DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
CAMARILLO AIRPORT
PROPOSED NORTHEAST HANGAR DEVELOPMENT

Ventura County, California
Prepared for:

COUNTY OF VENTURA
DEPARTMENT OF AIRPORTS
And
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
As lead Federal Agency pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

Prepared by:

Coffman Associates, Inc.
Phoenix, Arizona

March 2017

This environmental assessment becomes a Federal document when evaluated, signed and dated by
the Responsible FAA Official.

____________________________________
Responsible FAA Official

_________________________________
Date

GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT THIS DOCUMENT
WHAT IS IN THIS DOCUMENT? This document contains a Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for a
proposed Northeast Hangar Development at Camarillo Airport in Ventura County, California. This
document discloses the analysis and findings of the potential impacts of the Proposed Action and No
Action alternatives.
BACKGROUND: The Proposed Action involves the development of up to 105 nested T‐hangars and 13
executive box hangars to be constructed by the County in phases on open land in the northeast quadrant
of the Camarillo Airport. Site access for the County‐owned hangar area will occur via established on‐
airport roads through airport security gates. Related improvements include taxilane construction and
utility and drainage infrastructure. Space is also reserved for two (2) approximate 50,000‐square foot or
four (4) approximate 25,000‐square foot commercial hangars to be developed by a private entity in the
future.
WHAT SHOULD YOU DO? Read the Draft EA on this proposed project and provide comments, if applicable.
The document can be reviewed at the following locations:
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
Los Angeles Airports District Office
County of Ventura Department of Airports
County of Ventura Planning Division
City of Camarillo Public Library
Camarillo Airport website

15000 Aviation Boulevard
Lawndale, CA 90261
555 Airport Way, Suite B
Camarillo, CA 93010
800 S. Victoria Avenue
Ventura, CA 93009
4101 E. Las Posas Road
Camarillo, CA 93010
http://www.ventura.org/airports/camarillo‐airport

Anyone wishing to comment on the Draft EA may submit written comments to the following address:
County of Ventura Department of Airports
555 Airport Way, Suite B
Camarillo, CA 93010
Attn: Erin Powers, Project Administrator
erinpowers@ventura.org
The cutoff date for comment submission is not later than 5:00 PM – Pacific Daylight Time, April 28, 2017.
Please allow enough time for mailing. The County Department of Airports must receive the comments by
the deadline, rather than the letter simply be postmarked by that date.
WHAT HAPPENS AFTER THIS? Under the National Environmental Policy Act, the County Department of
Airports will prepare written responses to comments received on the adequacy of the information presented
in the Draft EA and prepare a Final EA for transmittal to the FAA for review and approval. Following review
of the Final EA, the FAA will either issue a Finding of No Significant Impact or decide to prepare a Federal
Environmental Impact Statement.
Before including your name, address and telephone number, email, or other personal identifying information
in your comment, be advised that your entire comment – including your personal identifying information –
may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold from public
review your personal identifying information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.
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Chapter One
Purpose and Need

Chapter One
PURPOSE AND NEED
1.1

Northeast Hangar Development
Environmental Assessment

INTRODUCTION

Camarillo Airport (airport) is located on approximately 650 acres of property within the corporate
limits of the City of Camarillo (City), California. The airport is three miles west/southwest of the
City’s central business district (Exhibit 1A). Pleasant Valley Road provides the primary access to
the airport and traverses east‐west on the airport’s south side. Pleasant Valley Road links the
airport to Highway 1 and the City of Oxnard to the west. Highway 101 and the City of Camarillo
are linked to the east and north via Las Posas Road. Camarillo Airport is owned by the County of
Ventura (County) and operated by the County of Ventura Department of Airports. The County is
currently seeking to construct a hangar development project in the northeast portion of the air‐
port.
This Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared pursuant to Section 102(2)(C) of the Na‐
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and President’s Council of Environmental Quality
(CEQ) Regulations (Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Parts 1500‐1580). This EA has also
been prepared in accordance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Order 1050.1F, Environ‐
mental Impacts: Policies and Procedures (FAA 2015b) and FAA Order 5050.4B, National Environ‐
mental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions (FAA 2006).
FAA is the lead Federal agency to ensure compliance with NEPA for airport development actions.
This EA will aid the FAA and the County in complying with various Federal environmental laