpose of oil exploration. During the 1860s and
1870s, a few settlers began to lease or purchase land from Bard for raising grain or grazing sheep and cattle.

The first land sold by Scott was a 160 acre parcel purchased by Michael Kauffman in 1868. This parcel was
located at the corner of Gonzales and Saviers roads. One of the largest transfers was a 5,000 acre parcel pur-
chased by J.D. Patterson. By 1877 properties owners of portions of Rancho El Rio de Santa Clara included
Bard, M. Kauffman, James Leonard, C. Borchard, D. McGrath, J.D. Pinnard, W.C. Wood, A. Hill, J. Maulhardt,
John Scarlett, Wm. Rice, T.A. Rice, R.D. Barclay, P. Donlon, H.P. Flint, and G. Arnold, among others. These in-
dividuals, largely immigrants from Ireland and Germany, owned at least 160 acres each and primarily raised
grain and grazed stock. (Hutchinson, 1965: 152,: Map of Rancho el Rio de Santa Clara o La Colonia, 1877)

Thomas Bard, having purchased Rancho La Colonia from Thomas Scott, platted the town of Hueneme in 1869,
in a location where he believed a natural deep-water port could be established. The Hueneme wharf was com-
pleted in 1871 and provided local farmers with a place to ship grain. The Santa Clara Irrigation Company was
established in 1871 and brought water along a twelve-mile-long canal from the Santa Clara River to Hueneme,
supplementing a system of wells. Eucalyptus groves were planted as windbreaks, defining the boundaries be-
tween ranches, and acting as the first vertical relief on the virtually treeless plain. Thomas Bard planted the
first eucalyptus and pepper trees in Hueneme in 1871. (Hutchinson, 1965: 197)

During the 1880s and 1890s, farmers began to diversify and experiment with new crops. Among these were
lima beans and sugar beets. Ranchers Johannes Borchard and Albert Maulhardt were the first to experiment
with sugar beets, and they were to later prove instrumental in inducing the Oxnard Brothers to construct a

sugar beet factory amidst the beet fields in 1898. The new townsite surrounding the factory came to be named
after the the four brothers.

With the success of the crop, farmers began rotating their barley and beans with sugar beets. The growth of
the industry and incorporation of the town in 1903 helped bring two railroads to the Oxnard Plain: the South-
ern Pacific in 1898 and the Ventura County Railway, a local railroad company formed in 1907 by John Burson
to service the farmers and the sugar beet industry. The main route ran down A Street to Wooley Road, where it
branched west to the Patterson Ranch on Patterson Road and east to the sugar beet factory, then south to
Hueneme Road and west to the wharf. (Bloom, 1959: 20)

In addition, spur routes were built to service the various farmers and beet dumps were constructed along the
railroad tracks. The dump sites consisted primarily of wooden ramps, a hoist and crane that helped the farmer
transfer a heavy load of sugar beets from a wagon to the railcars. The beet dumps and most of the auxiliary
tracks were removed when the sugar beet factory closed in the 1950s. (Naumann, 1985: 11)

The Americanization period marked an introduction of a higher-intensity level of land cultivation with the
construction of a massive sugar beet factory and an increase in population. Two new towns were established
on the Oxnard Plain — Hueneme and Oxnard, in 1869 and 1903, respectively. Transportation routes were
opened with the construction of the Hueneme Wharf in 1871 and the new railroad lines in 1898 and 1907.
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Regionalization Period (1908 to 1950)

During this period, the town of Oxnard enjoyed a steady growth, with a marked increase occurring during the
regional boom period of the 1920s. Hueneme, on the other hand, actually lost population when many resi-
dents and businesses relocated to the new town of Oxnard. Agriculture continued to be the major economic
industry with the continued planting of the “3 B's” as they became known — beans, beets and barley. During
the 1920s and 1930s, the advent of refrigeration led to the introduction of new row crops, including celery,
tomatoes and broccoli. In addition, lemon trees were planted, eventually resulting in the construction of sev-
eral packing houses adjacent to the Ventura County Railroad tracks, and operated by Sunkist. (Naumann,

1994).

Major physical changes were to occur in Hueneme and Oxnard with America’s entrance into World War II. The
deep-water harbor at Port Hueneme had been completed in 1940, just two years prior to the establishment of
the Naval Advanced Base Depot at Port Hueneme in 1942. On March 9, 1942, the Navy appropriated the harbor
and 1,573 acres of surrounding farmland to establish the base that later became known as the Construction
Battalion Center. The base served as a staging area for the shipment of construction materials to the Pacific
and as a training center for the Seabees, builders of bases in the Pacific Islands. (Triem, 1985: 134)

The creation of the Naval Base at Port Hueneme during World War II provided jobs for more than 10,000 civil-
ians and 21,000 military personnel, resulting in significant population growth. In addition to the base at Port
Hueneme, the Naval Air Missile Test Center was established at Point Mugu in 1946 followed by the Oxnard Air
Force Base at Camarillo in 1952. Many high technology Cold War industries established themselves in the area
to accommodate the military-industrial establishment. Oxnard’s population jumped from 8,519 in 1940 to
18,979 in 1945, and in Hueneme, the population increased 300 in 1939 to 3,024 in 1950. (Triem, 1985: 135-
36)

Following the war, many former servicemen and women remained to settle and work at the industries spawned
by the Cold War, and a huge building boom ensued; housing tracts now sprouted on the fertile farmland. New
schools and commercial shopping centers were built, expanding Oxnard south to Port Hueneme and east to
Camarillo.

Suburbanization (1950 to present)

During the 1950s, the sugar beet factory closed, and farmers began to introduce new cash crops. Tree crops
such as lemons were planted more heavily along with strawberries and flowers. Farmland was converted to new
housing tracts, and commercial and industrial development occurred at a rapid rate, as both Oxnard and Port
Hueneme continued to expand. The most recent trend is the replacement of farmland with large regional shop-
ping centers, auto malls and housing tracts.

The area surrounding the Petit Ranch remained in agriculture until the 1970s when the surrounding lands were
purchased to build Oxnard College. The college opened its first permanent buildings on the Rose Avenue prop-
erty in 1979. Housing was then developed surrounding the college, and property was purchased from the Petit
Family around 1981 to build College Park. Dempsey Road became an extension of Channel Islands Boulevard,
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and in the last few years, new commercial buildings were constructed where the Donlon Ranch once stood
across Channel Islands Boulevard from the Petit Ranch.

Frank Petit and Family (1883-1918)

Born in France on April 8, 1846, Francois Glode Xavier (Frank) Petit immigrated to Clearfield County, Pennsyl-
vania in 1853 with his parents Jean Baptiste (John) Petit and Catherine Petit and his five brothers and sisters.
In 1860 the family moved to Douglas County, Kansas. Frank and his brother Justin Petit returned to Pennsyl-
vania to work in a sawmill. He met his future wife Caroline Dougherty in Pennsylvania and the couple married
on December 25, 1870. His mother died in 1870 and his father remained in Kansas. His sister Annette Petit
Laurent moved to Ventura County in 1872 with her husband, and purchased farm land. Justin Petit joined his
sister in 1878, followed by Frank in 1882. Their father joined the family in California and died at Justin’s
home in 1894 at the age of eighty-five, never having spoken any English.

Frank and his wife Caroline Dougherty Petit arrived in Ventura County in 1882 with their four children: John,
age nine; Will, age six; Mame, age three; and Charles, age one-and-a-half. Albert, the last child, was born in
March 1883. The family spent their first year in a small “white washed board shack of two or three rooms”
located about a mile east of where the Oxnard townsite would be established in 1898. (Petit, 1951: 10)

The original 114.25 acre property on which the present buildings are located was purchased by Frank Petit
from Thomas Bard in 1883. The property sold for $3,312.50 and a down payment was made of $500.00, with
interest on the balance at ten per cent. Previously, the land had evidently been leased or mortgaged to Dan
Dempsey, and apparently a small board and batten wood residence existed on the property. It was moved
about one-quarter mile to the location of the present house facing onto Channel Islands Boulevard (originally
Dempsey Road), and an addition made before it was occupied by the Petit family. Thereafter, three generations
of Petits farmed the property from 1883 to 1981, a period of nearly 100 years.

The construction of the wharf at Hueneme in 1871 led to the change from cattle ranching to dry farming of
barley and other crops. Justin Petit purchased 100 acres in 1882 and began raising barley, the primary crop
raised in the 1880s. For the first year after his arrival in Ventura County, Frank worked in his brother’s barley
field. It was not a lucrative crop, so the Petit brothers, along with other farmers, planted lima beans. With the
establishment of the sugar beet factory in 1898, many farmers began growing sugar beets as well. The three
crops, known as the “three Bs,” for beans, beets and barley, were rotated. Some portions of the Oxnard Plain
were characterized by alkaline soil, which was most suited for sugar beets. In later years, methods for leach-
ing the soil by irrigation helped make the alkaline soil more fertile for all crops.

Frank Petit partnered with his brother Justin and the Borchard family to purchase a large threshing machine
for the barley crop. A separate barn was built to house this large piece of agricultural machinery. Another
thresher for separating lima beans was also purchased. Barley was threshed during July and August and beans
threshed from September through November.

A working farm required upkeep on all of the farm equipment. Frank Petit was his own blacksmith. After ac-
quiring a blacksmith’s furnace and anvil, he was able to keep the farm equipment in order and also did black-
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smith work for neighbors. In addition to sharpening farm tools, he also made wagon beds and various farm
implements.

By 1892 a new one-and-a-half story lath and plaster addition was built for the Frank Petit family by Mr. Wag-
ner, who operated a planing mill in Hueneme, the closest town. In 1896 a small two-room house was built on
the ranch for John Petit upon his marriage. Also, a number of barns and sheds were built behind the main
house between 1883 and 1910. None of these outbuildings remain today. Around 1910 a large two-story resi-
dence was built, which probably incorporated the earlier residence within. This house was enlarged with
second-story balconies and a large front porch between 1928 and 1930. Also, a one and one-half-story house
was built around 1910 just west of the main house.

The Petit family attended the Methodist Church in Hueneme, about four miles from their farm, every Sunday,
and Frank taught adult Sunday School as well as serving on the board of directors. Outside of farming, Frank
Petit’s other activities included a membership with the Oxnard Masons and a position on the board of directors
of the Oxnard Savings Bank from its incorporation in 1904 until his death in 1918. A resolution by the board
of directors of the bank stated,

Throughout the life and existence of this Bank, Mr. Petit gave to it his most careful judgment, and his
kindest and sincerest interest ... and he was always on the look-out for good business for the Bank. His
long life of activity in this portion of Ventura County gave him a first hand information as to real estate
values, which knowledge and experience he freely and most readily gave to his associates, the officers of
this Bank, when he was appealed to for help, counsel and advice. (Resolution, July 1918)

He also served for eighteen years on the board of directors of the First National Bank of Oxnard, having taken
on the position of vice-president for eight and a half years.

Frank Petit had a special interest in farmland acquisition. His contact over the years with Achille Levy, a bean
and grain broker as well as a banker who lent money on farm land in Hueneme during the 1880s and 1890s,
brought him the opportunities for land investment. On Frank Petit’s death in 1918, 1,330 acres were distrib-
uted among the five children. John Petit inherited 117 acres in Rancho Colonia and 252 acres in Monterey
County; William Petit received 267 acres in Santa Barbara County; Mame Petit Hart received 192 acres in Ran-
cho Colonia; Charles Petit received 186 acres in Rancho Sespe, and Albert Petit inherited the home place of
216 acres including two parcels. Each of the five children received a one-fifth interest in a 100 acre parcel on
Rancho Ojai. (Petit, 1951: 26)

Albert Petit and Family: Second Generation (1918-1981)

Albert Petit, the youngest child of Frank and Caroline Petit, married Elvita Snow on June 14, 1911. The couple
settled in the smaller house built on the property around 1910. Following Frank Petit’s death in 1918 at the
age of seventy-two, his wife Caroline continued to live in the main house, on the ranch with her son Albert
and his family, until her death in 1928 at the age of ninety-four. Albert and his family moved into the main
house around 1930, following his mother’s death. Prior to their move into the main house, Albert spent
$25,000 remodeling the house. It is believed that the balconies were added at this time. (David Petit inter-
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view) A portion of the original 114.25 acre ranch was lost when it was sold to the State of California in 1926
for the development of State Route 1. (Ventura Abstract Company, 1926)

Albert and Elvita’s first child Albert Clayton, named for his father, was born in 1912 and died in 1940. Caro-
line Petit Shannon was born in 1914 and died in 1965; Elva Petit was born in 1917 and died in 1944, and the
last son, David, was born in 1923 and resides near Saticoy today.

Albert Petit continued to raise lima beans and sugar beets on the ranch, replacing the sugar beets with citrus
after the sugar beet factory closed in the late 1950s. He served on the board of the California Lima Bean As-
sociation and was also on the board of directors of the Bank of A. Levy, retiring from that position in 1967.
Both Albert and Elvita Petit were active in the Oxnard Presbyterian Church. Albert served on the board of di-
rectors and Elvita in the church women’s organization. (David Petit interview)

Albert Petit died in 1970 at the age of eighty-seven, outliving three of his four children. David Petit was the
last family member and the third generation to live on the ranch and farm it until around 1978. David lived in
the smaller house from 1945 until 1953 when he built his own house elsewhere in Oxnard. His mother Elvita
moved into Oxnard in 1978 and died in 1980 at the age of 92.

County of Ventura/City of Oxnard (1981 to present)

Around 1981 the County of Ventura purchased a 40 acre portion of the Petit Ranch property for use as a re-
gional park that they hoped would accommodate a 5,000 seat football/soccer stadium and a 4,000 seat am-
phitheater. They later purchased the remainder of the property that included the residences and farm build-
ings. The county built an amphitheater, main entrance and parking areas, group picnic facilities as well as site
preparation for developing a lake. In June 2000 the county sold the property to the City of Oxnard. A skate
park was completed in 2003. Today the site encompasses approximately 75 acres of the original Frank Petit
ranch.

. Potential Historic Resources

The project site at 3250 S. Rose Avenue presently contains three parcels of approximately 75 acres. The build-
ings are grouped together at the northern edge of the property along Channel Islands Boulevard (formerly
Dempsey Road) on a 4.18 acre parcel (APN 224-0-012-255). The buildings include a main two-story residence,
a second one-and-a-half-story residence, two metal sheds and a small office building. The cluster of buildings
is surrounded by mature trees including pines, palms and a podocarpus trees, among other landscape features.
The balance of the property south of the buildings is open agricultural land. At the south end of the property
is a eucalyptus windbreak. An aerial photograph taken circa 1945 shows the Petit Ranch with all its buildings
intact including the barns, sheds, small residence and water tower that once existed. [Figure 2]

Main Residence. This two story California Bungalow style residence features an irregular plan with a combina-
tion of one and two-story intersecting medium high gable roofs with exposed rafters under the wide eaves and
knee brackets on the gable ends. A tall brick chimney is located near the front of the house and punctuates
the roofline. An exterior brick chimney is located on the rear wing of the house. A third brick chimney is found
on the east end of the house. [Photo 1]
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Figure 2. PETIT RANCH, C. 1945
Source: David Petit Collection

San Buenaventura Research Associates
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The front (northern) elevation features a large wrap-around raised front porch, with the front portion covered
by an open balcony and supported by large elephantine wood columns on the upper half with a closed porch
railing below covered with the medium-narrow clapboard siding. The large front door is glass with a wood-
frame. A second entrance on the west side of the porch features a typical California Bungalow wood door. Two
large fixed windows are located on either side of the main front entrance. French doors open onto the open
porch on the east side. An intersecting one story front gable is located to the west of the porch with a row of
three connected double hung wood windows centered under the gable. The second floor front elevation con-
tains a side facing gable roof with a pair of symmetrical French doors opening onto the balcony. [Photo 2]

The side (western) elevation consists of a series of overlapping one and two-story medium-high pitched side
gables with one-over-one double-hung wood windows with plain wood mouldings. [Photo 3] At the rear
(southern) elevation is a long two-story gabled wing. A series of concrete steps with brick railing lead up to
the French doors on the back porch. Adjacent to the porch is an exterior wooden staircase and railing, leading
to the second floor, that was added in the 1980s. [Photo 4] The windows are either double-hung wood or
casements with wood mouldings. On the rear (eastern) end is an open balcony with French doors and case-
ment windows. The first floor windows are in threes or pairs and are double-hung wood with plain wood
mouldings.

At the side (eastern) elevation is a one-story side gabled wing featuring a rear entrance with wooden stairway
and railing. [Photo 5] Windows are in pairs and are double-hung with plain wood mouldings. The two-story
gable roof has a lattice vent under the gable peak with two symmetrically placed double-hung wood windows
with plain wood mouldings on both the first and second story. [Photo 6]

The house features medium-narrow clapboard siding on the first floor and shingle siding on the second floor.
It is on a raised concrete perimeter foundation and contains 2,803 square feet on the first floor and 1,708
square feet on the second floor.

The interior of the house is primarily California Bungalow in design with five-paneled wood doors, hardwood
flooring and several built-in bookcases. The lath and plaster walls have typical ceilings for the period. Many of
the rooms have coved ceilings. Some rooms, such as the front room and kitchen, feature unusually high ceil-
ings. These may date from the earlier circa 1892 construction. The second floor rooms directly above the front
porch feature Victorian-era five panel doors, probably date from this period. A few older doors may be located
elsewhere in the house as well. The stair railing is a simple wood railing that would be found in a typical Cali-
fornia Bungalow style house.

The main body of the house was probably constructed circa 1892, with extensive alterations circa 1910 and
further alterations circa 1928. The house has retained it integrity from the late 1920s except for a few minor
alterations. The front door originally was solid wood with four small panes in the upper portion. The present
door is glass with a woodframe. An exterior wooden stairway was added to the rear of the house in the 1980s.

Second Residence. This house is located a few hundred feet to the west of the main residence. It may have
been built just before the original main house was being remodeled. The house is a California Bungalow style
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with a primarily rectangular plan and one-and-a-half stories tall. The tall front gable roof has an offset front
porch that has been enclosed with fixed one-over-one windows. The rafter tails are exposed under the wide
eaves. Knee brackets and beams are found under the gable ends. Under the gable peak is a vertical board vent
and a grouping of three double-hung wood windows with plain wood mouldings. [Photo 7]

On the side (western) elevation is a gabled dormer window with a grouping of three double-hung wood win-
dows. Side windows are single one-over-one double-hung windows with plain wood mouldings. An exterior
brick chimney is located on this side but has been capped above the roofline.

On the side (eastern) elevation is a gabled wing near the rear. Windows are one-over-one double-hung wood
frames. At the rear is a flat roofed wing at the corner where the back porch is located. A flat roof also extends
over the rear porch supported by square posts and an open wooden railing. A window is located under the rear
(southern) gable peak. The house is clad in medium-narrow clapboard siding with shingle siding under the
gables, and rests on a raised concrete perimeter foundation and contains 1,964 square feet on the first floor
and 704 square feet on the second floor. It appears to be unaltered. [Photo 8]

Office. This building was originally constructed circa 1940 as a garage and was altered and converted to an
office in 1974. It is square in plan with a low hipped roof covered with composition shingles. The walls are
covered with stucco and the windows are aluminum sliders. [Photo 9]

Implement Shed. This one-story rectangular plan building with a low gable roof covered with galvanized iron
is located behind the small residence. It was built around 1958 and used as an implement shed. It measures
roughly 50 feet by 20 feet and is constructed with a box frame covered by galvanized iron with a concrete
foundation and dirt floor. Along the southern elevation are wood track doors. Rafters are exposed under the
eaves. [Photo 10]

Shop. The shop was built circa 1958 and is rectangular in plan measuring approximately 30 feet by 25 feet.
The medium gable roof is covered with galvanized iron over a box frame also covered by galvanized iron on a
concrete foundation and floor. Rafters are exposed under the eaves. A sliding iron track door is located on the
northern elevation. A small fixed multi-pane window is also found on the northern elevation.

On the eastern elevation is a shed roof addition and a single door. [Photo 11]

Landscape Features. The buildings are surrounded by a park-like setting with many mature trees and shrubs
including palms, pines, and other mature trees. The southern and eastern portion of the 75-acre property, that
has not been developed as part of the park, contains approximately fifty acres of agricultural land and euca-
lyptus windrows. (APN 224-0-012-027 and 012)

Eligibility of Historic Resources

National and California Registers: Significance, Eligibility and Integrity

The Petit Ranch buildings and landscape features appear to be eligible for the National Register under Crite-
rion A (events) and the California Register under Criterion 1 for their association with the agricultural devel-
opment of the Oxnard Plain. Purchased in 1883, the Petit Ranch reflects the era of the pioneer farmer on the
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Oxnard Plain and the transition of agricultural products from dry farming of barley and lima bean, to sugar
beets, and citrus. Frank Petit’s success with these crops enabled him to continually obtain additional farmland,
increasing his holdings to approximately 1,000 acres. Three generations of the family lived and farmed on the
Petit Ranch from 1883 until it was purchased by Ventura County in 1981, just short of one hundred years.

The main residence, the small residence and the landscape features appear to be eligible for the National Reg-
ister under Criterion C (design) and the California Register under Criterion 3 as fine examples of the Califor-
nia Bungalow style. The main residence, which is unusually large, encompassing 4,511 square feet, not includ-
ing porches and balconies, appears to have incorporated an earlier circa 1892 residence within its walls, so
that although the appearance dates from circa 1910 on the exterior, some minor interior features appear to
date from the 1890s. Architects known to have designed similar, large ranch houses on the Oxnard Plain dur-
ing this time period included Albert C. Martin and Alfred Priest. However, the architect for this buildings, if
any, is unknown. It may have been the work of a local builder, such as Paul Staples or Mr. Wagner, the builder
hired by the family in 1892.

The smaller residence is also a fine, but more typical example of the California Bungalow style. At 2,668 square
feet, it is an unusually substantial building for a secondary residence. It is eligible as part of the grouping of
buildings that make up the ranch property. The mature landscape features, most of which are over fifty years
of age, also contribute to the property’s eligibility.

The remaining buildings, including the office (1940, altered in 1974); the shop (1958); and the implement
shed (1958) are not eligible because they have lost their integrity or are not fifty years of age. However, in
three years these later two buildings will be fifty years of age and should be reconsidered as contributors as
the only surviving outbuildings on the property. Two large barns and other outbuildings were evidently demol-
ished during the 1980s.

Properties Less Than 50 Years of Age

Properties less than 50 years of age may be eligible if they can be found to be “exceptional.” While no hard
and fast definition for “exceptional” is provided in the NRHP literature, the special language developed to
support nominating these properties was clearly intended to accommodate properties which demonstrate a
level of importance such that their historical significance can be understood without the passage of time. In
general, according to NRHP literature, eligible “exceptional” properties may include, “resources so fragile that
survivors of any age are unusual. [Exceptionalness] may be a function of the relative age of a community and
its perceptions of old and new. It may be represented by a building or structure whose developmental or de-
sign value is quickly recognized as historically significant by the architectural or engineering profession [or] it
may be reflected in a range of resources for which the community has an unusually strong associative attach-
ment.” None of the subject properties in the study area appear to rise to the exceptional level.

Integrity Discussion

The integrity of location is intact as the buildings are on their original location. The integrity of design is
intact since both residences reflect their 1910 design. The setting has changed since the agricultural crops
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are no longer grown and the southern half of the original ranch has been converted to parkland. There is new
development across Channel Islands Boulevard from the ranch. Most of the ranches that once surrounded the
Petit Ranch, have been turned into subdivisions. Since there are few alterations to the buildings, their integ-
rity of materials and workmanship is intact. The integrity of feeling and association are partially there be-
cause the buildings are surrounded by their parklike setting. However, a portion has been lost with the re-
moval of agriculture and the development on the north and south of the property. On a whole, this property
appears to have enough integrity required to be eligible for listing on the NRHP or CRHR.

Local Significance and Eligibility

Under the Ventura County Cultural Heritage Board ordinance, the Petit Ranch appears to be eligible for local
landmark designation. The Petit Ranch reflects the county’s agricultural history due its nearly one hundred
year association with agriculture, the county’s leading industry (Criterion 1). The property is identified with
the pioneer Frank Petit family and the role the family played in the development of agriculture on the Oxnard
Plain through the raising of barley, lima beans, sugar beets and citrus (Criteria 2 and 3). The main two-story
residence embodies elements of the California Bungalow style and represents a significant architectural
achievement in its size. The house has additional significance in that it appears to have incorporated the ear-
lier 1890s house within its walls, evidence of which can be found in the high ceilings and the older bedroom
doors in some of the rooms (Criterion 5). Under Criterion 6, the Petit Ranch appears to possess sufficient in-
tegrity (see above discussion) to be eligible for listing as a Ventura County Landmark.

Feature Date of Construction Eligibility

main two-story residence 1890-1910 National Register, County
Landmark

one and one-half story sec- 1910 National Register, County

ond residence Landmark

office building 1940-1974 (rebuilt) none

implement shed € 1958 none

shop c 1958 none

landscape features - mature ¢ 1900 National Register, County

trees, windrows, farmland Landmark

7. Project Impacts

Within the College Park Master Plan, the four acre parcel containing the two residences, outbuildings and
landscape features is being considered for use as a city cultural center. The proposed plan is for a 30,000
square foot community center and two parking lots on the parcel. However, the plan provides no specific pro-
gram for the property in terms of utilizing the extant buildings for this purpose, space requirements, or the



Historic Resources Report: 3250 S. Rose Avenue, Oxnard (14)

timing for implementing this aspect of the park project. In the interim, the buildings will be used by the city’s
Parks and Facilities Division for maintenance and by the City of Oxnard for meeting space on an as-needed
basis.

Both the interim and proposed future uses of this property raise potential impact issues which cannot be fully
assessed given the level of project detail provided in the plan. In general, these impact issues are related to
the unknown need to alter or remove the existing buildings to accommodate future uses, maintenance issues
should they remain vacant for significant periods of time, and the location, size and design of potential new
facilities. These should be regarded as potentially significant and adverse environmental impacts. For the pur-
poses of impact mitigation, it has been assumed that the historic buildings will be adaptively reused for a
portion of a cultural center and supplemented by new construction.

The 50 acre parcel is planned for a baseball field and pavilion complex, including five baseball fields and pa-
vilion with fencing, dugouts, bleachers and a 6,000 to 8,500 square foot restaurant, restroom and snack bar,

and a 2,000 square foot maintenance/storage facility. Also planned are five soccer fields with lighting; picnic
areas with tables, barbecues and trash receptacles; two children’s play areas with play equipment; a walking/
jogging trail; a 26,000 square foot community center; maintenance facilities; three snack bar/restroom facili-
ties; a 2.5 acre wetland habitat and open area, a dog park, roads and parking areas.

These open fields and Eucalyptus windrows represent the last remaining portion of the agricultural property
historically associated with the Petit Ranch. As such, this parcel provides a key historical setting for the re-
maining ranch buildings. The proposed development of this parcel constitutes an adverse impact which can be
mitigated to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts

A principle of environmental impact mitigation is that some measure or combination of measures may, if in-
corporated into a project, serve to avoid or reduce significant and adverse impacts to a historic resource. In
reference to mitigating impacts on historic resources, the CEQA Guidelines state:

Where maintenance, repair, stabilization, rehabilitation, restoration, preservation, conservation or reconstruc-
tion of the historical resource will be conducted in a manner consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and
Reconstructing Historic Buildings (1995), Weeks and Grimmer, the project's impact on the historical resource
shall generally be considered mitigated below a level of significance and thus is not significant. (PRC
§15126.4 (b)(1))

These standards, developed by the National Park Service, represent design guidelines for carrying out historic
preservation, restoration and rehabilitation projects. The Secretary’s Standards and the supporting literature
describe historic preservation principles and techniques, and offers recommended means for carrying them
out. Adhering to the Standards is the only method described within CEQA for reducing project impacts on his-
toric resources to less than significant and adverse levels.
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The demolition of an historic property cannot be seen as conforming with the Secretary of the Interior’s Stan-
dards. Therefore, the absolute loss of an historic property should generally be regarded as an adverse environ-
mental impact which cannot be mitigated to a less than significant and adverse level. Further, the usefulness
of documentation of an historic resource, through photographs and measured drawings, as mitigation for its
demolition, is limited by the CEQA Guidelines, which state:

In some circumstances, documentation of an historical resource, by way of historic narrative, photographs
or architectural drawings, as mitigation for the effects of demolition of the resource will not mitigate the
effects to a point where clearly no significant effect on the environment would occur. (PRC §15126.4

(b)(2))

Implied by this language is the existence of circumstances whereby documentation may mitigate the impact of
demolition to a less than significant level. However, the conditions under which this might be said to have
occurred are not described in the Guidelines. It is also noteworthy that the existing CEQA case law does not
appear to support the concept that the loss of an historic resource can be mitigated to less than adverse im-
pact levels by means of documentation or commemoration. (League for Protection of Oakland’s Architectural
and Historic Resources v. City of Oakland [1997] 52 Cal.App.4th 896)

Taken in their totality, the CEQA Guidelines require a project which will have potentially adverse impacts on
historic resources to conform to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, in order for the impacts to be miti-
gated to below significant and adverse levels. However, CEQA also mandates the adoption of feasible mitiga-
tion measures which will reduce adverse impacts, even if the residual impacts after mitigation remain signifi-
cant. Means other than the application of the Standards would necessarily be required to achieve this level of
mitigation. In determining what type of additional mitigation measures would reduce impacts to the greatest
extent feasible, best professional practice dictates considering the level of eligibility of the property, as well
as by what means it derives its significance.

Mitigation programs for impacts on historic resources tend to fall into three broad categories: documentation,
design and interpretation. Documentation techniques involve the recordation of the site according to ac-
cepted professional standards, such that the data will be available to future researchers, or for future restora-
tion efforts. Design measures could potentially include direct or indirect architectural references to a lost his-
toric property, e.g., the incorporation of historic artifacts, into the new development, or the relocation of the
historic property to another suitable site. Interpretative measures could include commemorating a significant
historic event or the property’s connection to historically significant themes.

Discussion

Documentation. Archival quality photographs of the interiors and exteriors of the eligible buildings on the
property shall be taken. Further recordation shall include measured drawings of the interior of the two houses
and a landscape survey of existing materials prepared by a qualified arborist. The archival quality photographs,
a copy of this historic report, the landscape survey and measured drawings shall be packaged into a final re-
port with copies filed at the Oxnard Library and the Ventura County Museum of History and Art Library. One
copy should remain with the Parks Department.
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Design. An historic preservation plan for the property shall be prepared by a qualified preservation profes-
sional. The plan shall include the preservation of the historic buildings and landscape elements, and be pre-
pared in conformance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. The plan shall consider the design and
location of the additional facilities planned for the four-acre parcel, the adaptive reuse of the historic ranch
houses and landscape features, as well as a maintenance plan for the historic buildings. The location and de-
sign of any new buildings constructed should take into account the location and design of buildings on the
ranch which are no longer extant. The eucalyptus windrows on the 50-acre parcel shall be retained and a
maintenance plan for these trees be developed by a qualified arborist.

The property is presently occupied and maintained by the Rainbow Recovery Center. During periods of vacancy,
the buildings on the property shall be secured in an appropriate manner to prevent vandalism and theft of
historic features.

Interpretation. One room of the main house shall be designated for a permanent exhibit interpreting the his-
tory of the Petit Ranch and agriculture on the Oxnard Plain. The interpretative display shall be designed by a

qualified historic preservation professional or museum curator. The display may include photographs and arti-

facts from the Petit family or other materials which relate to the historic themes.

Impacts After Mitigation

The impacts of the project after mitigation will be reduced to a less than significant and adverse level.
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PHOTO 1. Petit Ranch, main residence, northern elevation, eastern half, facing south (2 May 2005).
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PHOTO 2. Main residence, northern elevation, western half, facing south (2 May 2005).
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PHOTO 4. Rear of main residence showing stair addition and porch (2 May 2005).
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PHOTO 6. Eastern (side) elevation of main house showing porch and balcony (2 May 2005).

San Buenaventura Research Associates



PHOTO 8. Second residence, southern and eastern elevations (2 May 2005).
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PHOTO 10. Implement Shed, southern and eastern elevations (2 May 2005).
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PHOTO 11. Petit Ranch shop, southern and western elevations (2 May 2005).
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July 12, 2005

City of Oxnard

Department of Parks and Recreation
1060 Pacific Avenue, Building 3
Oxnard, CA 93033

Subject: College Park Hydrology and Drainage Technical Memorandum

The purpose of this report is to facilitate the planning and implementation of
drainage infrastructure improvements to accommodate storm water runoff in the
general vicinity of the development of College Park. This development is situated
on about 75 acres in the City of Oxnard as described in Document No. 2000-
0097235-00 in the Office of the County Recorder, County of Ventura, State of
California. The site is bound by Channel Islands Boulevard on the north, State
Route 1 along a northeast diagonal, Rose Avenue on the west, and Oxnard College
on the south. A Ventura County Watershed Protection District (VCWPD) channel,
(or Rice Road Drain), which parallels adjacent to Olds Road, abut the eastern
border of the site.

New drainage improvements will be required to facilitate the improvements planned
for the existing Park, to help mitigate any hydraulic deficiency in existing
downstream drainage facilities, and to comply with expected storm water quality
regulations.

The following documents were used as a reference for the development of this
report: record drawings of existing facilities from the City of Oxnard, the latest
edition of the City of Oxnard Storm Drainage Master Plan, and the Oxnard College
Hydrologic and Hydraulic Drainage Report dated June 2004.

Existing Site Conditions

The College Park area contains roughly 98 acres of watershed in the City of Oxnard.
The overall existing drainage pattern of this area is in a southerly direction towards
existing Oxnard College drainage facilities. The southwest corner of the Park is
basically already developed. It contains a 173 space parking lot, a skate board
park, some building structures, and a grass covered amphitheater. Besides a few
other residential structures located in the northwest corner of the property the
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remainder of the site is vacant with no other impervious surfaces. Within the
vacant area are several primarily eucalyptus windrows.

There is an existing retention basin situated on the westerly side of the site. This
basin is the outfall for sub-basin area 2B and can store about 6.4 acre-feet of storm
water up to an elevation of 33.0 feet above mean sea level. The basin does not
have a visible terminal discharge point. In addition to the basin there is an existing
storm drainage system that services the westerly side of the Park. The pipe sizes
range from 20 to 30 inches in diameter. The original purpose of this system was to
drain sub-basin area 1A. According to record information the pipe line is directly
under the retention basin. This could be an opportunity to provide a terminal
discharge for the basin. Any outlet structure would have to be sized to comply with
current water quality requirements. The pipe system continues directly onto the
Oxnard College campus ultimately draining into the Rice Road Drain near the
intersection of Pleasant Valley Road and Rose Avenue.

Oxnard College recently completed new drainage infrastructure improvements on
their property. The intent of these improvements was to adequately convey runoff
from a new parking lot on their property and to provide a clear separation of the
developed runoff from College Park and Oxnard College. Previously this runoff was
commingled. A portion of the new Oxnard College storm drain system now collects
discharge from sub-basin areas 1A, 4B, 6B, 8C, 9D, and 76G totaling about 43.6
acres. Sub-basin area 86B drains into the Rice Road Drain adjacent to Olds Road
through a grate inlet. The remaining sub-basin areas 87B and 88C continue to
sheet flow directly onto the Oxnard College campus (see Exhibit A).

This existing drainage infrastructure is not adequate to accommodate the developed
runoff from the Park site. Additional facilities will be required.

According to the Oxnard College drainage study, there are discharge deficiencies in
the downstream Rose Avenue drainage system. Therefore, the report recommends
a peak discharge from the sub-surface College Park drainage system be limited to
14 cfs. This rate would be for a 10-year, 24-hour design storm. It is suggested
that any additional flow could have adverse impacts on downstream drainage
infrastructure. In order to accommodate this condition the College Park
development needs to be designed to retain as much surface runoff as possible on-
site. This storage volume can then be metered into the Rose Avenue system after
the overall watershed peak runoff has passed.

Proposed Drainage Infrastructure Improvements

As shown in Exhibit B, proposed sub-basin areas 101, 102, and 103 could be
drained to an improved existing retention basin. Currently sub-basin area 102
drains through two curb inlets in the southwest corner of the site. The curb inlets
would need to be disconnected from their current terminal discharge pipe and
reconnected to a new drainage pipe that would convey the runoff to the north to
the retention basin. The terminal discharge pipe would need to maintain the same
discharge capacity since it would ultimately meter the discharge from the improved
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retention basin. If the existing curb inlets are too deep they will have to be
replaced so this runoff can be conveyed under gravity flow conditions.

According to the VCWPD, the 10-year, 24-hour rainfall event in the vicinity of the
Park is about 3.7 inches. Assuming a 50% runoff yield would require a storage
volume of at least 7.0 acre-feet. The lower end of the sub-basin areas is near the
existing curb inlets. The existing finished surface there is just over 31.0 feet above
mean sea level. Therefore the maximum design water surface level in the
improved retention basin should be 31.0 feet. The bottom elevation of the existing
retention basin is around elevation 27.0 feet. It is recommended this bottom
elevation be maintained to minimize the potential for groundwater intrusion.
During final design the existing groundwater conditions should be evaluated. The
improved retention basin should be designed not to allow groundwater intrusion. It
appears the basin configuration in Exhibit B will be able to contain the required
storage volume with possibly some minor modifications.

With the improved retention basin serving sub-basin areas 101, 102, and 103, the
design discharge from sub-basins 8C, 9D, 76G, 100, and 104 should be consistent
with the recommendations of the Oxnard College drainage study. Sub-basins 8C,
9D, 76G, and 100 would continue to drain as they do under existing conditions.
Sub-basin 104 would be directly connected with one of the newly completed Oxnard
College drainage laterals.

The remaining sub-basin areas 105-107 would drain directly into the Rice Road
Drain. A 24-inch pipe system (as shown in Exhibit B) will convey runoff from these
areas. Off-line storm water quality treatment devices will be required as indicated
on the Exhibit.

Storm Water Quality Control Measures

The regulation governing the development of the site is the Ventura County Storm
Water Quality Urban Impact Mitigation Plan (SQUIMP).

Source control measures are recommended for implementation during specific
project design, construction, and operations phases. These measures should
include conserving natural areas, minimizing storm water pollutant of concern,
protecting slopes and channels, providing storm drain stenciling and signage,
properly design and construct outdoor material and refuse storage areas, and
properly design and construct parking lots.

In addition to source control measures, treatment control Best Management
Practices (BMPs) will need to be provided to remove the pollutants of concerns from
the runoff before leaving the site. Treatment control BMPs will require ongoing
maintenance. BMPs can be provided in a variety of ways that can vary from catch
basin filters, to proprietary treatment devices placed in the main storm drain
infrastructure, to grass swale filters, to extended impoundment facilities that allow
sedimentation of pollutants to occur. For large watersheds the use of catch basin
filtration is not practical due to the number of installations necessary and the
ongoing maintenance required. The extended detention basin method of treatment
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control was selected as the initial BMP because it will be able to be incorporated
into the peak flow detention basin proposed to help mitigate the downstream
conveyance deficiency. The extended detention will be provided in the lower
portion of the basin and a combined outlet works will be designed to detain the
storm water quality design volume for a period of 40-hours and restrict the
watershed peak outflow to levels compatible with the existing Rose Avenue storm
drain. Due to the relatively long confinement period fencing is recommended to
protect the facility.

The other alternative BMPs identified above could be used in-lieu of the extended
detention basin but they will not mitigate the increased peak runoff from the new
development or help alleviate any adverse drainage conditions downstream of the
project area.

Opinion of Probable Construction Cost

Item | Description Quantity Cost Total

1 Mobilization 1LS $40,000 $40,000

2 Earthwork 5,000 CY $5/CY $25,000

3 Landscaping 125,000 SF | $1.50/SF $187,500

4 Inlet structure 4 EA $10,000/EA $40,000

5 Outlet structure 3 EA $20,000/EA $60,000

6 Fencing 1,700 LF $25/LF $42,500

7 24" RCP 6,500 LF $125/LF $812,500

8 OLTF 1.50 CFS $35,000/CFS | $52,500
Construction subtotal $1,260,000
Engineering & overhead (=30%) $380,000
Drainage infrastructure total $1,640,000
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ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE

Project:
Date:

Roadway:

College Park Master Plan EIR Project No. 04-56780

24-Jul-05

Perimeter Road Exit Traffic

PROJECT DATA and ASSUMPTIONS

Vehicle Reference Energy Mean Emission Levels (FHWA 1977, TNM®, or CALVENO): TNM

Distance to Receptor:

200 feet

Site Condition (Hard or Soft); Hard
Upgrade longer than 1 mile: 0%
Existing Total Traffic Volume (ADT): 0 vehicles
Ambient Growth Factor: 0.0%
Future Year : 2008
Total Project Volume (ADT): 804 vehicles
Total Cumulative Growth Volume (ADTY: 0 vehicles
Source of Traffic Data: ITE trip Generation
Daily Vehicle Mix

Existing Project Future
Automobile 99.0% 99.0% 99.0%
Medium Truck 1.0% 0.5% 0.5%
Heavy Truck 0.0% 0.5% 0.5%

Source: Assumed given land use and road characteristics

Percentage of Daily Traffic

Existing and Future

Day (7 am-7 pm) Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm - 7 am)

Automobile 99.0% 80.0% 80.0%
Medium Truck 1.0% 7.0% 7.0%
Heavy Truck 0.0% 3.0% 3.0%
Source: Assumes mostly autos with some medium duty trucks to account for buses and delivery trucks
Project
Day (7 am-7 pm) Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm - 7 am)
Automobile 90.0% 90.0% 90.0%
Medium Truck 7.0% 7.0% 7.0%
Heavy Truck 3.0% 3.0% 3.0%
Source: Assumes mostly autos with some medium duty trucks to account for buses and delivery trucks
Average Speed
Existing
Day (7 am-7 pm) Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm - 7 am)
Automobile 20 20 20
Medium Truck 20 20 20
Heavy Truck 20 20 20
Source: Assumed average speed
Future
Day (7 am-7 pm) Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm - 7 am)
Automobile 20 20 20
Medium Truck 20 20 20
Heavy Truck 20 20 20

Page 1
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ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE

Project: College Park Master Plan EIR Project No. 04-56780
Date: 24-Jul-05
Roadway: Perimeter Road
Vehicle Noise Emission Levels*: TNM
RESULTS
Ldn at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
DAY-NIGHT AVERAGE LEVEL (Ldn) 200 feet from roadway centerline, feet
from road centerline 75 70 65 60 55
Existing #NUMI  dBA, #NUM! #NUME [ #NUMD | #NUMI | #NUM!
Existing + Project 47.9 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #NIA 39
Future with Ambient Growth #NUM!  dBA #NUM! #NUMLE | #NUM! [ #NUMY | #NUM!
Future with Ambient Growth and Project 47.9 dBA #N/A #N/A #NIA #NIA 39
Future with Ambient Growth and Cumulative Projects #NUM!  dBA #NUM! #NUM! #NUM! ENUM! FNUM!
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth 47.9 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A 39
Change in Noise Levels
Due to Project #NUM!  dBA
Due o Ambient Growth #NUME  dBA
Due to Ambient and Cumulative #NUM!I  dBA
Due to All Future Growth #NUMI  dBA
CNEL at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
COMMUNITY NOISE EXPOSURE LEVEL (CNEL) 200 feet from roadway centerling, feet
from road centerline 75 70 85 . 60 55
Existing #NUM!  dBA #NUM! #NUMD T #NUME | #NUMD | #NUM
Existing + Project 48.6 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A 46
Future with Ambient Growth #NUMI  dBA #NUM! H#NUME 1 #NUM! | #NUM! | #NUMI
Future with Ambient Growth and Project 48.6 dBA #N/A ©OHN/A HN/A #N/A 46
Future with Ambient Growth and Cumnulative Projects #NUM!I  dBA #NUM! #NUM! #NUM! #NUM! #NUM!
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth 48.6 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A 46
Change in Noise Levels
Due o Project #NUM!  dBA
Due to Ambient Growth #NUM!  dBA
Due to Ambient and Cumulative #NUMI  dBA
Due to All Future Growth #NUM!  dBA

*NOTES: Based on algorithms from the Federal Highway Administration "Traffic
Noise Model @', FHWA-PD-96-010, January, 1998,

#N/A = Not Applicable
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College Park Master Plan EIR
Section 4.10 Transportation/Circulation
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ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE

Project:
Date; 24-Jul-05
Roadway: Rose Avenue

College Park Master Plan EIR

Project No.

PROJECT DATA and ASSUMPTIONS
Vehicle Reference Energy Mean Emission Levels (FHWA 1977, TNM®, or CALVENQ): TNM

Distance to Receptor:

Site Condition (Hard or Soft):

Upgrade longer than 1 mile:

Existing Total Traffic Volume (ADT):
Ambient Growth Factor:

Future Year :

Total Project Volume (ADT):

Total Cumulative Growth Volume (ADT):

Source of Traffic Data: ITE trip Generation

Daily Vehicie Mix

Existing
Automobile 96.0%
Medium Truck 2.0%
Heavy Truck 2.0%

75 feet
Hard
0%
4,062 vehicles
0.0%
2008
509 vehicles
456 vehicles
Project Future
99.0% 96.4%
0.5% 1.8%
0.5% 1.7%

Source: Assumed given land use and road characteristics

Percentage of Daily Traffic

Existing and Future

04-56780

Day (7 am-7 pm) Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm -7 am)

Automobile 77.5%
Medium Truck 84.8%
Heavy Truck 86.5%
Source: Default Assumption
Day (7 am-7 pm)
Automobile 77.5%
Medium Truck 84.8%
Heavy Truck 86.5%
Souree: Defauit Assumption
Average Speed
Day (7 am-7 pm)
Automobile 45
Medium Truck 45
Heavy Truck 45
Source: Assumed average speed
Day (7 am-7 pm)
Automobile 45
Medium Truck 45
Heavy Truck 45

Source: Assumed average speed

Page 1

12.9%
4.9%
2.7%
Project
Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm -
12.9%
4.9%
2.7%
Existing
Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm -
45 45
45 45
45 45
Future
Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm -
45 45
45 45
45 45

9.6%
10.3%
10.8%

7 am)
9.6%

10.3%

10.8%

7am)

7 am)

Rincon Consuitants



ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE

Project: College Park Master Plan EIR
Date: 24-Jul-05
Roadway: Rose Avenue

Vehicle Noise Emission Levels*:

RESULTS

DAY-NIGHT AVERAGE LEVEL (Ldn)

Existing

Existing + Project

Future with Ambient Growth

Future with Ambient Growth and Project

Future with Ambient Growth and Cumulative Projects
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth

Change in Noise Levels
Due to Project
Due to Ambient Growth
Due to Ambient and Cumulative
Due to All Future Growth

COMMUNITY NOISE EXPOSURE LEVEL (CNEL)

Existing

Existing + Project

Future with Ambient Growth

Future with Ambient Growth and Project

Future with Ambient Growth and Cumulative Projects
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth

Change in Noise Levels
Due to Project
Due to Ambient Growth
Due to Ambient and Cumulative
Due to All Future Growth

Project No. 04-56780

TNM
Ldn at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
75 feet from roadway centerline, feet
from road centerline 75 70 65 60 55
62.8 dBA #N/A #N/A 46 116 250
63.3 dBA #N/A #N/A 57 124 267
62.8 dBA #N/A #N/A 46 116 250
63.3 dBA #NIA #NA 57 124 267
63.3 dBA #N/A #N/A 58 124 268
63.7 dBA #N/A #N/A 61 132 284
0.4 dBA
0.0 dBA
0.4 dBA
0.8 dBA
CNEL at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
75 feet from roadway centerline, feet
from road centerline 75 70 65 60 55
63.3 dBA #N/A #NIA 58 S 125 269
63.8 dBA #NIA #N/A 62 134 288
63.3 dBA #N/A #N/A 58 125 269
63.8 dBA #N/A #N/A 62 134 288
63.8 dBA #N/A #N/A 62 134 289
64.2 dBA H#N/A #N/A 66 142 306
0.4 dBA
0.0 dBA
0.4 dBA
0.8 dBA

*NOTES: Based on algorithms from the Federal Highway Administration *Traffic
Noise Model ®", FHWA-PD-96-010, January, 1998,

#N/A = Not Applicable,
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ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE

Project; College Park Master Plan EIR Project No. 04-56780
Date: 24-Jul-05
Roadway: Olds Road
Vehicle Noise Emission Levels*: TNM
RESULTS
Ldn at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
DAY-NIGHT AVERAGE LEVEL (Ldn) 50 feet from roadway centerline, feet
from road centerline 75 70 65 60 55
Existing 47.2 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A H#N/A #N/A
Existing + Project ’ 47,5 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
Future with Ambient Growth 47.2 dBA, #NIA #N/A #N/A #NA #N/A
Future with Ambient Growth and Project 47.5 dBA #NIA #N/A #N/A FN/A #N/A
Future with Ambient Growth and Cumulative Projects 47.2 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A, #N/A #N/A
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth 47.5 dBA #NA B#NIA #N/A #N/A #N/A
Change in Noise Levels
Due to Project 0.4 dBA
Due to Ambient Growth 0.0 dBA
Due to Ambient and Cumulative 0.0 dBA
Due to All Future Growth 0.4 dBA
CNEL at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
COMMUNITY NOISE EXPOSURE LEVEL (CNEL) &0 feet from roadway centeriine, feet
from road centerline 75 70 65 60 55

47.6 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A

Existing
Existing + Project 48.0 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A ENIA #N/A
Future with Ambient Growth 47.6 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
Future with Ambient Growth and Project 48.0 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #NIA
Future with Ambient Growth and Cumulative Projects 47.6 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #NIA #N/A
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth 48.0 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
Change in Noise Levels

Due to Project 0.4 dBA

Due to Ambient Growth 0.0 dBA

Due to Ambient and Cumulative 0.0 dBA

Bue to All Future Growth 0.4 dBA

*NOTES: Based on algorithms from the Federal Highway Administration "Traffic
Noise Modei ®", FHWA-PD-96-010, January, 1998.

#N/A = Not Applicable
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ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE

Project:
Date: 24-Jui-05
Roadway: Olds Road

College Park Master Plan EIR

Project No.

PROJECT DATA and ASSUMPTIONS

04-56780

Vehicle Reference Energy Mean Emission Levels (FHWA 1977, TNM®, or CALVENQ): TNM

Distance io Receptor:

Site Condition (Hard or Soft):

Upgrade longer than 1 mile:

Existing Total Traffic Volume (ADT):
Ambient Growth Factor:

Future Year :

Total Project Volume (ADT): .
Total Cumulative Growth Volume (ADT):
Source of Traffic Data: ITE trip Generation

Daiiy Vehicle Mix

Existing
Automobile 96.0%
Medium Truck 2.0%
Heavy Truck 2.0%

50 feet
Hard
0%
201 vehicles
0.0%
2008
26 vehicles
0 vehicles

Project Future
99.0% 96.3%
0.5% 1.8%
0.5% 1.8%

Source: Assumed given land use and road characteristics

Percentage of Daily Traffic

Automobile 77.5%
Medium Truck 84.8%
Heavy Truck 86.5%
Source: Default Assumption
Day (7 am-7 pm)
Automobile 77.5%
Medium Truck 84.8%
Heavy Truck 86.5%
Source: Default Assumption
Average Speed
Day (7 am-7 pm)
Automobile 30
Medium Truck 30
Heavy Truck 30
Source: Assumed average speed
Day (7 am-7 pm)
Automobile 30
Medium Truck 30
Heavy Truck 30

Existing and Future
Day (7 am-7 pm) Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10pm -7 am)
12.9% 9.6%
4.9% 10.3%
2.7% 10.8%
Project
Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm - 7 am}
12.9% 9.6%
4.9% 10.3%
2.7% 10.8%
Existing
Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm - 7 am)
30 30
30 30
30 30
Future
Evening (7-10 pm)  Night (10 pm - 7 am)
30 30
30 30
30 30

Source: Assumed average speed

Page 1
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ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE

Project: College Park Master Plan EIR Project No. 04-56780
Date: 24-Jul-05
Roadway: State Route-1
Vehicle Noise Emission Levels*; TNM
RESULTS
Ldn at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
DAY-NIGHT AVERAGE LEVEL (Ldn) 100 feet from roadway centerline, feet
from road centerline 75 70 65 60 55
Existing 58.3 dBA #N/A #NA #NIA 77 166
Existing + Project 58.3 dBA H#N/A #N/A #N/A 77 166
Future with Ambient Growth 58.3 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 77 166
Future with Ambient Growth and Project 58.3 dBA #NIA #N/A H#N/A 77 166
Future with Ambient Growth and Cumulative Projects 58.3 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 77 167
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth 58.3 dBA H#N/A #NIA #N/A 77 167
Change in Noise Levels
Due to Project 0.0 dBA
Due to Ambient Growth 0.0 dBA
Due to Ambient and Cumuilative 0.0 dBA
Due to All Future Growth 0.0 dBA
) CNEL at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
COMMUNITY NOISE EXPOSURE LEVEL (GNEL) 100 feet from roadway centerline, feet
from road centerline 75 70 65 60 55
Existing 58.8 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 83 179
Existing + Project 58.8 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 83 179
Future with Ambient Growth 58.8 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 83 179
Future with Ambient Growth and Project 58.8 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 83 179
Future with Ambient Growth and Cumulative Projects 58.8 dBA #N/A #NIA #N/A 84 180
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth 58.8 dBA #N/A HN/A #NA 84 180
Change in Noise Levels
Due fo Project 0.0 dBA
Due to Ambient Growth 0.0 dBA
Due to Ambient and Cumulative 0.0 dBA
Due to All Future Growth 0.0 dBA

*NOTES: Based on algorithms from the Federal Highway Administration "Traffic
Noise Model ®", FHWA-PD-96-010, January, 1998.

#N/A = Not Applicable

Page 2 Rincon Consullants



ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE

Project: College Park Master Plan EIR ' Project No. 04-56780
Date: 24-Jul-05
Roadway: State Route-1
Vehicle Noise Emission Levels*: TNM
RESULTS
Ldn at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
DAY-NIGHT AVERAGE LEVEL (Ldn) 100 feet from roadway centerline, feet
from road centerline 75 70 B85 60 55
Existing 58.3 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 77 166
Existing + Project 58.3 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 77 166
Future with Ambient Growth 58.3 dBA HFNA H#NIA #N/A 77 166
Future with Ambient Growth and Project 58.3 dBA #N/A #N/A #NIA 77 166
Future with Ambient Growth and Cumulative Projects 58.3 dBA #N/A #N/A #NA 77 167
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth 58.3 dBA #NIA #N/A #NIA 77 167
Change in Noise Levels
Due to Project 0.0 dBA
Due to Ambient Growth 0.0 dBA
Due to Ambient and Cumulative 0.0 dBA
Due to All Future Growth 0.0 dBA
- CNEI, at Site Distance to dBA Contour Line
COMMUNITY NOISE EXPOSURE LEVEL {CNEL) 100 feet from roadway centerline, feet
from road centerline 75 70 65 60 55
Existing 58.8 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 83 179
Existing + Project 58.8 dBA #NIA #N/A #N/A 83 179
Future with Ambient Growth 58.8 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 83 179
Future with Ambient Growth and Project §8.8 dBA F#N/A #N/A #N/A 83 179
Future with Ambient Growth and Cumulative Projects 58.8 dBA #NIA #N/A #NIA 84 180
Future with Ambient, Cumulative, and Project Growth 58.8 dBA #N/A #N/A #N/A 84 180
Change in Noise Levels
Due to Project 0.0 dBA
Due to Ambient Growth 0.0 dBA
Due to Ambient and Cumulative 0.0 dBA
Due to All Future Growth 0.0 dBA

*NOTES: Based on algorithms from the Federal Highway Administration "Traffic
Noise Model ®", FHWA-PD-96-010, January, 1998.

#N/A = Not Applicable
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Contour

TO DETERMINE NOISE CONTOURS FOR A GIVEN NOISE LEVEL
ATTENUATION RATE: 4.5/dBA/DOUBLING OF DISTANCE
(Choice: 3, 4.5, or 6) Note: Within 0-10 feet from
NOISE LEVEL. 57.8 [dBA the source, there is
REFERENCE DISTANCE: 25|FEET virtually no attenuation.
DISTANCE SPECIFIC | NOISE
NOISE CONTOUR FROM SCURCE DISTANCE | LEVEL
75 2 feet 50 53.3
70 4 feet 100 48.8
65 8 [feet 150 46.1
60 18 |feet 200 443
55 38 [feet 400 39.7
50 83 |feet 130 471
75 2 |feet
.74 2 |fest
73 2 |feet
72 3 feet
71 3 jfeet
70 4 |feet
69 4 feet
68 5 ifeet
67 6 |feet
66 7 ifeet
65 8 feet
64 10 |feet
63 11 Ifest
62 13 feet
61 15 |feet
60 18 ifeet

—m\o\p_ 4.8 Sourw
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4.10 TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

4.10.1 Introduction

The following section reviews the potential traffic impacts associated with the College Park
Master Plan. The study provides information relative to existing, existing + approved and
pending projects, and existing + approved and pending projects + project conditions
pursuant to City of Oxnard traffic study guidelines. The study identifies potential intersection
impacts based on City thresholds and provides feasible mitigation measures for impacted
facilities. A review of the College Park circulation and parking plan is also provided.

4.10.2 Project Description

The project site is located at 3250 S. Rose Avenue on the southeast corner of the Channel
Islands Boulevard/Rose Avenue intersection in the City of Oxnard. The 75-acre site is bound
by Channel islands Boulevard on the north, Oxnard Boulevard {State Route 1) on the east,
Rose Avenue on the west, and the campus of College on the south. Figure 4.10-1 shows the
project location and the study-area roadway network.

a. Project Characteristics. The western portion of the site is currently developed with
a skate-park, group picnic area, amphitheater, a restroom building, two residential structures,
several outbuildings, and a total of 202 parking spaces. Access to the developed area is
provided via a full access driveway on Rose Avenue located north of the Oxnard College
campus. The City of Oxnard is proposing to develop the site to include the following project

components:

a. A sports complex which would be operated by a private sector recreational sports
provider. This complex would consist of:

- Five regulation size multipurpose baseball/softbali fields;
- A 8,500 square foot (S.F.) family restaurant;

b. Five full-size soccer fields which would be operated by the City;

C. Two-lane perimeter road and five surface parking areas containing a total of 752
parking spaces (net increase of 550 spaces);

d. Several public park facilities that would be located throughout the site, including
picnhic areas, children’s play areas, a dog park, recreational facilities, wetland habitats,
and maintenance, snack bar/restroom facilities. Several existing facilities, such as the
skate park and large group picnic area, will be retained.

e. A 26,000 S.F. community center, which would accommodate a variety of uses such
as a gymnasium and meeting rooms;

f. The City has designated the North Parcel of the site as unknown future development
area”, which may be developed with a 30,000 S.F. cultural center in the future. The
cultural center would provide meeting and museum space.



N
‘N
NOT TO SCALE

o GONZALES
g RCAD
= -
7 —~—_51H ST
3 =
= R ®
<
o
WOOLEY RD
! z
rm
w
s
é EMERSON AVE
~
(4]
CHANNEL ISLANDS BLVD
T
, RAIDERS
WAY
3
OXNARD
8 &
COLLEGE
BARD
PLEASANT
HUENEME ROAD

M

= | AssociaTp
=

T RANSPORTATION
&= / E Ncingers

EXISTING STREET NETWORK/PROJECT SITE LOCATION

FIGURE @

J




b. Project Phasing. The City has identified five phases for development over five
years. Phase | was the development of the Skate Park, completed in 2004. Phase Il involves
development of four lighted soccer fields, two basketball courts, one volleyball court, two
play areas and restroom buildings, additional parking areas, utility upgrades, security lighting
and an irrigation system. Phase Il could be completed by 2006 if grants are awarded. Phase
Il includes development of a softball/baseball complex, and would be undertaken as a
public/private partnership between the City of Oxnard and a contracted recreational sports
provider. The community center, north parcel Cultural Center, dog parks, wetland habitat and
picnic areas would occur as Phase IV, with the entire College Park Plan estimated to be

complete after 2008.

4.10.3 Traffic Scenarios

The traffic study has been prepared pursuant to the City of Oxnard traffic study guide!ines.
The following scenarios were identified for analyses: ,

a. Existing Conditions;
b. Existing + Approved and Pending Projects Conditions;
c. Existing + Approved and Pending Projects + Project Conditions.

Existing Conditions(a): This scenario provides information regarding current intersection levels
of service based on the existing intersection geometries, controls and peak hour turning

volumes.

Existing + Approved and Pending Projects Conditions (b): The City of Oxnard requires that
- the study-area intersections be analyzed assuming "background" traffic conditions, which
includes traffic that will be generated by other developments in the area at the time of project
occupancy. The background traffic volumes were developed based on a list of approved
(approved by the City but not yet occupied) developments and pending (currently being
processed but not yet finally approved) developments. The traffic volumes generated by the
approved and pending projects was added to the existing volumes, resulting in the

background traffic conditions.

Existing + Approved and Pending Projects + Project Conditions (c): This scenario includes
the background volumes discussed above and the traffic generated by the College Park Master
Plan. By comparing the background traffic conditions to the background + project traffic
conditions, potential project-specific intersection impacts were identified.

4.10.4 Seiting

a. Study-Area Intersections. The following roadways and intersections were identified
by the City for inclusion in the traffic analysis.

Table 4.10-1



Study-Area Intersections

Intersections
Saviers Road/Channel Islands Boulevard Rose Ave/Pleasant Valley Rd
Saviers Road/Bard Road Bard Rd/Pleasant Valley Rd
Saviers Road/Hueneme Road Qlds Road/Pleasant Valley Rd
Rose Avenue/5th Street Rice Avenue/Gonzales Road
Rose Avenue/Wooley Road ‘ Rice Avenue/5th Street
Rose Avenue/Emerson Avenue Rice Avenue/Wooley Road
Rose Avenue/Oxnard Boulevard (State Route 1) | Rice Avenue/Channel Islands Boulevard
Rose Avenue/Channel Islands Boulevard State Route 1 SB Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road
Rose Avenue/Bard Road State Route 1 NB Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road |

b. Street Network. The project site is served by a circulation system comprised of
highways, arterial streets, and collector streets, which are illustrated in Figure 4.10-1 and

discussed in the following text.

Oxnard Boulevard (State Route 1), located on the northeast side of the College Park, is a four-
lane arierial that serves as a major north-south route within the City. Access to the site from

Route 1 is provided via the interchange located at Pleasant Valley Road and the at-grade
intersections with Channel Islands Boulevard and Rose Avenue. All major intersections along
Oxnard Boulevard are signalized. The City and Caltrans have developed a project that
includes relocating State Route 1 to Rice Avenue. Further discussion of the State Route T

relocation project is provided in section 4.10.4.c.

Rice Avenue is a north/south arterial that extends south from the U.S. Highway 101 until it
terminates at Hueneme Road south of the City of Oxnard. This roadway contains five travel
lanes between U.S. Highway 101 and 5" Street, and four travel lanes south from 5™ Street.
Several improvement projects affecting this roadway are currently underway or have recently
been completed. These improvements are discussed in section 4.10.4.c.

Rose Avenue is a two-to four-lane north/south arterial that extends from Pleasant Valley Road
north to Highway 118. The section of Rose Avenue between Bard Road and Channel Islands
Boulevard contains four travel lanes divided by a raised median, left-turn pockets and bike
lanes. Rose Avenue would provide direct access to the College Park via the existing park
entrance north of Oxnard College and a proposed full access entrance opposite Raiders Way
located south of Channel Islands Boulevard. All major intersections on Rose Avenue are

signalized.

Pleasant Valley Road, a two-to four-lane arterial, extends from Harbor Boulevard to Rice
Avenue within the Oxnard-Port Hueneme area. This roadway serves as one of the primary
routes for east-west travel in the South Oxnard area, and would provide regional access to the
park for areas located to the east of Oxnard. Within the study-area, Pleasant Valley Road is
signalized at Rose Avenue, Bard Road, Olds Road and the Oxnard Boulevard-Rice Avenue



interchange.

Butier Road is a 2-lane collector street that extends from Pleasant Valley Road parallel to
Oxnard Boulevard until it terminates at Olds Road. The project proposes to provide secondary
access to the site via a full access driveway which would extend easterly from the Butler

Road/Olds Road intersection.

Qlds Road is a north-south 2-lane collector street that extends along the eastern boundary of
the college from Pleasant Valley Road to Butler Road. The roadway provides access to the
residential area between Olds Road and Butler Road. As discussed, secondary access to the
site is proposed via a driveway extending east of the Butler Road/Olds Road intersection.

c. Street Network Modifications. State Route 1 Relocation. The City/Caltrans have
developed a project that involves the relocation of State Route 1 to Rice Avenue. This project
is currently under construction and due to be completed in the near future. The process of
relocating State Route 1 along Rice Avenue would be accomplished through a series of

projects:

1. The State has recently reconstructed the State Route 1/Pleasant Valley Road
Interchange. The reconstruction has resulted in the widening of Rice Avenue to
freeway standards from its intersection with Channel Islands Boulevard to a point
south of Dodge Road, the direct connection of Rice Avenue to the segment of State
Route 1 south of Pleasant Valley Road, and the connection of Rice Avenue to the
newly constructed extension of Rice Avenue to Hueneme Road.

2. The County of Ventura and the City of Oxnard, within their respective jurisdictions,
will improve Rice Avenue to meet State standards for a conventional highway.

4, The City of Oxnard and Caltrans are currently reconstructing the U.S. Route 101 and
Rice Avenue Interchange. Improvements include widening of the freeway overcrossing
and realign the ramps. This project is designed to upgrade the interchange to Caltrans’
standards and to increase capacity to accommodate future traffic volumes. A figure
showing the proposed design is included in the Technical Appendix.

5. Oxnard Boulevard will be relinquished by Caltrans as a superceded highway in the
near future. Rice Avenue will eventually be converted from a a four-tane conventional

highway to a freeway when conditions warrant.

Rice Avenue Extension. The segment between Oxnard Boulevard and Hueneme Road has
recently been constructed in conjunction with the State Route 1/Pleasant Valley Road
interchange improvement project. The Rice Avenue extension provides fora more direct truck
route to Highway 101 from the Port of Hueneme.

Olds Road/Pleasant Valley Road. The City is currently reconstructing this intersection.
improvements include widening of the eastbound and westbound approaches to a left-turn
iane, two through lanes and a right-turn lane, and widening of the southbound approach to

a shared left-turn/through lane and a right-turn lane.

5



d. Intersection Operations. Since traffic flows in the study area are most constrained
at the intersections, the traffic analysis focuses on the operating conditions at key intersections
during peak travel periods. The peak travel periods typically occur during the A.M. commute
hour and the P.M. commute hour. Because the College Park Master Plan would not add
appreciable traffic during the A.M. peak period, the traffic study focuses on the P.M. peak
hour period. The P.M. peak hour is defined as the highest 1-hour period between the hours
of 4:00 to 6:00 P.M. The existing peak hour traffic volumes for the key intersections were
obtained from intersection turning volume counts conducted in May, 2003 and May, 2005,
during periods when the Oxnard College was in session. The existing P.M. peak hour
intersection turning volumes are illustrated in Figure 4.10-2, intersection counts are included

in the Technical Appendix for reference.

"Level of Service" (LOS) A through F are used io rate intersection operations, with LOS A
indicating very good operating conditions and LOS F indicating poor conditions (more
complete definitions of level of service are contained in the Technical Appendix for
reference). LOS A through LOS C are generally considered acceptabie, while LOS D through
LOS F indicate poor conditions. The City of Oxnard considers LOS C or better acceptable for

intersection operations.

Table 4.10-2 shows the existing P.M. peak hour levels of service for the key intersections.
Levels of service for the signalized study-area intersections were calculated by ATE using the
Intersection Capacity(Utilization ICU) methodology used by the City of Oxnard. Worksheets
showing the level of service calculations are included in the Technical Appendix.

The table indicates that all study-area intersections currently operate at LOS C or better.
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Table 4.10-2
Existing A.M. and P.M. Peak Hour
Intersection Levels of Service

P.M. Peak Hour
intersection Control VIC/LOS
Saviers Road/Channel Islands Boulevard Signal 0.79/LOS C
Saviers Road/Bard Road Signal 0.62/LOS B
Saviers Road/Hueneme Road Signal 0.60/LOS A
Rose Avenue/5th Street Signal 0.66/LOS B
Rose Avenue/Wooley Road Signal 0.71/LOS C
Rose Avenue/Emerson Avenue Signal 0.61/LOSB
Rose Ave/Oxnard Bivd (State Route 1) Signal " 0.66/LOSB
Rose Avenue/Channel Islands Boulevard Signal 0.64/LOS B
Rose Avenue/Bard Road Signal 0.63/LOS B
Rose Ave/Pleasant Valley Road Signal 0.46/L0S A
Bard Rd/Pleasant Valley Road Signal 0.59/LOS A
Olds Road/Pleasant Valley Road Signal 0.80/LOS C
Rice Avenué/Gonzales Road Signal 0.70/LOS B
Rice Avenue/5th Street Signal 0.71/LOS C
Rice AvenueJWooley Road Signal 0.62/LOS B
Rice Avenue/Channel Islands Boulevard Signal 0.73/LOS C
State Route 1 5B Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road Signal 0.57/LOS A
State Route 1 NB Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road Signal 0.68/LOS B
4.10.5 Existing + Approved and Pending Projects Traffic Volumes

The City of Oxnard requires that the study-area intersections be analyzed assuming
"hackground" traffic conditions, which include traffic that could be generated by other
developments in the study-area at the time of projected project occupancy, which is 2008.
The background traffic volumes were developed using a list of approved and pending
developments provided by City staff. This list and a map showing the approved and pending

projects within the study-area are included in the Technical Appendix.




Trip generation estimates were developed for the approved and pending pro;ects based on
rates contained in the Transportation Engineers (ITE) trip generation manual® for the respective
land uses. A table containing the trip generation estimates is included in the Technical

Appendix.

The approved and pending projects traffic volumes were distributed onto the study-area street
network based on each individual project’s location, existing traffic patterns and a general
knowledge of the residential and commercial lay-out of the Oxnard area. The P.M. peak -
turning volumes were assigned to the study-area intersections and added to the existing P.M.
peak hour volumes. The resulting existing + approved and pending projects P.M. peak hour
volumes are shown in Figure 4.10-3.

Levels of service were caiculated for the study-area intersection assuming the existing +
approved and pending projects traffic conditions. The level of service calculations for the
Olds Road/Pleasant Valley Road intersections include the improvements that are currently
being constructed at this intersection. Table 4.10-3 shows the level of service for the P.M.
peak hour. Worksheets showing the level of service calculations are included the Technical

Appendix.

The table indicates that the Saviers Road/Channel Islands Boulevard intersection is forecast
to operate at LOS D during the P.M. peak hour, which exceeds the City’s LOS C standard. The

remaining intersections would operate at LOS C or better.

! Trip Generation, institute of Transportation Engineers, 7th Edition, 2003.

9
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Table 4.10-3
Existing + Approved and Pending Projects
Intersection Peak Hour Levels of Service

i Intersection Existing + Approved & Pending Projects
" P.M. Peak Hour VIC/LOS
Saviers Road/Channel Islands Boulevard 0.81/LOS D
Saviers Road/Bard Road 0.67/LOS B
Saviers Road/Hueneme Road 0.61/LOS B
Rose Avenue/5Sth Street 0.68/LOS B
Rose Avenue/Wooley Road 0.74/LOS C
Rose Avenue/Emerson Avenue 0.65/LOS B
Rose Ave/Oxnard Blvd (State Route 1) 0.72/LOS C
Rose Avenue/Channe! Islands Boulevard 0.69/LOS B
Rose Avenue/Bard Road 0.70/LOS B
Rose Ave/PIeasaﬁt Valley Road 0.48/LOS A
Bard Rd/Pleasant Valley Road 0.68/LOS B
Olds Road/Pleasant Valiey Road® 0.53/LOS A
Rice Avenue/Gonzales Road 0.73/LOS C
Rice Avenue/5th Street 0.75/LOS C
Rice Avenue/Wooley Road 0.66/LOS B
Rice Avenue/Channel Islands Boulevard 0.78/LOS C
State Route 1 SB Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road 0.62/LOS B
State Route 1 NB Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road 0.72/L0S €

2 Assumes improved intersection geometry.

4.10.6 Impact Analysis

a. Impact Criteria. The City of Oxnard's criteria for evaluating project impacts at
intersections is based upon the change in ICU/LOS attributable to the project. The City of
Oxnard has adopted the following guidelines to prepare a traffic study and determine a
project’s effects on intersections (per City Resolution No. 10,453).

11



Traffic studies shall include a list of intersections where the project will worsen the
Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) numeric value of Level of Service (LOS) by 0.02 or
more. This ICU list shall include intersections projected to be at LOS C with background
traffic (existing, plus approved, plus pending projects), and LOS D, E or F with background

traffic plus project-generated traffic.

At intersections where the project increases the ICU by 0.02 to 0.039, a list shall be prepared
that identifies the improvements necessary to mitigate the identified project impact. City staff
will then determine the amount of participation from the project for the necessary

improvements.

The developer shall mitigate the project’s impacts to the circulation system by:

(A) Construction of all master planned facilities within the project area, consisting of half the
master planned roadways abutting the project area, plus one lane. ‘Roadways’ inciudes
related improvements, such as sidewalks, curbs, gutters and drainage facilities. ‘Project area’
means the area shown on the approved plans for the project.

(B) Construction of all improvements necessary to mitigate impacts to intersections that the
ICU list shows will be worsened by 0.04 or more (subject to the mitigation fee limif).

b. Project-Generated Impacts and Mitigation Measures. Trip generation estimates
were calculated for the College Park Master Plan and potential traffic impacts were reviewed
assuming the existing + approved and pending projects + project scenario . The following
text presents the results of the impact analysis, identifies the significance of project traffic
impacts, and recommends mitigation measures where required.

Park Use and Operations. The operational data for each project component used to deve'lop
trip generation estimates is discussed below:

a. Baseball/Softball Complex: Based on the information provided by the applicant, the
baseball/softball complex would be used for baseball and softball practice and league
games on weekday afternoons and local tournaments on weekends. The project
description developed for the project indicates that during the weekday, youth practice
and games are scheduled from 4:00 P.M. to 6:30 P.M., and adult games are scheduled

from 7:00 P.M. to 10:30 P.M.

Operational data obtained from existing private sector sports complexes similar to the
complex proposed for park indicate that these complexes are also used for regional
and interstate tournaments on weekends and holidays. For instance, the schedule of
a similar existing facility, the Big League Dreams complex in Redding, CA, which also
contains five baseball/softball fields, includes a total of four large regional (interstate)
and 10 regional (state/county level) tournaments per year.

b. City Operated Soccer Fields: The programmed use of the soccer fields includes youth
and adult soccer practice or league games on weekday afternoons from 4:00 P.M. to
8:00 P.M. Additional league games and league tournaments would be accommodated

on weekends.

12



C. On-Site Circulation System and Parking Areas: This project component would not
generate traffic and is not included in the trip generation analysis.

d. Public Park Facilities: General hours for park use are proposed from dawn to dusk.
All activities outside of the lighted ball fields (play areas, picnic grounds) would close
at dusk. Walking trails, parking areas, athletic fields and structures where security
lighting is provided, would conclude at 11 p.m. when the park would close.

e. Community Center: The community center would offer programs for seniors from
8:00 A.M. to 2:00 P.M., and programs for youth and the public from 2:00 P.M. to
11:00 P.M.

f. North Parcel Cultural Center: The City has designated the North Parcel of the site as

“unknown future development area”, which may be developed with a cultural center
in the future. Since this project component is not funded, it was included in the trip
generation estimates separately. For trip generation purposes, it was assumed that the
parcel would be developed with a 30,000 S.F. cultural center. The cultural center
would have regular opening hours as well as accommodate scheduled usage and
events. This facility would be open in the afternoon seven days a week.

Project Trip Generation. The trip generation estimates for the private sector recreational
sports provider complex were estimated using weekday utilization forecasts developed by the
private sector recreational sports provider for the Oxnard complex. The trip generation
estimates assume maximum usage of the fields during the peak hour (two teams per field) and
full overlap of arriving and departing teams {two teams per field arrive and 2 teams per field
depart), thus providing for a worst-case traffic loading scenario. A worksheet showing the trip
generation calculations for the complex is attached.

Trip generation estimates for the soccer fields were calculated based on rates developed by
ATE for community park sports complexes, and is based on the trip generation results of
several traffic and parking studies completed by ATE for similar sports complexes. A table
showing the trip generation estimates for these sports complexes is included in the Technical

Appendix.

Trip generation estimates for the remaining College Park components were calculated using
rates presented in the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual for
quality restaurant and recreational community center, and rates presented in the San Diego
Association of Governments (SANDAG) San Diego Traffic Generators® for regional parks. A
50% mixed-use factor was applied to the trip generation estimates for the restaurant to
account for the use of this facility by the park visitors and the sports complex users.

Table 4.10-4 shows the proposed weekday project trip generation estimates developed for
the Coltege Park Master Plan.

2 san Diego Traffic Generators, San Diego Association of Governments, 2002.
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Table 4.10-4
Weekday Project Trip Generation

Mixed- ADT P.M. Peak Hour
Use

Private Sports Complex® 5 Fields 1.0 N.A. 760 N.A. 324
Restaurant® 8,500 S.F. 0.5 89.95 383 7.49 32
Sports Fields* 5 Fields 1.0 68.0 340 28.0 140
Community Center® 26,000 S.F, 1.0 22.88 595 1.64 43
Regional Park® 8 Acres 1.0 20.0 160 1.8 14
Subtotal 2,238 553
North Parcel Cultural Center® | 30,000 5.F. 1.0 22.88 686 1.64 49
TOTAL 2,924 602

2 See attached trip generation worksheet for trip generation assumptions.
® ITE rates per KSF.

¢ Community park sports fields rates per field developed by ATE.

4 Sandag regional park rates per acre.

The trip generation data shown in Table 4.10-3 indicate that the College Park Master Plan
project would result2,238 average daily trips (ADT) and 553 P.M. peak hour trips without
development of the North Parcel, and 2,924 average daily trips ADT and 602 P.M. peak hour
trips with development of the North Parcel. The North Parcel would account for 23% of the
total ADT and 8% of the total P.M. peak hour trips generated by the project.

Project Trip Distribution & Assignment. Trip distribution estimates for the Master Plan were
developed based on the following data:

The baseball/softball complex would be used during weekdays for baseball and softball
practice and games by teams from a iocal demographic area, including Oxnard, Port
Hueneme, Ventura, and Camarillo. The weekday distribution pattern developed for the
private sector sports complex therefore assumes the travel patterns for teams originating from

Oxnard and the adjacent Cities.

Trip distribution percentages were developed for the soccer field, community center and
general use of the public park facilities based on the demograpics of the residential areas
within the Oxnard vicinity, existing traffic patterns.

The distribution percentages for the private sports complex and the remainder of the College
Park components were combined to comprise the project trip distribution percentages shown

14



in Table 4.10-4 and Figure 4.10-4. Figure 4.10-5 shows the assignment of project- generated
P.M. peak hour traffic volumes to the City and County intersections, and Figure 4.10-6
illustrates the project-added P.M. peak hour volumes at the project driveways.

Table 4.10-4
Weekday Project Trip Distribution
Origin/Destination Direction Percent
Saviers Road Northwest 12%
Southwest 5%
Rose Avenue North 10%
South 3%
Wooley Road Northwest 16%
Channel Island Boulevard West 15%
Bard Road Southwest 5%
Pleasant Valley Boulevard East 5%
West 9%
Rice Avenue Northeast. 11%
Southeast 1%
Local Waest 4%
Local North 4%
Total 100%

Intersection Operations. Levels of service were calculated for the study-area intersections
assuming the existing + approved and pending projects + project P.M. peak hour traffic
forecasts illustrated in Figure 4.10-7. Table 4,10-5 compares the existing + approved and
pending projects and the existing + approved and pending projects + project P.M. peak hour
levels of service for the study-area intersections. Worksheets showing level of service
calculations are provided in the Technical Appendix.
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Impact T-1

Development of the Master Plan will result in the addition of 553 P.M. peak
hour trips to study area intersections without development of the North
Parcel and 602 P.M. peak hour trips with development of the North Parcel.
These traffic additions would result in Class 1l (insignificant) impacts at the

study-area intersections.

Table 4.10-6

Existing + Approved and Pending Project + Project
Intersection Peak Hour Levels of Service

20

Existing
+Approved &
Existing -+ Approved & Pending + _
Pending P.M. Peak Project - V/IC
Intersection Hour P.M. Peak Hour | Change Impact?
Saviers Road/Channel Islands Blvd 0.81/LOS D 0.82/LOS D 0.01 No
| Saviers Road/Bard Road 0.67/LOS B 0.69/LOS B 0.02 No
Saviers Road/Hueneme Road 0.61/LOS B 0.62/L.0OS B 0.01 No
Rose Avenue/5th Street 0.68/LOS B 0.68/LOS B 0 No
Rose Avenue/Wooley Road 0.74/LOS C 0.75/L08 C 0.01 No
Rose Avenue/Emerson Avenue 0.65/LOS B 0.66/LOS B 0.01 No
Rose Ave/Oxnard Blvd (SR 1) 0.72/LOS C 0.78/LOS C 0.06 No
Rose Avenue/Channel Islands Blvd 0.69%/LOS B 0.73/LOS C 0.04 No
Rose Avenue/Bard Road 070_413_@5 B 0.74/.08 C 0.04 No
Rose Ave/Pleasant Valley Road 0.48/L65 A 0.49/LOS A 0.01 No
Bard Rd/Pleasant Valley Road 0.68/LOS B 0.68/LOS B 0 No
Olds Road/PIeasant Valley Road 0.53/LOS A 0.53/LOS A 0 No
Rice Avenue/Gonzales Road 0.73/LOS C 0.73/LOS C 0 No
Rice Avenue/5th Street 0.75/LOS C 0.76/LOS C 0.01 No
Rice Avenue/Wooley Road 0.66/LOS B 0.67/LOS B 0.01 No
Rice Avenue/Channel Islands Blvd 0.78/LOS C 0.79/LOS C 0.01 No
State Route 1 SB/Pleasant Valley Rd 0.62/LOS B 0.64/LOS B 0.02 No
State Route 1 NB/Pleasant Valley Rd 0.72/LOS C 0.74/LOS C 0.02 No




The data in Table 4.10-6 indicates that most of the study-area intersections will continue to
operate at LOS C or better with existing + approved and pending project + project traffic.
The Saviers Road/Channel Islands Boulevard intersection is forecast to operate at LOS D. The
project’s traffic additions to this location would not exceed the City’s impact threshold of V/C
0.02. The project would not generate any project-specific impacts at the study-area

intersections.

Intersection Deficiency Plan. As shown in Table 4.10-5, the Saviers Road/Channel Islands
Boulevard intersection is forecast to operate at LOS D under existing + approved and
pending projects + project conditions. Per City staff request, an improvement was identified
for this intersection to provide LOS C operations during the P.M. peak hour. The southbound
approach currently contains a left-turn lane, two through lanes and a shared through/right-turn
lane. To provide LOS C during the P.M. peak hour, the southbound approach should be
widened to provide a left-turn lane, three through lanes and a separate rightturn lane.
Implementation of this geometry would result in LOS C (V/C 0.80) operations.

¢. Access and Circulation. The following sections discuss the project’s site access,
circulation and parking plan and provides improvement recommendations.

Vehicular Access. Access to the College Park is proposed via two driveways on Rose Avenue
and one driveway on the junction of Butler Road and Olds Road. These driveways would
connect to the on-site circular perimeter road. A discussion of each driveway is provided

below.

Southern Driveway on Rose Avenue: The southern most driveway on Rose Avenue currently
provides the main entrance fo the existing developed park located along Rose Avenue. The
Rose Avenue/south park entrance intersection is controlled by a stop sign on the park
entrance approach. The driveway contains a wide inbound lane and a 25-foot wide outbound
lane, which accommodates separate left- and right-turn movements. Rose Avenue adjacent
to the College Park contains two through lanes in each direction, a raised median and left-turn
lanes at intersections, and wide bike lanes on both sides that turn into right-turn lanes at
signalized intersections. The northbound approach at the south park entrance does not
contain a dedicated right-turn lane. Vehicles traveling north use the bike lane to decelerate

and turn right into the site,

Driveway operations were assessed for the intersection using the Highway Capacity Manual
(HCM) methodology® and assume the current geometry and the existing + approved and
pending projects + project traffic volumes (see Technical Appendix for calculation
worksheet). The analysis shows that the intersection would operate at LOS B during the P.M.
peak hour, with acceptable delays experienced on the park driveway. The forecast peak hour

volumes do not warrant installation of a traffic signal.

3 Highway Capacity Manual, Highway Research Board Special Report 209, Transportation
Research Board, National Research Council, 2000.
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The storage length of southbound left-turn lane on Rose Avenue at the intersection with the
existing south park entrance is 190 feet. Based on the forecast peak hour traffic volume on this
approach (123 PHT), the existing storage length would accommodate the expected turning

volume.

Because the intersection is controlled by a stop sign on the park entrance approach, sufficient
sight distance shouid be provided from this approach for vehicles to enter Rose Avenue
safely. The minimum corner sight distance from the driveway onto Rose Avenue should be
495 feet, based on the prevailing travel speed of 45 mph and the sight distance requirements
contained in the AASHTO design manual®. The sight distance provided from the driveway in
both directions is 550 feet or more. The corner sight distance requirements at this driveway

are thus satisfied.

Northern Driveway on Rose Avenue: The northern most project driveway on Rose Avenue
is located opposite Raiders Way approximately 500 feet south of Channel islands Boulevard.
This location is currently developed with a 40-foot wide unpaved driveway with concrete
sidewalks and pedestrian curb ramps. The existing driveway extends east for approximately
30 feet until it terminates at a swing gate. The current driveway width would accommodate
one inbound and two outbound lanes. The Rose Avenue/Raiders Way intersection is
controlled by atraffic signal, and contains left-turn and right-turn lanes on the northbound and
southbound approaches. The project would include installation of a signal head for the
westbound approach (park entrance), and provide signing, striping and signal phasing
upgrades to the intersection based on City standards.

The storage length of southbound left-furn lane on Rose Avenue at the intersection with the
north park entrance is approximately 200 feet. Based on the forecast peak hour traffic volume
on this approach (82 PHT), the existing storage length would accommodate the expected

turning volume.

Driveway on Butler Road/Olds Road Intersection: This driveway would extend west from the
Butier Road/Olds Road Intersection and provide access to the site for vehicies originating from
the east (i.e. Pleasant Valley Road and the new Rice Avenue/State Route 1 interchange. The
driveway would have one inbound and one outbound lane and connect to the on-site
perimeter road. The driveway should contain sufficient width to accommodate both vehicular
and bicycle traffic. The City has indicated that the minimum width should be 40 feet. The
new intersection should be controlled by a stop sign on the park entrance approach. Sufficient
sight distance should be provided from the driveway to the right onto Olds Road.

The preliminary site plan shows that a parking area is proposed west of the park entrance on
Butler Road. The distance between the public road and the parking area should be a
minimum of 30 feet to provide storage for vehicles entering the park.

4 A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, AASHTO, Fifth Edition, 2004.
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Vehicular Circulation. The on-site circulation plan is comprised of a two-lane perimeter
roadway that would provide access to the parking areas throughout the site. In general, the
circulation plan would is sufficient to accommodate the forecast traffic volumes. It. is
recommended that the perimeter roadway be constructed to accommodate two-way vehicular
traffic as well as the bicycle and pedestrian traffic that will be generated throughout the site.
It is also recommended that no parking spaces be provided directly on the perimeter road to
eliminate conflicts with vehicles backing out of the parking space and traffic on the perimeter
road. Stop signs should be provided at the connections with the park entrances and the

parking areas.

The type of use anticipated for the baseball/softball complex indicates the need for bus
parking, as some teams and supporters that would travel a significant distance to attend a
regional or interstate tournament would travel by bus. It is recommended that the site
accommodate a bus parking area, or an off-site location be identified for bus parking or bus

drop-off.

Bicycle Access and Circulation. Bicycle access would be provided via the three park
‘entrances discussed above. Rose Avenue contains designated bike fanes on both sides along
the project frontage. These bike lanes transition into rightturn lanes at signalized
intersections. Access from the west side of Rose Avenue is provided via crosswalks at Raiders
Way and Bard Road. Olds Road does not contain dedicated bike lanes. The segment of Olds
Road along the Oxnard College contains a wide shoulder that could be used as a Class Il bike

lane.

The ultimate site plan should provide a bicycle circulation plan for the College Park. As
discussed, the on-site perimeter road should be designed to accommodate bicycle circulation.
Bicycle parking facilities should be provided on-site. Recommended locations would include
the Community Center and locations adjacent the soccer fields and ball fields.

Pedestrian Access and Circulation. Sidewalks are provided along all roadway segments
within the project vicinity, except on the west side of Olds Road extending south from the
Butler Road/Olds Road intersection. Frontage improvements should include the construction
of a sidewalk along Olds Road south of the proposed park entrance. Crosswalks are provided
atthe signalized intersections of Rose Avenue with Raiders Way and Bard Road, and the Bard

Road/Pleasant Valley Road intersection.

The preliminary site plan indicates that sidewalks would be provided along the perimeter road
and along the parking areas. The ultimate site plan should show how the on-site pedestrian
circulation lay-out would connect to the sidewalks provided on Rose Avenue and Olds Road.

Transit. The College Park is served by a transit line operated by South Coast Area Transit
(SCAT). Line #7 provides local transport between the park and the southern portion of Oxnard
every 40 minutes. Line #7 bus stops are located on Bard Road opposite Simpson Drive, and
on Butler Road at Pleasant Valley Road. Line #8 provides transit service between the Oxnard
College and the Oxnard Transit Center every 30 minutes. SCAT also offers a dial and ride bus

that provides the disabled with access to the park.
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d. Parking. The conceptual site plan indicates that 752 parking spaces would be
provided for the various park uses in six main parking lots. A parking demand analysis was
completed to determine the adequacy of the proposed parking supply. Parking requirements
for the proposed College Park were determined based on the operational characteristics of
the respective park components proposed for a weekend, when League games or tournaments
would be held on the soccer fields and the baseball/softball complex. This scenario would
reflect weekends when local league games or tournaments are held (regular weekend usage)
as well as weekends when regional baseball/softball tournaments are heid (estimated at 10
events per year). The following text describes the characteristics assumed for the weekend

scenario:

. Softball/Baseball Fields - Regional Tournament: Assume 2 teams per field, 1.5 teams
per field arriving during peak period and 1.5 teams per field departing during peak
period, 2 coaches per team, 2 umpires per field, 4 spectators per team in addition to

those arriving with players.

. Soccer Fields - Soccer Tournament: Assume 2 teams per field, 1.5 teams per field
arriving during peak period and 1.5 teams per field departing during peak period, 2
coaches per team, 1 referee per field, 4 spectators per team in addition to those

arriving with players.

. Community Center and Cultural Center: Assume 15% of daily on-site at a given time
period.
. Restaurant: Assume average Saturday peak period parking demand contained in the

ITE Parking Generation®, which is 17.2 vehicles/1 KSF. Assume 50% mixed-use with
other park components.

. Open space (picnic/garden/play areas): Assume peak period parking demand ratio for
city parks contained in the ITE Parking Generation, which is 5.1 vehicles per acre.

Impact T-2  Development of the Master Plan will result in a weekend parking demand of -
804 parking spaces with development of the North Parcel. This would result

in Class 11 (significant but mitigable) impact.

Table 4.10-7 shows the parking demand calculations completed for the weekend scenario.
A worksheet showing the parking demand calculations for each park component is included

in the Technical Appendix for reference.

# Parking Generation, Institute of Transportation Engineers, 3rd Edition, 2004.
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Table 4.10-7
College Park Weekend Parking Requirements

Softball/Baseball Fields 5 Fields 285 Spaces
Soccer Fields 5 Fields 308 Spaces
Community Center 26,000 5.F. 45 Spaces
Restaurant 8,500 5.F. 73 Spaces
Open Space 8 Acres 41 Spaces
Subtotal 752 Spaces
Cultural Center 30,000 S.F. 52 Spaces
TOTAL 804 Spaces

The College Park would generate a parking demand of 752 spaces without development of
the North Parcel and 804 spaces with development of the North Parcel during a weekend
when a local soccer tournament is held concurrent with a regional baseball/softball
tournament. The proposed parking supply is 752 spaces. The parking demand during the
weekend would exceed the proposed parking supply by 52 spaces assuming development
of the North Parcel. This overflow parking demand will require impiementation of measures

to reduce the potential parking impact.

Mitigation T-2a Alternate baseball/softball games/tournaments and soccer games/
tournaments during weekends to avoid overlap of events.

Alternating events that would result in full utilization of both the soccer fields and the
baseball/softball complex would significantly reduce peak parking demands, thereby
mitigating the parking impact to a level of insignificance.

Mitigation T-2b Off-site parking locations could be identified that would be utilized
during peak days.

The Oxnard College campus improvements contained in the Oxnard College Master Plan
include on-site parking lay-out modifications that would increase the current parking capacity
on the campus, especially in the northern portion adjacent to the College Park. Several
parking lay-out improvements have recently been implemented. The City could coordinate
with the Oxnard College to utilize a portion of the campus parking for overflow parking.
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It is noted that the campus accommaodates a swap meet on Sundays, which attracts significant
parking demands on the campus and adjacent street network. However, observations for the
Oxnard Coliege Master Plan completed during the swap meet indicated that the while most
of the campus lots were fully occupied, the dirt parking ot located between North Campus
Drive and Gary Drive was not fully utilized. This lot has recently been converted to a 920-
space concrete parking lot. The expanded northern parking lot could accommodate both the
swap meet and College Park parking demands. A parking demand study for the Oxnard
College swap meet should be completed during the swap meet to assess the weekend parking
demands and to determine potential parking space surplus that could be utilized by the
College Park during events that would generate peak parking demands.

The programmed utilization of the baseball/softball complex includes a small number of
interstate tournaments that could result in significant parking demands. During these
occasions, it is likely that overflow parking will be needed to provide sufficient parking.

4.10.7 Ventura County General Plan Consistency

The City of Oxnard and Ventura County have executed a "Reciprocal Traffic Mitigation
Agreement" wherein the City and the County agree that a pro-rata share of the cost of
mitigations will be collected by each agency for identified traffic impacts in the other
jurisdiction. The project would be consistent with the Ventura County General Plan by
complying with the terms of the "Reciprocal Traffic Mitigation Agreement” between the City
of Oxnard and the County of Ventura approved on February 2, 1993.

4.10.8 Ventura County Congestion Management Program

According to the County's Congestion Management Program (CMP), the minimum acceptable
standard for traffic operations is LOS “E”.® However, so that local jurisdictions are not unfairly
penalized for existing congestion, CMP locations currently operating in the LOS “F” range are

considered acceptable.

Intersection Operation

Nine of the study-area intersections are contained in the County's CMP. All these CMP
intersections would operate at LOS C or better with existing + approved and pending project
+ project traffic. This would be acceptable based on the County’s CMP standards.

¢ Traffic LOS Monitoring for the Ventura County Congestion Management Program, Ventura
County Transportation Commission, 1993,
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CONTENTS:

LEVEL OF SERVICE DEFINITIONS/DISCUSSION

U.S. 101 HIGHWAY/RICE AVENUE INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS DIAGRAM

TRAFFIC COUNTS

APPROVED AND PENDING PROJECTS LIST, TRIP GENERATION TABLE AND PROJECTS
LOCATION MAP

PRIVATE CONTRACTOR BASEBALL/SOFTBALL WEEKDAY TRIP GENERATION
COMMUNITY PARK SPORTS COMPLEX TRIP WEEKDAY GENERATION
WEEKEND PARKING DEMAND TABLE |

INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATION WORKSHEETS

Saviers Road/Channel islands Boulevard

Reference 1

Reference 2 - Saviers Road/Bard Road

Reference 3 - Saviers Road/Hueneme Road

Reference 4 - Rose Avenue/5th Street

Reference 5 - Rose Avenue/Wooley Road

Reference 6 - Rose Avenue/Emerson Avenue

Reference 7 - Rose Ave/Oxnard Boulevard (State Route 1)

Reference 8 - Rose Avenue/Channel Islands Boulevard

Reference 9 - Rose Avenue/Bard Road

Reference 10-  Rose Ave/Pleasant Valley Road

Reference 11 - Bard Rd/Pleasant Valley Road

Reference 12 - Olds Road/Pleasant Valley Road

Reference 13 - Rice Avenue/Gonzales Road

Reference 14 - Rice Avenue/5th Street

Reference 15 - Rice Avenue/Wooley Road

Reference 16 - Rice Avenue/Channei Islands Boulevard

Reference 17 - State Route 1 Southbound Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road'
Reference 18 - State Route 1 Northbound Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road
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LEVEL OF SERVICE DEFINITIONS/DISCUSSION



Signalized Intersection Level of Service Definitions

Progression is extremely favorable. Most vehicles arrive during
the green phase. Many vehicles do not stop at all. :

Good progression, short cycle lengths, or both. More vehicles

B ] 10.1-200 0.61-0.70 stop than with LOS A, causing higher levels of delay.

Only fair progression, longer cycle lengths, or both, resuit in
higher cycle lengths. Cycle lengths may fail to serve queued
C 20.1-35.0 0.71-0.80 | vehicles, and overflow occurs. Number of vehicles stopped is

- | significant, though many still pass through intersection without
stopping. e

Congestion becomes more noticeable. Unfavorable progression,
long cycie lengths and high v/c ratios result in longer delays. -
b 35.1-55.0 0.81-0.50 Many vehicles stop, and the proportion of vehicles not stopping
) "declines. Individual cycle failures are noticeable.

High delay values indicate poor progression, long cycle lengths

E 55.1-80.0 0.91-1.00 and high v/c ratios. Individual cycle failures are frequent

Considered unacceptable for most drivers, this level occurs when
arrival flow rates exceed the capacity of lane groups, resulting in
many individual -cycle failures. Poor progression and long cycle
lengths may also contribute to high delay levels,

F | > 800 > 1.00

2 Average control delay per vehicle in seconds.

Unsignalized intersection Leve] of Service Définiﬁons )

The HCM' uses control delay to determine the level of service at unsignalized intersections. Control
delay is the difference between the travel time actually experienced at the control device and the
travel time that would occur in the absence of the traffic control device. Control delay includes
deceleration from free flow speed, queue move-up time, stopped delay and acceleration back to free

flow speed.

B | 10.1-15.0
C 15.1 - 25.0
D 25.1-35.0
E 35.1-50.0
F > 50.0

' Highway Capacity Manual, National Research Board, 2000



U.S. 101 HIGHWAY/RICE AVENUE INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS DIAGRAM



01

Joefoid abueyossyuf 1oL ‘S NionuaAy a1y




TRAFFIC COUNTS



SNV 8N | JS/ANNIAY 301 r [¢]

gl L £l 8l | 4—— . P9 7O ASTIVA LNVSVITd LSV3
Al.* o8t
- vy
; 4 H -
brit — ey 0 0 0 0
802 ‘ 0£S-0EY
( v HNOH Yvad Wd
18 - :

0
]
0
0
K
0
0
B

oieloio|lojojolo
[=]E=] Q=) N=] =] Q=] =]} -]

QYO ATTIVA LNVSVYITd 1Sva I
SdNYY 8N § HS/ANNIAY 201 SINALIIASHILNI

Wd 009 O Wd 00 Ralelh

S00T 'Hiv AVIN "AVASINGIM d1va

S1NMOO D144Vt QUYNXO -10drodd

SHIANIONA NOILYLHOLSNYAIL A31VI00ssSyY AN

AUVIAINGS LNNOD LNFWIA0N ONINYNL NOLLOISHILMN)

OALIM

6960-b95 (929) 'Xvd  pi61-vag {ozo) 3L



QUVAIINOR CRIVNXO-3NNIAY 301 ‘ o

» 4

09 s€ 9 ooe 4 PLS  3N) OVON ATTIVA LNVSYRd
L 59
‘e v
4 _ 4 _lv
8z8 _— LSt ser - 6l £
vee 0EG-08p
( « HNOH Yv3d d
90€ 3 _

£
2

FEEIREERE

€
Z
g
9
3]
¥
¥
i

(SdNVY 8S | 48 MIN) GYON ASTIVA INVSYI1d w3
GEYATINGE QUYNXO-INNAAY 301y SINNLOISHALNI

Wd 00'9 OL Wd oo aomad
S00Z 'HLF AVIN ‘AYQSINGIM 31va
SLNNOD D44Vl GUYNXO :103roud
SHIINIONS NOILVLEO4SNYYL Q31VID0SSY UNTO

AUYINIANS INNOD INFWIAOW ONINMNL NOLLOISHI LN

3411IM

6960-b95 (929} Xvd  vel-bos (oz9) M3L



ANNIAY JOId r og

o 0 1v6 Ebb . 4—— 0 VATINOE SANVISI TANNVHO
Al_ oy
-«— v
: 1 R
0 —_—y a 88 095 1ot
_ o , 0E50EP
( ¥ HNOH Yvad Wd
0 — _

=
0
0
0
f]
1]
0
V]

Q{eIoIo|Djo|o| o
clojo|jolo|ojo|o

oo QIoIo)I0o
DO OIOI0I0|0

QUYATTINOS SANVISI TENNVHO w3
ANNIAY F0 SNNLOTASHALN

Wd 00:9 O Wd 007 ‘dol43d

5002 ‘Hik AVW ‘AvAsSINGIM 3iva

SINAOOD DIddvH] QEVNXO L0ArOEd

SHIINION NOILYIHOdSNYYL QI1VID0SSY LINANS

._,w_(_z_.a_v_m ANNOD INZWIAOW DNINYNL NOLLOASHI LN

6960496 (920 Xvd  ¥p6L-pos (928} 3L

J=LTIM



INNIAY 3014 r €l

0 0 TEOl  pal ¢ 0 QvOoX AT100M
L ri€
< vy
0 3 >
0 —— 0 zLel  0og ord
0 _ 06506y
( v . . HOOH Mvad Wd
0 —
660c  feof 91 [i4 SEl 86

olo|olo[o
3
HEIEIEE
5
ofo]o]olo

Dojojo|ojo|o D
Djojojolo|ojoio
oclolojolo|alolo
(=] R~=IN=] =] O ook

SINNOD T1NHIA

avod AFN100M w3
ANNIAY FOMY SNNLOBSHILN

Wd 00'8 01 Nd 00k ‘aolH3d
S00Z "Hib AV AVASINAIM ‘3iva
SLNNOD DHAVHL AHYNXO ~LOArodd

SHATNIONA NOLLVIHODSNYYL J3LVID0SSY INAIMD

AYININNS LNNOD LNIWIAOW SNINGMLE NOILOISHALNM

3L HM

6960-75G (928} Xvd  tbet-beg (0z0) 3L



ANNIAY 301 r g

] 162 880l 19 «— £82 L3316 HLHH
Al_ 56
-— T

s1Z . . * .

g0z — sz 8eEl 502 28
s 085-0¢k

( v UNOH 3¥3d Wd

b — ,

CH OO | M N T
RN ERIEIEDN
Uel R =l i o R Il o

SINNOD I

13341 Hi UTE
TNNIAY 01 SNALOISHILNE

Nd 00°8 OL Wd 0GiF {JORS4

S00Z 'HLY AV 'AVGS3aNGIM :31vQ

SINNOJ Diddvel QUYNXO -103royd

SHATNIONT NOLVIHOdSNYY L A31VIoossy <IN

AUYINWNNS LNNOD ENIWIAOW DNINYML NOLLOISHILN

JA1LTIM

6960-¥95 (929) V4 vb6L-FoS (629) AL



3NN3AY 3S0Y 08
4 !
69 I S09 S61 “«—— SZ¥  YATINOS SANYISI T3NNVHO
A,|_ oP
«— I
9ze _ 4 _lv
saz ——— 121 5Z8 6z 5
g 085-0Ep
v HNOH Mvad Wd
v -

GUYAZTINOS SANYISI TANNYHO
ANNIAY 80

Wd 00'9 OL Wd 00y

S002 ‘Hir AV 'AYASINGIM
SINMOD DAV L QUYNXO
SHIINIONT NOLLY LHOJSNYY L d3LYID0SSY

w3
SN NLOZSHI LN
‘doad
-2LvG
2103rodd
WENZNO

>N_<_223w ANMOD INIWIA0N ONINENL NOLLOASYI LN

696095 (920) XV4  bF61-Pos (929) NF)L

O34 TM



QHVYAIINOE QEYNXO e
4 es
z 5 s6.  6gh — . E8 3NNIAV ASOY
L — O
. v
; _ 4 R
SiL - e £201 13 .
001 Sveshr
( v HNOH Yvad d
¥ —
Slie |0 591 ZEL 8l 8gl 85/ g v 0 £2l €8 v 53 8001 [€l zr e
105 |0 ol €61 7] ) G617 5 Z 0 Gl 001 v % g0l {1 i
gEee |0 121 G z8 7} 551 g g 0 ovL 9 S [ VioL {ar 6 i
s8ie |0 591 €51 18 851 €5l ) £ i /73 58 Z ic 616 9l a1
8/6e o a1 €81 8 551 8EL 7 £l 0 e 3 Z oF 856 2l o
als 0 I 53 1z ac 70 z 1B Q. gbl |ul 0 oL 27z |2 B <
vIg 0 8¢ © I € 8z i ) o 6Ll |oe Z £t eve 3 v
718 0 ov i€ 8t 3 CTo 1 i 0 Z8r oz 7} ) 8Lz z z =
£c8 0 ¥ e (72 57 o8t ! z 0 £lT 9z 1 v 952 £ 3 o B
gve 0 b 53 1t 153 eIz 3 0 0 102 4 0 B & g Z =
v 0 5 & 5¢ 6¢ oll Z ] 0 v a1 £ 01 sz |L 3
6EL ) vE it £e 74 vl ) s 0 €a1 sl £ 8 3 € g 5
VL a T3 v 0e 32 58l Z z 0 T £t 1 gl 5e2 £ v B

$1NAOD TOIHEA

QUYATINCE QHYNXO w3

SNNIAY IS0Y SN NLIISHIALNI
Wd 00'8 OL Nd 00'F COkdad
S00T 'HLy AV 'AVOSINGIM Adva
SINNOD Jiddvdl QUYNXO 103rodd
SHITINIONT NOILVIHMOLSNYY L G31VI00SSY <LN3ND

AHYWNNS LNNOD INIWIAGI ONINENL NOLLDASHALNI

J3aL1IM

6960-p95 (929) Xvd  ¥rei-bas (929) 3L



.

BNNIAY 380
4 8

8 e 592 Ly — €6 INNTAY NOSHINT

Al.._ bz
- v

se _ -

z9 — gL 1ol gzl ge

ze 0£5-0EY

: v HNOH Mvad INd
8g —

(S TRA T I En I M Rl Tl S

tT|wiw|wn)wol T B~

FANIAY NOSYIWE

IANNIAY 3S0Y

Wd 00'8 O Wd 00'F

S00Z 'HLv AVIN 'AVASINGIM

SENNQD Dld4VHL GHVNXO

SHIINIONZ NOILYLHO4SNYRL d31ViD0esy

L]

w3
S/NYLOASHILNI
e INEN!
ALva
:103roNd
UNTO

AGVINNNS INNOS INAWIAOW DNINYNL NOILOISHILNE

6960-F95 (929) Xvd

pr6L-rog (9z9) 13k

JdLTIM



1334LS HLAI + vl

+ S¢

€ M €21 8 e ZGE _INNAY 3804
) Al_ ipe
- ¥y
IS L _!v
11> - £l (44} ety (3%
gl 0E5-08k
( _ . « . HNOH Mvad Wa
ElL. I« ‘ :
Z08g 1€ Z0¢ m Il 61 veZL 2 Wi

X

SINNGD FTOHIA

13344is Hidd w3
HNN3AY IS0Y SINRLOASYILN

W 00°0 OL Wd 00'% ‘Aol

S00Z ‘HLy AVIN 'AVASZNGIM Hiva

S1NNOD Did4vyl QUviNX0 1103roud

SHIANIONT NOILV.LEODSNYYL Q31VID0SSY ~LNZI1D

AHYINIRNS INNOD LNIAWIACIW ONINYML NOILOASHI LN

Jd4IM

69607795 (929) 'Xvd  vPEL-FOS (929) 3,



avod s93aInvYS r 18

- ‘ 05l

£C (114 2 258 252

4 & YAIFINOL SANYISI TANNYHO
AII_ 9l
¥81 |L .y
pas — £éc S66 [£4% Gz
88 - ) SPSShb
( @ : HNOH Yvad Wd
44 J

6
4
L
[4
2
9
14
£

QUYATINOE SANYISH TANNVHO TE
Ovod sHANYS SINNLDTSHILNI

Wd 00:9 OL Wd 00:% “Q0RiEd

SO0 'HLF AVIN ‘AVASINGIM Hlvd

SLINNODS Jid4veL QUYNXO -103rodd

SHITNIONIT NOILYLHOQSNYL A3 1VID0SSY SLNTNO

AHYINNNS LNNOO LNIWIA0W DNINYNL NOLLOASHALNI

O4L1M

6960-p95 (929):Xvd  pp6I-bas (9Z8) 1131



A be
A
_ . - ZE
0 505 0L
- R o avou Quvd
< 4 » Y 99z
0 « A 5
0 » »
a 060 6bF s¢
0 o _
\j QvOH AT TIVA INVSYTd SLSGIF
o Y UNOH Av3d Wd
®06F  EEC__ 0 sl 34 06 @y 6 o _ e __ 0 o __ o 0 & 8ge o877 opsoos
6L B2 D Bl 1y 6 )y 0 0 e _o0 e ¢ __ 0 _0s. Q88 SE  © __ sresky
00T ¥z 0 IV op 8§ [ B '} 0 o___6_ . o 0___  SEL___gv T 2
0z 992 0 zg v 04 S0 0 6o o _a o e _ o 069 ey S - Si56iy
002252 0 62 8z 6 855 0 0 ) o ¢ _o 059 £EY e _ a0s-00F
et e S — | .. - R, — e e B0 HNOOH
56b 69 0 P 2t ¥ 95 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 66t ¥4 ] 0NG8-S¥S
b s& o & P wW_ o 0 e o o T8 7o e T i) T Toreocs
Siv s oz e e 07T e o o o o 0 2oe 8z 7 Tadzas
28 o g o % /o 0 B 0 0 0 o 4o  su el ¢ . __5I5008
£0g 68 0 a3 9 €& o9 o o o g o a T T . 00SSKF
025 99 ' v e 67 6 o o 0 o 0 [ 11 gt 1 ) Sy
e 89 D 1 i Az __est 0 0 o a_ o N 0 65 0L ¥ _ oerSl¥
ELr s G c 8 L vt 0 o g a Y 0 2. Rid EOF G ... SHrooy
- 7 g3uNo QI NO . Q3 NO Q38 NO  SINNOD NI 61
WiOL 1183 HIE3 1483 183 118N HIGN  1d8N L8N 118M HIEM  JMEM  1¥8M 1165 HIgS  1NES 1MEs
ot 1 01 Wob 6 L I w8 § ¥ yp € Z b . QoM3d
. SLNNOD A1oIHIA
avoy auve A3
VO AITIVA INYSYI1d SN 'NOILOISHT LN
‘ Wd 009 OL Nd CO'b ‘aoad
£00Z "HI8 AVI ‘AVASHNHL =10
SINMIOD NOILIISHILNI QUYINXO 103rONd
SHITNIONT NOILVLHOISNYEL GILVIDOSSY. N3N0
_— —. - . AHYANANS INNOD LNIWIAOW ONINMANL NOILOISHIALNI
6960-b95 {929) 'XV4  bb6L-v9S (929) 3L Jilum

0 EO-PT-ATW

dS50



ALL TRAFFIC RESOURCES
5312 W AVE L-14

QUARTZ H"__L’ CA 93536 File Name : OLDS & PLEASANT VALLEY
Site Code : 05040502
(661) 718-8226 Start Date : 5/4/2005
Page No :1
Printed- Unshif
CLDSRD PLEASANT VALLEY RD OLDSRD PLEASANT VALLEY RD
From Narth From East From Seuth From West
Start Time Rght | Thra] LeR| Peds| Rignt| Tare]| Teft [ " Peds| Right| Thm | Lelt [ Deds R.!Et_} Thrm | Left | Peds lm.ToﬂJ

Fector 10 ] 1.0 ] 1.0 | 1.0 [Wil} 1.0 | 1.0} 10 10| 1.0 | 10| 10 1.0 1.0 ] 101 L0
G4:00 M 20 3 0 0 1 231 7 0 3 0 14 0 12 144 4 0 454
04:15FM 23 3 4 0 0 228 ? 0 26 4] 29 0 18 161 15 0 514
04:30 PM 38 4 3 0 2 239 11 ] 12 1 30 0 17 158 14 0 525
04:45 PM 40 2 1 0 0 231 9 0 8 2 17 0 23 157 10 0 500
Totat 121 2 8 [3] 3 920 34 0 54 3 90 [] n 620 53 0 1993
05:00 PM 28 1 2 [¢] 0. 243 14 0 11 o) 23 G 21 i32 12 - 0 487
05:15FPM 33 1 3 (¢} 3 225 4 0 22 1 25 0 28 121 13 0 479
05:30 P 33 3 4 ¢ 0 21 13 4] 11 1 15 0 25 107 18 [4] 451
05:45 PM 30 2 0 [1] 0 224 7 4] 9 0 25 [} 21 - 118 7 4] 443
Totel 124 7 @ [1] 3 213 38 [ 53 2 88 0 o5 478 50 ¢ 1860
Grand Total 245 15 17 0 6 1842 72 0 107 5 178 0 165 1098 103 0 3833

Apprch % 884 5.4 6.1 0.0 03 959 3.8 0.0 369 1.7 6l.4 0.0 12 B804 1.5 0.0

Total % 64 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.2 478 1.e 0.0 28 0.1 46 00 43 285 2.7 0.0




ALL TRAFFIC RESOURCES

5312 W AVE L-14
QUARTZ HILL, CA 93538

File Name : OLDS & PLEASANT VALLEY

Site Code : 05040502

(661) 713-8226 Start Dete : 5/412005
PageNo :2
GLOSRD PLEASANT VALLEY RD SLDSED FLEASANT VALLEY 7D
Fram Notth From Eest From South From West
Start Tize P.ight|‘11u'u Leﬁ'Podsj A R:ght"l'hru| Left|Peds| A2 | Right | Tam beﬂ'Peds' Ao RJghtl'Ihm| Leﬂ:|Peds’ . Tx
Faak Fiowr From 0400 FM 10 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Intersection  04:15PM
Volmss 129 6 10 0o 45| 2 e a4 o 98] 57 3 e 0o 159 M 68 5 o T38| 2006
Peroent 890 41 69 00 02 956 42 00 358 19 623 00 107 824 68 00
0430 .0 o 3 o 4] 2 2 m o0 22| 12 1 30 0 4| 17 18 14 0 18] 55
Volime
Pesk Factor ‘ 0.965
Highlnt, 04:45FM D5:00 BN 04:15 BM 04:15 PM
Volme 40 2 1 0 ]l o 243 14 o 257 26 o 229 o 550 18 18 15 0 194
Pesk Factor 0.843 0,557 0.723 £.951
OLDS R
out in Total
[ 58] [125% [__20d)
58810 5
:2_i?ht Thru  LeR Peds
] =] ™
B fels 1 té p
%'_c_} 3 EAY g%
- v =i —
i ®lo North - P
.8 | e —2g | o £
e L RIS TP S Hels 3
= Sk /1412005 5:00:00 PM = =
E @ | LE Y . ¥R =
<t 5|0 — Unshifted I~ oy =]
mpee ©>la i el o
a8 O =1 Elw
[l ol
Let  Thru Right Peds
e 3l 51 _ 4
Out ol
OLDSRD




ALL TRAFFIC RESOURCES
5312 W AVE L-14

QUARTZ HILL, CA 93536 erte gig*: ‘é‘é‘a‘ég& Rose
e i
PagefNo :1
ROSE AVENUE WOOLEY ROAD ROSE AVENUE WOOLEY ROAD
From North From East From South From West

Bttt Trme j Thin | Right | Thr Left | Peds Right | Thm | Lefi | Peds Right | fhro | Left [ Peds | Int Total |

Factor 101 1.0} 1.0 ] 1.0 | 1.0 1.0 10 1.0 § 1.0 | 1.0 10 | 1.0 | 10 | 1.0 ]
Oa:00 PM 110 n 9 77 46 0 33 217 is 0 21 60 73 [] 978
04:15PM 131 348 4 70 36 [¢] A4 257 5 0 3 39 87 Q 1034
04:30PM 160 95 13 125 53 ¢ 61 235 b 0 3 54 103 0 1149
04:45 EM 139 358 6 82 37 ¢ 54 249 4 4] 6 66 108 0 1113
Total 540 1312 37 © 354 172 i) 192 958 34 0 6i 219 37 [1] 4274
05:00 PM 104 306 [¢] 7 105 50 0 28 281 7 0 8 56 70 0 1033
05:15PM 113 251 [t} 9 92 39 0 25 230 13 0 14 56 60 [4) 945
05306 P 131 349 0 8 77 31 0 30 235 11 0 12 45 53 0 984
05:45 PM 112 276 O 9 21 42 0 26 208 15 0 14 45 52 0 836
Total 450 1222 Q 35 355 171 0 107 954 46 0 48 02 235 0 3848
Grand Total 1000 2534 0 T 709 343 o 299 1912 30 0 100 421 606 0 8122

% 28.0 70.9 0.0 6.2 63.2 30.6 0.0 131 83.5 3.5 0.0 26 311 5335 0.0
Total % 123 31.2 00 0.9 8.7 4.2 0.0 3.7 23.5 1.0 0.0 1.3 5.2 75 00




ALL TRAFFIC RESOURCES
5312 W AVE L-14

QUARTZ HILL, GA 93536 File Name : Wooley & Rose
(661) 718-8226 Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 5/3/2005
Page No :2
TOSE AVERUE WOOLEY ROAD ROSEAVENUE WOOLET ROAD
From North From East From South From West
Start Time nghtl'nn'u Leﬁ|mds| e, R@tl'l‘hru| Leﬁll’edsl A RJght"ﬁ]mI L:&IPeds| A m]m' Lek Peds| 2. 1@
Feak o Fomm 000 P to 0345 PM - Peak 1 o 1
Iutersection  (4:15 PE ' ]
Velme 534 1307 21 0 1sei 35 382 185 0 62| 187 10 25 0 1234| 48 215 368 0 631 459
Peoent 287 762 11 00 58 63 807 00 152 28 20 00 96 341 583 00
V::;i‘: o 295 11 0 466 13 15 s o w1 6 2,5 g 0 304/ 3 54 103 0 18| 14
Pegk Factor 0942
Highlnt. 04:45 PM 430 M 1 65:00 M 04:30BM
volee 139 358 4 0 S01] 13 15 s 0 11| 28 28 7 0 H@El 31 54 108 0 I8
PedlcFastor 0529 0.788 . 0.976 0.839

—[ed] o
Sre m-.‘!j -t:_ﬂ
FERNE T £ g%’
2| B: North i
g o] ou.E—> I
b_.Eig - Bl
M =l 7372005 4. 15:00 PM = 5 I
L = 312005 5:00:00 PM o |
8 Qj @ =2 o
- i . + 2B
< =T g Unshifted - ._]B
o o% ot =}
L [ B iR
ol ol

Left Thru Right Peds
251 1022 187 1]

Out in Total
ROSE AVENUE




City Traffic Counters
626.256.4171

File Name : PleasantRose
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 04/24/2003

Page No :3
Rose Ave Pleasant Valley Rd Rose Ave Pieasant Valley Rd
Southbound Westhound Northbound Eastbound
. R . R . R . R
tart Thr| Rig App. Thr | Rig App. Thr | Rig App. Thr { Rig App. int.
Time | ) w| k| O Total| S| ul| hi| O Tota| NSt ul k| O Totall P u| ht] ") Totall Total
red red red red
Peak Hour From 12:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
ntersectl o4:45 P
Volume 136 121 122 36 415| 46 585 78 11 700! 54 73 7 3 137|186 346 14 1 547| 179%
32, 20, 29 80, 11. 39. 53, 34. 68
Percer_it P > 4 8.7 6.6 - 1 1.6 A 3 51 22 0 . 3 26 02
Vgﬁ:ﬁﬁ 20 25 32 12 98| 15 155 13 1 18| i1 15 1 2 29| 51 101 4 O 156| 467
Peak 0.963
Factor
High int. 05:30 PM . 05:15 PM 05:30 PM 04:45 PM
Volume 38 50 33 5§ 126} 13 142 27 7 183 21 22 1 0 447 B1 101 4 0 156
Peak
Factor 0.823 0.926 0.778 0877
Rose Ave
ot n Total
[ 415
[ A |
Right Thra el R
Lb ot red
w2 1+ 2
38 e it 42
T ; 2 e S |28
i i ' ER 2
;“ " 403 4:45,00 Pl — %32
i 5 ‘ 5:30:00 PM fgg- 2 %
'nl:g 3 Unshifted g | EI-E—'E
m::- : E:U-l- 8!‘-
S Lol el
9 " r
Left  Thru  Right onred
= ] 7] 3]
181 [ 137) [_318]
Cut '3 Total .
Rose Aye




City Trafﬁc Counters

626.256.4171 File Name : SaviersBard
‘ Site Code : 000600000
Start Date : 04/24/2003
Page No :3
Saviers Rd Bard Rd Saviers Rd Bard Rd
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
. R . R . R . R
Start Thr | Rig App. | Thr | Rig App. Thr | Rig App. Thr | Rig App. int.
- Left on Left on Left on Left on
Time u ht redd Total u ht red Total u ht red Total u ht red Total | Total
Peak Hour From 12:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
*“*ersegﬂ 05:00 PM |
Volume 253 649 89 27 1018) 74 302 115 98 589| 52 654 41 20 67| 75 278 60 5 418B| 2792
24. 63 12, 51. 19. 6. 85. 17. 66. 14,
Percent A P 87 27 6 3 5 6 . 6.8 3 53 26 9 5 4 1.2
Vgﬁﬁﬁ 55 176 31 8 270} 20 8 34 23 162| 12 165 12 4 193] 21 & 13 1 104]| 729
Peak 0.857
Factor
High int. 05:45 PM 05:45 PM 05:15 PM. 05:30 PM
Volume 55 176 31 8 270 20 8 34 23 162| 17 18 11 6 220| 21 79 15 0 115
Peak
Factor 0.943 0.909 0.872 0809
Savrers 1d
- in Tota!
844) [_iiB] [ 7862
B9 64D 2531 o7
Right Thru  LeR R
I L’ onred
e P ol a M
B8 Tk %[9
=] Nerth — |1
=) gg“‘-ﬂ'} - 4—5‘,‘” -
b oIS ] 23 o]
5 TH & e o
" 5 &3 Unshifted ER i
= bt 5| o I py
O%} « B | glg
| § 2l =
9 T MK
left  Thru  Right onred
|52 &84 Al 20
783 767) [ 3550}
Out I Tzl
Saviers Re




City Traffic Counters

£626.256.4171 File Name : RoseBard
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 04/24/2003
PageNo 3
Rose Ave Bard Rd Rose Ave Bard Rd
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
. R . R R R . R
Start Thr | Rig App. Thr | Rig App. Thri Rig App. Thr | Rig App. int.
. Left . on Left oni -0 | Left on Left on
Time U ht red Total u ht red Total 1] ht red Total u{ ht red Total | Total
Peak Hour.From 12:00 PM to 05:45 PiM - Peak 1 of 1
'"terse"g 04:15 PM
Volume 262 518 238 982 1111 13 281 122 79 5B05| 42 330 5 4 3811168 250 28 15 4B61| 2458
! 23. 46. 21. b7. 24. 15, 11. 86, 36, b4,
Percent e - 4 8.3 26 6 5 6 o 6 13 1.0 4 5 6.1 33
Vgiﬂg 55 149 50 18 281| 7 87 3% 26 18 11 75 2 .1 89| 32 5 5 4 97| 623
-Peak 0986
Factor
High int. 04:30.PM . 05:00 PM 04:15 PM . 04:45 PM
Volume 84 131 55 26 29%|. 7 8 36 26 156| 14 88 1 0 103 59 54 10 5 128
Peak .
Factor | 0.938 0.800 0.925 0.900
Rose Ave
Out n Total
e
|__238] 518] 2627 oz
Right Thru ek R
i—b on red
= R o R
o eE- T I_‘"zﬁ o
e I = North = | 7
s 5 | e —Eing
5 =¥ = 3 4115100 B =] g5§
o L o= 4103 500 - &
— B 00:08 P cE Y
3 L2 3 unshied s M
9 1 =
ket Thru_ Right onred
[C42[_=30 I
560) [_a81) [_ea)
Out I Total
Rose Ave




APPROVED AND PENDING PROJECTS LIST, TRIP GENERATION TABLE AND
PROJECTS LOCATION MAP '



Dennis Lammers

From: Edgar Hipolite [Edgar.Hipolito@ci.oxnard.ca.us)

Sent: Monday, June 13, 2005 9:25 AM

To. Dennis Lammers

Subject: Approved/Pending Project List for Oxnard College Park TrafficStudy
Dennis,

Please use the following projects for approved/pending projects:

Link: http://www.cl.oxnard.ca.us/developsves/planning/summaries/main.html

Residential:
1. Rose/Pleasant Valley 98 Condos/12 Live Work 23.Paragen 159 Condos 55.

Villa Cesar
Chavez 58 SFD XX. add Oxnard College Master Plan Traffie also. .

Commercial:

18.Long John Silvers Fast Food 2800 SF
19.Channel Pointe 29,600 SF commercial
20. 8063 SF Commercial

25. 48,820 SF Commercial

29. 27,222 SF Library

32. 14,282 S8F Walgreens

Regards,

Edgar Hipolito
Asgsgistant Traffic Engineer

City of Oxnard

Traffic Engineering & Signals
305 West Third Street

Oxnard, CA 93003

ph: 805-385-7869
fax: 805-385-73907
email: edgar.hipolito@ci.oxnard.ca.us



05025 OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN

Pending and Approved Projects Trip Generation

Pass-by ADT P.M.
Land Use Size] Factor Rate| irips Rate] Trips| In%] Trips| Out%! Trips
1 Condominium 98 1.00 5.86 574 0.52 51 67% 34 33% 17
Live/Work Unit 12 1.00 5.86 70 0.52 8 67% 4 33% 2
33 Condominium 159 1.00 5,86 932 0.52 83 67% 56 33% 27
55 8Fb 58 1.00 9.57 555 1.01 59 64% 38 36% 21
18 Fast Food Rest. 2,800 0.70 496.12 872 34.64 68 52% 35 48% 33
19 Specialty Retail 29,600 0.70 40.67 843 3.66 76 50% 38 50% 38
20 Specialty Retail 8,083 0.70 40.67 230 3.66 21 50% 11 50% 10
25 Specialty Retail 48,820 0.70 - 4067 1,380 3.66 125 50% 63 50% 62
30 Public Library 27,222 1.00 54.00 1,470 7.09 193 48% 93 52% 100
32 Drug Store 14,438 .70 80,06 810 8.42 85 50% 43 50% 42
N.A. Oxnard College MP
Year 2009 * 12,482 1.00 N.A. 3,712 N.A. 389 N.A. T 229 N.A. 160
Project Total: 11,658 1,156 644 512

Project number relates to City of Oxnard Planning & Environmental Services Project Lisls.

* Oxnard Coliege MP EIR Year 2009 student level of 12,482 students. ATE Project #03018.01. ‘




/ E NGINEERS

T ranspoRTATION APPROVED AND PENDING PROJECTS LOCATION

! ‘l
N
NOT TG SCALE
O GONZALES
> ROAD
Z St
,035 —_—
T3 ST
)
O =
® a Q
<
lw]
WOOLEY (J RD
1 2
m
oy
> .
é EMERSON AVE
~
wy
S . 125
CHANNEL ISLANDS @ BLVD
W= = '
z OXNARD
COLLEGE
L BARD RD
\&
# NI~
/ >
@ |7
m
PLEASANT
HUENEME ROAD LEGEND
@ - Residential Project Location
- Commercial Project Location
- Oxnard Coflege Master Plan
ASSOCIATED CITY OF OXNARD FIGURE @

’)




PRIVATE CONTRACTOR BASEBALL/SOFTBALL WEEKDAY TRIP GENERATION



WEEKDAY TRIP GENERATION

OXNARD COLLEGE PARK PROJECT - ATE #05025

Private Contractor Sport Complex
Weekday Trip Generation for 5 Fields

Youth Baseball

Youth Players - 20 teams(a) 280 224 112 112 224 560

Coaches - 2 per team(b) 40 20 10 10 20 40

Spectators - 16 per team(c} 320 a0 40 40 80 160
Total 162 162 324 760

{0) Spectators only with 2 per vehicle. 50% of total are parents that transport players,
Peak hour trips assume 10 teams arrival and 10 teams departure during P.M. peak hour period.

(a) Number of vehicles and trip generation assumes parents drive players and 25% of players share rides.
{b) Assumes 50% of coaches would be non-parents of players.




COMMUNITY PARK SPORTS COMPLEX TRIP WEEKDAY G.ENERATION



WEEKDAY TRIP GENERATION

OXNARD COLLEGE PARK PROJECT - ATE #05025

Community Park Sports Fields
Weekday Trip Generation

ATE ATE # of Total ADT Total P.M.
Project # Project Name Fields ADT per Field P.M. pet Field
04031 Riverbend Park 6 359 60.0 177 29.5

9 659 73.0 281 31.2
00097 Damon Garcia Park 4 246 61.5 123 30.8
6 356 59.3 178 29.7
01012  |Carp Bluffs Park 2 106 53.0 53 26.5
4 332 83.0 99 24.8
03064 Santa Maria Landfill 10 847 84.7 196 19.6
Average Trip Generation per Field 68.0 28.0

ATE ATE # of ADT Total P.M. - PM.
Project # Project Name Fields per Field ADT per Field per Field
05025 |College Park 5 68.0 340 28.0 140




WEEKDAY TRIP GENERATION - PHASES I & II

LOMPOC RIVERBEND PARK PROJECT - ATE #04031

Weekday Trip Generation (December - February)

R . S s ol SiRiMePeakcHour g b g
' 0 Use - :[-iPersons-{ ‘Vehicles - In. o Quit Y Total |- ADT
AYSO Practice (North Fields)
Youth Players (12 teams)(a) 144 115 29 115 144 288
Coaches (2 per teamib) 24 i2 0 12 12 24
Spectators (4 per team) (¢} 48 24 0 24 24 48
Babe Ruth Game (Existing Field)
Youth Players (2 teams)(d) 32 26 0 26 26 51
Coaches (2 per team)(b) 4 2 0 2 2 4
Spectators (4 per team}{(c) 8 4 0 4 4 B
Caretakers Unit 1 i 1 0 1 7
Total 30 183 213 430

a2 Number of vehicles and trip generation assurmes parents drive players and 25% of players share rides.
ADT assume 25% of parents drop off players and then return to pick up players after practice.

b Assumes 50% of coaches would be nen-parents of players.

Spectators only with 2 per vehicle. Does not include parents that transport players.

d Number of vehicles and trip generation assumes parents drive players and 25% of players share rides,
Peak hour trips assume games/practices end during P.M. peak hour period.

La)

Weekday Trip Generation (March-July)

T g T BT

Girls Softhall Practice (North Fields)
Youth Players (2 teams)(a) 24 19 19 5 24 48
Coaches {3 per teamj(b}) 6 3 3 0 3 6
Spectators {4 per team)(c) 8 4 4 0 4 8
Little League Practice (North Fields)
Youth Players (3 teams)(a) 36 29 29 7 36 72
Coaches (2 per team){b) 6 3 3 0 3 6
Spectators (4 per team)(c} ) 12 6 6 0 6 12
Babe Ruth Game (Existing Field}
Youth Players (2 teams){d) 32 26 26 0 26 51
Coaches (2 per team)(b} 4 2 2 0 2 4
Spectators {4 per team){C) 8 4 4 0 4 8
Caretakers Unit i 1 1 o 1 7

Total 97 12 109 222

a MNumber of vehicles and trip generation assumes parents drive players and 25% of players share rides.
ADT assume 25% of parents drop off players and then return to pick up players after practice.

b Assumes 50% of coaches would be non-parents of players,

Spectators only with 2 per vehicle. Does not include parents that ransport players.

d Number of vehicles and trip generation assumes parénts drive players and 25% of players share rides.
Peak hour trips assume games/practices start during P.M. peak hour period.

[al

Weekday Trip Generation (August-November)

S “PeakiHotir: " .
SRR T e T “@ut.-- 1 Total

Youth Football (North Fields)
Youth Players {6 teams){a) 150 120 120 30 150 300
Coaches (3 per team}{b) 30 15 15 0 15 30
Spectators (4 per team}){c) 24 12 12 0 12 24
Babe Ruth Game (Existing Field)
Youth Players (2 teams)(d) 32 26 26 0 26 51
Coaches (2 per team){b) 4 2 2 0 2 4
Spectators (4 per tearm)(c) 8 4 4 0] 4 8
Caretakers Unit 1 1 1 0 1 7

Total 180 30 210 424

a Number of vehicles and trip generation assumes parents drive players and 25% of players share rides.
ADT assume 25% of parents drop off players and then return to pick up players after practice.

b Assumes 50% of coaches would be non-parents of players,

¢ Spectators onby with 2 per vehicle. Does not include parents that transport players,

d  Number of vehicles and trip generation assumes parents drive players and 25% of players share rides,
Peak hour trips assume games/practices start during P.M. peak hour period.

: *Pedk Hour ™ R
: CHn i) iQut ] iTetal o ADT
|Weekday Trip Generation (Average) 52 125 177 359

- 6 Telds



WEEKDAY TRIP GENERATION - PHASE 11l

LOMPOC RIVERBEND PARK PROJECT - ATE #04031

Weekday Trip Generation (December - February)

G o el PM Peak:Hour i SRS
e L lse :|-Persons Citnel i Qut Total - ADT
AYSO
Youth Players {6 teams)(a) 72 58 14 58 72 144
Coaches (2 per team)(b) 12 6 0 6 6 12
Spectators (4 per team)(c) 24 12 0 12 12 24
Tennis Courts (4 courts)(d) NA 60 7 7 14 120
Total 21 83 104 300

a Number of vehicles and trip generation assumes parents drive players and 25% of players share rides.

ADT assume 25% of parents drop off players and then return to pick up players after practsce
b Assumes 50% of coaches would be non-parents of players.
¢ Spectators only with 2 per vehicie. Does not include parents that transport players.

Peak hour trips assume games/practices end during P.M. peak hour period.

d Tennis Court trip generation based on SANDAG studies.

Weekday Trip Generation (March-)uly)

e

AYSO

Youth Players (6 teams}(a) 72 58 58 14 72 144

Coaches (2 per team)(b) 12 6 6 0 6 12

Spectators (4 per team)(c) 24 12 12 0 12 24

Tennis Courts (4 courts)(d) NA 60 7 7 14 120
Total 83 21 104 300

a  Number of vehicles and trip generation assumes parents drive players and 25% of players share rides.

ADT assume 25% of parents drop off players and then return to pick up players after practice.
b Assumes 50% of coaches would be non-parents of players,
c Spectators only with 2 per vehicle. Does not include parents that transport players.

Peak hour trips assume games/practices start during P.M. peak hour period.

d Tennis Court trip generation based on SANDAG studies,

Weekday Trip Generation (August-November)

e

A “i [ iPersons: hicle:
AYS0
Youth Players (6 teams)(a) 72 58 58 14 72 144
Coaches (2 per team)(b) 12 6 6 0 6 12
Spectators (4 per team)(c) 24 12 12 0 12 24
Tennis Courts (4 courts)(d) NA 60 7 7 14 120
Total 83 21 104 300
a Number of vehicles and trip generation assumes parents drive players and 25% of players share rides.
ADT assume 25% of parents drop off players and then return to pick up players after practice.
b Assumes 50% of coaches wouid be non-parents of players. '
c Spectators only with 2 per vehicle. Does not include parents that transport players.
Peak hour trips assume games/practices start during P.M, peak hour period.
d Tennis Court trip generation based on SANDAG studies.
. P:M.Peak'Hour . | . . .
in ) Out U Total < - ADT -
[Weekday Trip Generation (Average) 42 62 104 300

" Y Phase TAa0
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Trip Generation Worksheet ATE 2 Ccoc ﬁ‘ ?

Associated Transporation Engineers

DAMON GARCIA SPORTS FIELDS

AYSO - WEEKNIGHTS

PM PEAK HOUR

6 FIELDS # PERSON! AVO INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL ADT
Youth Players 144 1.25 115 17 132
Spectators 24 1.00 24 0 24
Referees 6 1.00 6 0 6

Subtotal 174 145 17 162
Misc. Trips 15 2 16

Totals 160 19 178 356

Notes:

P.M. peak hour assumes games start at 5:30 P.M.

Trig generation assumes 1 game per field per evening, 12 players per tearn = 24 players per fiel
Outbound during P.M. peak hour assumes 15% of Youth Players dropped off.

Miscelianous Trips assumed 1o be 10% to account for adminstrators, vendors, etc.

ADT based on P.M. PHT x 2.0.

ADULT - WEEKNIGHTS
PM PEAK HOUR

4 FIELDS # PERSON: AVO INBOUND OUTBOUND TOTAL ADT
Piayers : 120 1.5 80 12 92
Spectators 16 1.00 16 -0 16
Referees 4 1.00 4 0 4

Subtotal 140 100 12 112
Misc. Trips 10 1 11

Totals 110 13 123 246
Notes:

P.M. peak hour assumes games start at 5:30 P.M. _

Trig generation assumes 1 game per field per evening, 15 players per team = 30 players per fiel
Outbound during P.M. peak hour assumes 15% of Players dropped off.

Miscellanous Trips assumed to be 10% to account for adminstrators, vendors, etc.

ADT based on P.M. PHT x 2.0.
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Trip Generation Worksheet

Associated Transporation Engineers 11-Jul-05

CARPINTERIA BLUFFS PARK

AYSO - WEEKDAYS (PRACTICES 3:00-7:00 P.M.)

4 FIELDS # PERSONS AVO ADT PM PEAK
Youth Players 144 1.25 230 69
Spectators 24 1.00 48 14
Coaches 12 1.00 24 7

Subtotal 302 90
Misc. Trips 30 9

Totals 332 99
Notes:

ADT assumes 4 fields, 1 team per field, 12 players per team, 2 spectators per team, 1 coach per team, 3 practice sessions per field.
P.M. peak hour assumes 30% during peak 1-hour period to account for one set of teams arriving and one set departing during peald

10% miscellanous trips.

CARPINTERIA VALLEY LITTLE LEAGUE (PRACTICES 4:00-7:30 P.M.)

1 FIELD # PERSONS AVO ADT PM PEAK
Youth Players 48 1.25 76 38
Spectators 8 1.00 16 8
Coaches 4 1.00 8 4

Subtotal ' 100 50
Misc. Trips 10 &

Totfals ) : 110 55
Notes:

ADT assumes | field, 2 teams per field, 12 players per team, 2 spectators per team, 1 coach per team, 2 practice sessions per field.
P.M. peak hour assumes 50% during peak I-hour period to accout for one set of teams arriving and one set departing during pealﬂ

10% misceflancus trips.

ADULT SOFTBALL (GAMES 6:00-7:15 P.M.)

2 FIELDS # PERSONS AVO ADT PM PEAK
Players 48 1.25 76 - 38
Spectators 8 1.00 16 8
Umpires 2 1.00 4 2

Subtotal 96 48
Mise. Trips 10 5

Totals 106 53
Notes:

ADT assumes 2 fields, 2 teams per field, 12 players per team, 2 spectators per team, ! umpire per field.
P.M. peak hour assumes 50% during peak 1-hour period to account for arrivals.
10% miscetlanous trips.




ATE & orobs

Trip Generation Worksheet

Assoctated Transporation Engineers L1-Jul.08

SANTA MARIA LANDFILL SPORTS FIELDS # 03064

JANUARY - FEBRUARY
ADULT/YOUTH SOCCER - WEEKDAYS (PRACTICES 4:00-8:00 P.M.)
COMPONENT # PERSONS AVO ADT PM PEAK
Piayers 360 1.25 576 144
Coaches 24 1.00 48 12

Totals 624 156
Notes:

ADT assumes 24 teams total, 15 players per team, I coach per team
P.M. peak hour assumes 25% during peak 1-hour period to account for 3 teams arriving and 3 teams departing during peak hour.

MARCH - JUNE
ADULT/YOUTH SOFTBALL AND BASEBALL
WEEKDAYS (GAMES/PRACTICE 4:00-8:00 P.M.)

COMPONENT # PERSONS AVO ADT PM PEAK
Players 480 125 768 192
Coaches 24 1.00 48 12
Spectators 24 1.00 48 12
Umpires 6 1.00 iz 3

Totals 876 219
Notes:

ADT assumes 24 teams total, [2 teams practice and 12 teams game, 20 players per team, 2 spectators per team,

1 coach per team, | umpire per game.
P.M. peak hour assumes 25% during peak 1-hour period to account for 6 teams arriving and 6 teams departing during peak hour.

Soccer:

Baseball:

JULY - NOVEMBER
ADULT/YOUTH SCCCER - WEEKDAYS (PRACTICES 4:00-9:00 P.M.)
ADULT/YOUTH SOFTEALL/BASEBALL - WEEKDAYS {PRACTICES 4:00-8:00 P.M.)

COMPONENT # PERSONS AVQO ADT PM PEAK

Soccer

Players 540 1.25 864 173

Coaches 36 1.00 72 14

Baseball

Players 60 1.25 96 24

Coaches 4 1.00 8 2
Totals 1040 213

Notes:

ADT assumes 36 teams total, 15 players per teamn, 1 coach per team

P.M. peak hour assumes 20% during peak 1-hour period to account for 7 teams arriving and 7 teams departing during peak hour.
ADT assumes 4 teams total, 15 players per ream, 1 coach per team

P.M. peak hour assumes 25% during peak 1-hour period to account for players arriving and departing during peak hour.




ATE # 0Bobs

Trip Generation Worksheet
Associated Transporation Engineers

11-Jul.05

SANTA MARIA LANDFILL SPORTS FIELDS

03064

JANUARY - NOVEMBER

ALL USES

COMPONENT # PERSONS AVO ADT PM PEAK

Jan/Feb N.A. N.A. 624 156

March/June N.A. N.A. 876 219

July/Nov N.A, N.A, 1040 213
Average 847 196




WEEKEND PARKING DEMAND TABLE



WEEKEND PARKING GENERATION

COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN - ATE #05025

Weekend Parking Generation: Sports Fields

Adult Soccer Tournament (5 fields)
Players (25 teams)(a) 375 188
Coaches (2 per team)(b) 60 45
Spectators (4 per team)(c) 120 60
Referee (1 per game) 15 15
Total 308
Baseball Regional Tournament (5 fields)
Players (25 teams)(d) 300 150
Coaches (2 per team)(b) 60 45
Spectators (4 per team}(c) 120 60
Umpires (2 per game) 30 30
Total : 285

a Number of vehicles assumes 15 players per team; 50% of players share rides.

b Number of vehicles assumes 25% of coaches share rides.

¢ Number of spectators that do not travel with players. Assume 2 per vehicle.

d Number of vehicles assumes 12 players per team; 50% of players share rides {regional tournament)



WEEKEND PARKING GENERATION

COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN - ATE #05025

Weekend Parking Generation: Park Components without Sports Fields

Community Center 26 KSF 595 89 45
Restaurant 8.5 KSF 17.2 0.5 73
Open Space 8 Acres 5.1 41
Subtotal 159 .
North Parcel

Cultural Center 30 KSF 686 103 52
TOTAL 211




INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATION WORKSHEETS

Reference 1 -
Reference 2 -
Reference 3 -
Reference 4 -
Reference 5 -
Reference 6 -
Reference 7 -
Reference 8 -
Reference 9 -

- Reference 10 -

Reference 11 -
Reference 12 -
Reference 13 -
Reference 14 -
Reference 15 -
Reference 16 -
Reference 17 -
Reference 18 -

Saviers Road/Channel islands Boulevard
Saviers Road/Bard Road

Saviers Road/Hueneme Road

Rose Avenue/5th Street

Rose Avenue/Wooley Road

Rose Avenue/Emerson Avenue

" Rose Ave/Oxnard Boulevard (State Route 1)

Rose Avenue/Channel Islands Boulevard

Rose Avenue/Bard Road

Rose Ave/Pleasant Valley Road

Bard Rd/Pleasant Valley Road

Olds Road/Pleasant Valley Road -

Rice Avenue/Gonzales Road

Rice Avenue/5th Street

Rice Avenue/Woaoley Road

Rice Avenue/Channel Islands Boulevard

State Route 1 Southbound Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road
State Route T Northbound Ramps/Pleasant Valley Road



OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025 REFERENCE #01-PM

INTERSECTION CAPAGITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET
COUNT DATE: 05/2005

TIME PERIOD: P.M. PEAK HOUR

N/S STREET: SAVIERS ROAD

E/W STREET: CHANNLE ISLANDS BLVD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
[A) EXSTING 252 B52 133 223 988 147 164 TI0 137 184 064 130
{B) PENDING AND APPROVED 4 50 16 34 58 0 0 39 4 16 30 L@
{C) PROJECT 0 0 0 20 0 0 0 47 0 4] 43 18

GEOMETRICS

NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND

EXISTING GEOMETRICS ~ L. TT TR LTT TR LTTR LTTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS

MOVE- | #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES | SCENARIQV/G RATIOS
MENTS LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 1600 262 256 256 0.16 * 016 * 0,18 *
NBT 3 4800 852 902 902 0.20 0.21 a.21
NBR (&} 0 -0 10 124 124 0.0¢ 0.00 0.00
8BL 1 1600 223 287 277 0.14 0.16 0.17
SEBT 3 4800 995 10683 1053 0.23 * 024 024 *
SBR b} 0 0 122 22 122 . 0.00 .00 0.00
EBL 1 1600 164 1684 164 010 * 0.40 * 410 *
EBT 2 3200 710 749 796 0.22 023 0.25
EBR {g) 1 1600 86 35 a9 0,05 0.06 0.06
waL 1 1600 184 200 200 0.12 .13 0.13
WBT 2 3200 964 084 1037 080~ 031 - 032 *
WBR (a) 1 1600 88 0o 121 006 | 007 0.08
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.79 0.81 0.82
LEVEL OF SERVICE: < 2] D

NOTES:

(a) 17% RTOR COUNTED

() 17% RTOR COUNTED

(c) 37% RTOR COUNTED

0710505

(@ 32% RTOR COUNTED




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

REFERENCE #01-PM_MIT

COUNT DATE:  05/2005
TIME PERIOD:  P.M. PEAK HOUR MITIGATED INTERSECTION
N/S STREET: SAVIERS ROAD SOUTHBOUND L TTT R
E/W STREET: CHANNEL ISLANDS BLVD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL
TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY
NORTHBOUND  SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
(A} EXISTING 2652 BS2 133 223 e85 147 164 70 137 184 964 130
(8) PENDING AND APPROVED 4 B 18 34 68 0 0 B e 16 3 30
(C) PROJECT 0 0 ¢ 20 o0 ¢ 0 a7 0 0 4 18
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND $OUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
MITIGATED GEOMETRICS LTT TR L TT TR LTTR LTTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCEMARIO 1: EXISTING (A) ]
SCENARIO 2 EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- #OF CAPACITY SCEMARIO VOLUMES SCENARIO VIC RATIOS
MENTS | LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2z 3 "4
NBL 1 1600 252 256 266 0.16 * | 0.16 016 *
NBT 3 4800 852 802 B2 0.20 021 024
NBR (3} 0 ¢ 10 124 124 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBL 1 1600 223 257 277 0.14 0.16 097
SBT a 4800 pos 1053 1053 021 * | o0z 022 *
SBR 1 1600 147 147 147 0.08 0.09 0.00
£8L i 1600 184 184 164 040 * | 010 a0 *
EBT 2 3200 710 748 786 0.22 Q.23 0.25
EBR (b 1 1600 8% 8 89 0.05 0.08 0.06
WBL 1 1600 185 200 200 012 0.13 0.13
WBT 2 3200 964  gs4 1037 030 * | 031 032 *
WER (o) 1 1800 88 109 121 0.06 o.07 0.08

INTERSEGTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.77 0.79 0.80

LEVEL OF SERVICE: g [ c
NOTES:

(&)
®)
{c)

17% RTOR COUNTED
37% RTOR COUNTED ¢
32% RTOR COUNTED




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

REFERENCE #§2-PM

COUNT DATE: 04/2003
TIME PERIOD: P.M. PEAK HOUR
N/S STREET: SAVIERS RD
E/W STREET: BARD RD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL
TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
{A) EXISTING 52 654 61 263 B4 116 75 278 66 74 302 212
(8) PENDING AND APPROVED a 18 12 49 20 7 7 21 0 14 7 49
(C} PROJECT 0 0 19 0 ] 0 0 16 0 18 15 0
GEOMETRICS
_ NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTTR LT TR LTTR LTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1; EXISTING (&)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2! EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- - | #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES ENARIO V, Tl
MENTS | LaNES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 1600 2 5 &8 0.05 0.05 0.05
NBT - 2 3200 684 672 672 0.22 023 *] 024
NER 0 1} 61 73 82 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBL 1 1600 253 302 302 0,16 010 * | 018 *
SBT 2 3200 640 678 &8 0.24 026 0.25
SBR [ 0 18 123 123 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBL 1 1600 75 82 82 045 005 * | 005 "
£8T 2 3200 218 289 316 0.11 0.11 0.12
EBR ] 0 6 65 85 0.00 0.00 0.00
waL H 1600 4 8 103 0.05 0.08 0.08
weT 1 1600 302 319 334 0.19 020 * | o021 -
WER 1 1600 212 261 262 0.13 0.18 0.16

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION; 0,62 0.67 0.69

LEVEL OF SERVICE: B B 8
NOTES:




OXMARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

REFEREMNCE #03-PM

COUNT DATE: 05/2003
TIME PERIOD:  P.M. PEAK HOUR
N/S STREET: SAVIERS ROAD
E/WSTREET:  HUENEME ROAD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL
TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY
NORTH BOUND _ SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R T R
(A} EXISTING o 1} 0 60 ] 170 140 380 0 730 200
{B) PENDING AND APPROVED 0 0 o] 3 0 23 18 4 0 6 3
{CY PROJECT 4] 0 [} 4 0 1 11 0 a4 ¢ &
GEOMETRICS
NORTHBOUND  SOUTHBOUND  EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LR LT TR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2 EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED {A+B)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING +APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- | #OF GAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES SCENARIQ VIC RATIOS
MENTS LANES 1 2 3 4 1 3 4
NBL 0 0 0 0 i) 0.00 0.00 0.00
NBT 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
NER 0 0 o ¢ 0 000 0.00 -0.00
8BL 1 1600 60 B3 87 008 0.05_ * 0.05 *
SBT 0 0 0 1} [4] 0.00 0.00 0,00
SBR (&) 1 1600 170 193 204 0.11 0.12 .13
EBL i 1600 140 188 169 009 9.10 * 011 -
EBT 1 1600 380 384 384 0.24 024 0.24
EBR 0 V] 0 0 1+ Q.00 0.0¢ 0.00
WBL 0 1 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 .00
WET 1 1600 730 736 736 046 * 045 * 0.46 *
WEBR 1 1600 200 203 208 0.13 ¢13 0.13

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTLLIZATION: 0.80 0.61 0.62

LEVEL OF SERVICE: A B B
NOTES:

(a)

NOT CRITICAL; OVERLAP WITH EB LT

08/08/05




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

COUNT DATE:
TIME PERICD;
N/S STREET:

EMW STREET:

052005

P.M. PEAK HOUR
ROSEAVE

5TH STREET

CONTROL TYPE:  SIGNAL

REFERENCE #04-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

(a) 23% RTOR COUNTED
() 20 FEET WIDE THRU/RIGHT-TURN LANE

NORTH BOUND  SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L_T R L I R L T R L T R
(A} EXISTING 18 1243 74 17 12286 211 397 352 39 157 357 3
{B) PENDING AND AFPROVED 5 51 ) 0 76 0 o 0 4 4 0 a
{C) PROJECT 4 28 0 0 31 0 0 [+ 5 0 0 4]
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
.EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTT TR L TT TR LT R LTTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS
SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SGENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2; EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MdVE- #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES NARI RAT}
MENTS LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 1600 18 23 27 ) 0.05 0405 *| 005 *
NBT 3 4800 1243 1284 1323 0.27 0.29 0.20
NBR [¢] 0 74 78 79 0.00 0.00 0,00
SBL 1 1600 17 17 1t . 005 0.05° 0.05
SBT 3 4800 : 122¢ 1305 1328 0.28 031 *| 0%
SBR (a) 0 0 162 162 162 0.00 000 0.00
EBL 2 3200 347 M7 47 0.41 0.1 0.1
EBT 1 1600 352 352 352 0.22 022 *} 022 *
EBR 1 1600 39 43 48 0.02 0.02 0.03
WEBL 1 1600 157 1681 161 ‘P 010 010 *| 010
WBT 2 3200 357 357 35T .12 912 0.12
WER (b) 0 0 31 31 a1 0.00 0.00 0.00
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.66 0.68 0.68
LEVEL OF SERVICE: B B B
NOTES:

Arrrienn

i
|




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET
COUNT DATE: 05/2005

TIME PERIOD: P.M. PEAK HOUR

N/S STREET: ROSE AVE

E/W STREET: WOOLEY RD

CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL

REFERENCE #05-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
(A) EXISTING 25 1022 87 21 1307 534 368 215 48 185 382 35
(B) PENDING AND APPROVED 6 65 5 0 o1 0 0 0 8 4 [ 0
() PROJECT 3 34 0 ] a7 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTTR LTTR LL T TR LTTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A) ‘
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED {A+B)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES SCENARIO V/G RATIOS
MENTS | LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 1600 25 3 34 0.05 0.05 0.05 *
NBT 2 3200 1022 1087 1121 0.32 0.34 0,36
NBR 1 1600 187 192 192 0.12 0.12 0.12
SBL 1 1600 21 21 21 £.05 0.05 0.05
SBT .2 3200 1307 1388 1435 0.4 0.44 0.45 *
SBR 1 1600 534 534 534 0.33 0.32 0.33
EBL 2 3200 368 368 268 0.2 0.12 012 *
EBT 2 3200 215 215 215 0.08 0.08 0.09
EBR 0 0 4 5 60 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBL 1 1600 185 189 189 : 0.12 0.12 0.12
WBT 2 3200 g2 as2  3@2 0.13 0.13 0.13 *
WBR 0 0 3% 38 35 0.00 0.00 0.00

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.71 0.74 0.75

LEVEL OF SERVICE: [ c c
NOTES:

QWO8/05




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET
COUNT DATE: 05/2005

TIME PERIQD: P.M. PEAK HOUR

NI5 STREET: ROSE AVE

E/W STREET: EMERSON AVE

CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL

REFERENCE #06-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

NORTH BOUND _ SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R _t T R L T R L T R
(&)  EXISTING 47 765 30 133 1161 188 241 03 41 35 62 70
() PENDING AND APPROVED o 77T 3 ¢ 15 o o 0 @ 3 o o
(C) PROJECT 1 3 1 o0 4 o o0 0 1 1 0 o
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND  SOUTHBOUND  EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LITR LTTR L TR LTTIR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+R)
SCENARIO 2 EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- | #oOF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES SCENARIO /G RATIOS
MENTS | Lanes 12 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 1600 a4 48 ) 0.05 0.05 0.05 *
NBT 2 3200 765 842 880 0.24 0.26 0.28
NER 1 1600 3 3 a4 0,02 0.02 0.02
SBL 1 1600 133 133 133 0.08 0.08 0.08
SBT 2 3200 161 1266 1308 036 0.40 041 *
$BR 1 1600 188 168 168 0.11 0.41 0.11
EBL 1 1600 211 211 21 013 0.13 013
BT % 1600 02 03 @ 0.08 0.08 0.08
EBR 9 0 M 4 4 0.00 000 | 000
WBL 1 1600 3% 38 39 0.05 0.05 0.05
WET 2 200 62 62 62 0.07 0.07 0.07 *
WBR 0 0 7 T 70 0.00 0.00 0.00

INTERSEGTION CAPAGITY UTILIZATION: 0.61 0.65 0.66

7 LEVEL OF SERVICE: 2 8 B

NOTES:




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET
COUNT DATE:
TIME PERIOD;

N/ STREET:
EMW STREET

052005

P.M. PEAK HOUR

ROSE AVE

OXNARD BLVD(STATE ROUTE 1)

CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL

REFERENCE #07-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

NORTH BOUND SOQUTH BQUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
(A) EXISTING 59 785 7 32 123 22 o 183 27 0 775 104
(B} PENDING AND APPROVED 50 81 0 i 102 0 0 1 81 0 0 0
(©) PROJECT 84 41 [ 0 46 0 0 0 68 0 o 0
GECMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SQUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTTR LLTTR TT R TT R
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A}
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PEMDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES SCENARIO V/C RATIOS
MENTS | LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 a4
NBL 1 1600 159 200 273 040 * | o013+ | o7
NBT 2 3200 795 876 917 0.25 0.27 029
NBR 1 1600 7 7 7 0.00 0.00 0.00
saL 2 3200 32 33 33 0.05 0.05 0.05
S8BT 2 3200 1023 113z 1178 032 *| 035+ | o0ar~
SBR 1 1600 22 22 2 0.01 0.01 0.
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 000" [ 000
EBT 2 3200 163 164 164 007 0.07 0.07
EBR (a} 1 1600 88 79 83 0.04 0.05 0.05
WBL 0 0 0 o 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBT 2 3200 W5 OIS 7S 024 | 024 | 024+
WBR 1 1600 104 104 104 0.07 0.07 0.07

INTERSECTION GAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.66 0.72 073

LEVEL OF SERVICE: B ¢ ¢
NOTES:

(a)

VOLUME REDUCE FOR QVERLAP WITH NBLT




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

REFERENCE #08-PM

COUNT DATE:  05/2005
TIME PERIOD:  P.M, PEAK HOUR
N/S STREET: ROSE AVE
EMW STREET:  CHANNEL ISLANDS BLVD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL
TRAFFIC_VOLUME SUMMARY
NORTH BOUND  SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES t T R _L_ T R__L_ T R L T R
{A) EXISTING 185 805 110 127 825 345 404 425 ™ 326 765 12
{B8) PENDING AND APPROVED 34 80 8 15 116 63 52 H 44 [ a2 15
{C) PROJECT 66 105 17 1] 114 [ 0 0 72 19 0 4]
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTHBOUND  EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS L TT R L TT TR LL TT R LL TT R
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2; EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2! EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES R Vi
MENTS LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 a3 4
NBL 2 3200 195 220 295 0.06 0.07 0,09
NBT 2 3200 805 585 700 . 0.9 0.21 * 025 *
MBR 1 1600 110 116 133 0.07 0.067 . 0.08
SBL 1 1600 127 142 142 0.08 009 * 0.09 *
SBT 3 4800 825 941 1055 017 0.20 0.22
SBR (a) 1 1600 293 7 347 018 0.22 0.22
EBL 2 3200 404 456 456 . 0.13 G114 * Q.4 *
EBT 2 3200 425 456 456 0.13 0.14 .14
EBR H 1600 19% 235 307 012 0.15 019
weL 2 3200 326 as2 351 . .19 010 o1
WBT 2 3200 765 797 797 0.24 025 * 025 *
WBR 1 1600 42 27 27 0.01 0.02 0.02

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.64 0.89 0.73

LEVEL OF SERVICE: B B [+
NOTES:

(a} 20 FEET WIDE THRU/RT LANE ACTS AS SEPARATE THRU LANE AND RT LANE
15% RTOR COUNTED

07/05/03




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

REFERENCE #09-PM

COUNT DATE: 04/2003
TIME PERIOD: P.M. PEAK HOUR
N/S STREET: ROSE AVE
E/MW STREET: BARD RD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL
TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R Lo T R
{A) EXISTING 42 330 @ 262 518 330 168 260 43 13 201 201
{8) PENDING AND APPROVED 5 36 22 18 49 2 26 84 5 15 48 18
(C) PROJECT 0 31 0 0 27 28 30 7 0 [ 8 0
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTT R LTR LTTR LTTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIQ 2! EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- #OF CAPACITY NARIC Vi NARIO WG RATI
MENTS | LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 600 42 a7 47 005 005 005"
NBT 2 3200 330 366 397 0.10 0.11 0.42
NBR . 1 1600 ] 31 31 0.01 0.02 0.02
SBL 1 1600 T 262 280 280 0.16 0.18 .18
SBT 1 1600 51 568 595 0.32 03 * | 037"
SBR 1 1600 330 382 380 0.21 0.22 024
EBL 1 1600 168 194 224 01 012 * | 014
EBT 2 3200 250 304 311 0.08 0,11 0.1
EBR 0 0 43 48 48 £.00 0.00 0,00
WBL 1 1600 13 28 28 0.05 0.05 0.05
WBT 2 3200 291 33 345 0.15 017 * | o018 *
WBR 0 0 201 220 220 0.00 0.00 0.00

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION; 0.63 0.70 0.74

LEVEL OF SERVICE: B B [
NOTES:

Q9R0805




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET
COUNT DATE: 04/2003

TIME PERIOD: P.M. PEAK HOUR
N/S STREET: ROSE BLVD (SPLIT PHASED)
E/W STREET: PLEASANY VALLEY BLVD .

CONTROE TYPE: SIGNAL

REFERENCE #10-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

NORTHBOUND  SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
(A) EXSTING 54 73 10 136 121 158 186 346 15 46 £85 89
8 PENDING AND APPROVED 3 24 8 t B 3 B 10 8 13 20 2
{€) PROJECT 0 8 2 c 8 18 28 5 0 2 4 0
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTHBOUND  EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTTR LTTR LTTR LTTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALGULATIONS _
MOVE- #OF CAPACITY NARIO Vi NARIQ VIC RAT
MENTS | LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2z 3 4
NBL 1 1600 55 & &7 0.05 0.65 0.05
NBT 2 3200 737 105 0.07 007 * | 007 "
NBR 1 1600 10 1 22 001 0.0 0.01
SBL 1 1600 136 137 187 0.08 000+ | 009+
SET z 3200 1?1 180 187 0.07 0.07 0.07
SBR (a) 1 1600 158 157 218 &40 0.12 0.14
EBL 1 1600 186 222 245 0.2 044 " | 015 *
EBT 2 3200 6 856 361 o 0.14 odi
EBR 1 1600 B 2 m 0.01 0.01 0.01
WBL 1 1800 46 58 61 0.05 0.05 0.5
WET 2 3200 565 585 580 0.18 018 *| 018 *
WBR 1 1600 80 81 9t 0.06 0.06 .06

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.46 0.48 0.49

LEVEL OF SERVICE: A A A
NOTES:

(s} NOT CRITICAL DUE RTOR OVERLAP WITH EBLT




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CARACITY UTILIZATICN WORKSHEET

REFERENGCE #11-PM

COUNT DATE: 05/2003
TIME PERIOD: P.M. PEAK HOUR
NS STREET: BARD ST
E/W STREET: PLEASANT VALLEY RD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL
TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L ki R L T R L T R L T R
(A} EXISTING 0 0 D 266 D 66 70 &5 0 0 680 484
(8) PENDING AND APPROVED 0 0 [ a2 [} 0 0 16 0 0 33 -]
(C)  PROJECT o 0 0 7 0 0 o 7 0 [} 6 6
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTR LTR {a} L TR LTTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO £: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIQ 2; EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PRQJECT {A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATICNS
MOVE- #OF | CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES SCENARIO VIC RATIOS
MENTS LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 0 0 0 [ 0 0.60 0.00 0.00
NBT 1 1600 0 [} 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
NBR 0 0 0 0 4 0.00 0.0¢ 0.00
SBL 1 1600 266 348 388 017 * | g2+ | o022 ¢
sBT 1 1600 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBR 1 1600 [ ] 0.04 0.04 0.04
EBL 1 1600 70 70 70 oos | wos | 005+
EBT 1 1800 5 523 530 0.32 033 0.33
EBR [} ] 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBL 1 1600 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
WEBT 2 3200 680 723 720 037 | 041 ] 041
WER 0 0 484 583 589 0.00 0.00 0.00

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.59 0.68 0.68

LEVEL OF SERVICE: A B B
NOTES:

(@

DRIVEWAY

OrH05/05




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

COUNT DATE:
TIME PERIOD:
N/S STREET:

E/W STREET:
CONTROI. TYPE: SIGNAL

05/2005
P.M. PEAK HOUR

OLDS-RD.. {SPLIT PHASED)
PLEASANT VALLEY RD

REFERENCE #12-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY
NORTHBOUND  SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES R L T R L T R L T R
(A} EXISTING § W0 6 12 51 &8 78 41 841
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTR LTR L TR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIC 1: EXISTING (A)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE-- | . #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES SCENARIO VIC RATIOS
MENTS | LANES 1 1
NBL 0 0 50 0.00
NaT 1 1600 3 007 *
NBR 1 1600 57 0.04
sBL 0 0 10 0.00
SBT 1 1600 6 008 *
SBR 0 0 128 0.00
E8L 1 1600 51 0.05 *
EBT 1 1600 608 0.38
EBR 1 1600 79 0.05
WBL i 1600 41 0.03
WBT 1 1800 841 059 *
WBR 0 o 2 0.00

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.80

LEVEL OF SERVICE: c
NOTES:




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILEZATION WORKSHEET

REFERENCE #12-PM

COUNT DATE: 05/2005
TIME PERIOD; P.M. PEAK HOUR NEW GEOMETRY
N/S STREET: OLDS RD  {SPLIT PHASED)
E£/W STREET: PLEASANT VALLEY RD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL
. TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY
. NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
(A) EXISTING 99 3 57 10 B 120 5t €08 79 41 8414 2
{B) PENDING AND APPROVED [ 0 ¢ 0 0 [} 0 100 0 0 132 [
(C) PROJECT 0 0 0 ¢ 0 12 14 0 0 0 0 0
GEQMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
IMPROVED GEOMETRICS LT R LT R LTTR LTTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOQS
SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2 EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+E}
SCENARIO 2! EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATICNS
MOVE- #OF CAPAGCITY SCENARIQ VOLUMES RATI
MENTS | LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL il 0 90 @ 99 0.00 0.00 0.00
NBT 1 1600 3 3 3 007 007 * | 007 "
NBR 1 1600 87 &7 57 0.04 0.04 0.04
SBL & 0 10 10 10 0.00 0.00 0.0
SBT 1 1600 ' § 8 8 007 007 * | 007 *
SBR {a) 1 1600 70 0 7% 0.04 0.04 0.05
EBL 1 1600 51 51 85 0.05 005 * [ 005+
EBT 2 3200 608 708 708 0.19 022 0.22
EBR 1 1600 % v 79 -0.05 0.05 008
weL 1 1600 41 41 41 0.05 0.05 0.05
WBT 2 3200 841 1073 4073 0.28 034 “| 034 -
WBR 1 1600 2 2 2 0.00 ©.00 0.60
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.48 0.53 0.53
LEVEL OF SERVICE: ) A A A
NOTES:
{a) 46% RTOR OVERLAPWITHEBLT

Q0605




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

COUNT DATE: 12/2003

TIME PERIOD: P.M. PEAK HOUR
N/S STREET: RICE AVE

E/W STREET: GONZALES ROAD

CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL

REFERENCE #13-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

NORTH BOUND  SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L IR L R L T R
(&) EXISTING 437 1150 0 0 1194 576 574 0 222 0 0 ¢
8y PENDING AND APPROVED 5 56 0 " S 0 0 & 0 0 0
(©) PROJECT 4 24 o 0 24 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTHBOUND  EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTT TITR LITR LTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2 EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2 EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- | #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES SCENARIO VIC RATIOS
MENTS | LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 1600 437 442 448 027 *{ o028+ [ 028 ¢
NBT 2 3200 1150 1206 1230 0.36 038 0.38
NBR 0 o ¢ 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBT 3 4800 1194 1278 1302 025 * | 027+ | o027+
SBR (o) 1 1600 288 288 288 018 018 018
ERL 2 3200 574 674 574 048 * | o018 | o018+
EBT 0 0 0 [ 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBR 1 1600 227 228 233 014 0.14 0.15
WBL 0 0 0o -0 o 0.00 0.00 ‘0.00
WBT 1 1600 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
WER 0 ¢ ¢ 0 9 0.00 0.00 0.00

INTERSECTION GAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.70 0.73 0.73

LEVEL OF SERVICE: B ¢ c
NOTES:

{a) VOLUME REDUCED FOR OVERLAP WITH EB LT

07/05/05




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET
COUNT DATE: 05/2005

TIME PERIOD: P.M. PEAK HOUR
N/S STREET: RICE AVE
E/W STREET: 5TH STREET

CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL

REFERENCE #14-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
{A) EXISTING 61 1088 274 26 1388 290 95 283 25 =5 208 18
(8} PENDING AND APPROVED 6 78 3 0 92 [ 0 0 6 3 ] 0
(C) PROJECT 4 28 1 4 29 ] 0 0 & 2 0 0
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTTR LTTR LT TR LT TR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIC 1: EXISTING (A}
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT {A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- #OF CAPACITY SCENARIQ VOLUMES SCENARIO VIC RATIOS
MENTS LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 1600 &1 67 Fa 0.05 c.06 * 005
NBT 2 3200 1088 1166 1194 0,34 0.36 0.37
NER 1 600 274 277 278 0.17 0.17 0.17
SBL 1 1600 26 26 26 005 005 0.05
SBT 2 3200 1388 1480 1509 043 046 047 *
SER 1 1600 290 290 200 o.18 018 0.18
EBL 1 1600 05 95 o5 0.06 0.06 0.06
EBT 2 3200 283 283 283 0.10 010 0.10 *
EBR L] 0 25 3 38 0.00 0.00 Q.00
WEL 1 1600 218 218 220 0.13 0,14 * 014 *
WEBT 2 3200 208 208 208 0.07 0.07 Q.07
WBR L] ] 6 18 16 0.00 0.00 0.00

WTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.7 0.75 .76

LEVEL OF SERVICE: C < c
NOTES:




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

REFERENCE #15-PM

COUNT DATE:  05/2005
TIME FERIOD:  P.M. PEAK HOUR
NIS STREET: RICE AVE
E/W STREET: WOOLEY RD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL
TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY
NORTHBOUND  SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R 1 T R L T R
(&) EXISTING 164 1032 0 0 ez 40 34 0 42 o o o
® PENDING AND APPROVED 8 88 0 o 101 0 0 0 6 0 0 0
(©) PROJECT 0 32 ¢ o 3 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GECMETRICS LTT TT R LR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARICO 1: EXISTING (A) _
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+E}
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- | #OF CAPACITY SCENARID VOLUMES SCENARIO VIC RATIOS
MENTS [ LANES 1 2 3 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 1600 164 170 170 af0 = [ o1t | odf -
NBT 2 3200 1032 1120 1182 032 0.35 0.36
NBR o 0 0 0 o 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBL 0 0 0 [ 2 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBT 2 3200 1272 1378 1409 040 | 043 | 044+
SBR 1 1600 440 440 440 0.28 .28 028
EBL 2 2200 374 ar4  anm o1z * | 012 o1z -
EET 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBR 1 1600 42 4 48 0.03 0.03 0.03
wal. 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
WEBT 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBR 0 0 0 o 0 0.00 0.00 0.00

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.62 0.66 0.67

LEVEL OF SERVICE: B B =3
NOTES:

07105105




OXMARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET
COUNT DATE: 0512005

TIME PERIOD: P.M. PEAK HOUR

N/S STREET: RICE AVE

EAV STREET: CHANNEL ISLANDS BLVD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL

REFERENCE #16-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
(A)  EXISTING 443 947 0 [ 682  B61 201 [ 50 0 0 0
(B) PENDING AND APPROVED 7 51 0 9 63 47 46 0 7 0 0 o
(C) PROJECT [ 16 0 0 17 17 16 bl 1] [+] [+] ]

GEOMETRICS

NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND

EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTT TTR LL R
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)

SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROUJECT (A+B+C}

LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS

MOVE- #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES SCENARIQ V/C RATIOS

MENTS | LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

NBL 1 1600 443 450 450 028 ] 028 | 028"

NBT 2 3200 947 998 1014 0.30 0,31 0.32

NBR 0 0 0 o o - 0.00 0.00 0.00

SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00

SBY 2 3200 €82 T4E 762 039 * | 042 *{ 043 "

SBR (a} [ 0 562 602 616 0,00 0.00 0.00

EBL 2 3200 201 247 263 006 * | 008 ] 008>+

EBT 0 0 0 [ o 0.00 0.00 0.00

EBR 1 1600 50 57 &7 0.03 0.04 0.04

Wit o [ o [\ 0 0.60 0.060 0.00

WBT 0 0 0 0 ] 0.00 0,00 0,00

WBR 0 [} 0 0 0 0,00 0.00 0.00
INTERSEGTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.73 0.78 0.79
LEVEL OF SERVICE: ¢ ¢ ¢

NOTES:

) 15% RTOR COUNTED

Q065




OXMARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #5025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

COUNT DATE: 05/2005

TIME PERIOQD; FP.M. PEAK HOUR

NfS STREET: STATE ROUTE 1 8B RAMPS/OXNARD BLVD
E/MW STREET: PLEASANT VALLEY ROAD

CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL

REFERENCE #17-PM

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

NORTH BOUND  SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R_L T R _ L _ T R L T R
{A) EXISTING 300 6 [24] 151 135 52 65 574 5 27 828 BB0
(B} PENDING AND AFPROVED 74 0 2 0 [ 6 2 82 15 o} 50 0
{C) PROJECT 14 0 0 4] 0 0 ] 31 3 0 18 o
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTHBOUND  EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LTTR LTITR LT TR LTTR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS

SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B}
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)

LEVEL OF SERVICE GALCULATIONS
MOVE- #0QF CAPACITY NA Wi SCENARIO V/C RATIOS
MENTS LANES 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
NBL 1 1600 300 374 a8s 0.19 323 * 024 *
NBT 2 3200 6 6 6 .00 0.00 0.00
NBR 1 1600 =1} 101 101 .06 .06 0.06
SBL 1 1600 151 151 151 0.09 0.09 .08
SBT 2 3200 138 138 135 0.07 0.07 0,07 *
5BR Q o} 52 58 58 .00 0.00 0.00
EBL 1 1600 55 © 67 67 0.05 Q.05 * 005
EBT 2 3200 || 674 656 687 0.20 0.23 0,24
EBR i+ 0 51 66 514 0.00° 0.00 0.00
WBL 1 1600 27 27 ar - 0.02 0,02 0.02
WET 2 3200 8528 a7e 807 0.26 0.27 * 0.28 *
WBR (2} 1 1600 660 660 660 : 0.414 0.41 .41

INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.57 0.62 . 0,64

LEVEL OF SERVICE: A B B
NQOTES:

a) FREE RIGHT TURN

07/05/05




OXNARD COLLEGE PARK MASTER PLAN #05025
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION WORKSHEET

REFERENCE #18.PM

COUNT DATE: 05/2005
TIME PERIOD: FP.M. PEAK HOUR
N/S STREET: RICE AVE/STATE ROUTE 1 NB
E/W STREET: PLEASANT VALLEY ROAD
CONTROL TYPE: SIGNAL
TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
VOLUMES L T R L T R L T R L T R
(A)  EXISTING 378 13 % 0 [} 0 186 641 0 0 1141 335
(B) PENDING AND APPROVED 20 0 ¢ 0 0 0 59 22 0 [ 28 2
) PROJECT 3 0 0 0 0 [i] 16 15 0 0 16 0
GEOMETRICS
NORTH BOUND SOUTH BOUND EAST BOUND WEST BOUND
EXISTING GEOMETRICS LL TR LTT T TR
TRAFFIC SCENARIOS
SCENARIO 1: EXISTING (A)
SCENARIO 2: EXISTING+PENDING+APPROVED (A+B)
SCENARIO 2; EXISTINGHPENDING+APPROVED+PROJECT (A+B+C)
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
MOVE- #OF CAPACITY SCENARIO VOLUMES SCENARIO V/C RATIOS
MENTS LANES 1 2 3 4 3 2 3 4
NBL 2 3200 378 308 401 012+ 042 | 013 -
NBT 1 1600 3 13 123 0.07 0.07 0.07
NBR 0 0 25 25 25 0.00 0.00 0.00
sBL 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBT o o 0 0 [ 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBR 0 [ 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBL . 1 1600 186 -245 261 012 * | 015+ | o016 *
EBT 2 3200 641 663 678 0.20 0.21 0.21
EBR 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0,06 0.00
WBL 0 0 o 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBT 2 3200 1141 1169 1185 T044 * | 045+ | 045 ¢
WEBR (g} 0 0 255 256 256 000 | 000 0.00
INTERSECTION CAPACITY UTILIZATION: 0.68 0.72 0.74
LEVEL QF SERVICE: B c c
NOTES:
(a) 24% RTOR COUNTED

GH/06/05




Analyst

Agency/Co.

Date Performed
Analysis Time Period

TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

19-BL+PR-P.M.
ATE/D.L.

7/6/2005

P.M. PEAK HOUR

Intersection

Jurisdiction
Analysis Year

RQSE AVE/PROJECT MAIN

ENTRANCE

CITY OF OXNARD
BASELINE+PROJECT

Project Description

OXNARD COLLEG PARK MP #05025

EastWest Street: MAIN PROJECT DWY

North/South Street: ROSE AVE

Intersection Orientation

North-South

Study Period (hrs). 1.00

Major Street Northbound Southbound

Movement 1 : 2 3 4 5 6
L T R L T R

Volume 0 930 37 123 1417 0

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.80 0.90

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 0 1033 41 136 1574 0

Percent Heavy Vehicles 0 - — 4 - -

iMiedian Type Raised curb

RT Channelized 0 0

Lanes 4] 2 1 1 2 0

Configuration T R L T

Upstream Signal 0 0

Minor Street ) Westbound Eastbound

Movement 7 8 9 10 11 12
L T R L T R

Voiume 33 0 113 0 0 0

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90

Hourly Flow Rate, HFR 36 0 125 0 0 0

Percent Heavy Vehicles 4 0 4 0 0 0

Percent Grade (%) 0 0

Flared Approach N N

Storage 0 0

RT Channelized 4] 0

Lanes 1 0 1 0 0 0

Configuration

Approach Westbound Eastbound
Movement 1 4 7 8 9 10 i 12
Lane Configuration L L R
v (vph) 136 36 125
C {m) (vph) 633 216 499
v/c 0.21 0.17 0.25
95% queue iength 0.82 0.60 1.00
Control Delay 12.2 25.0 14.6
LOS B C B
Approach Delay - - 16.9
Approach LOS - - C
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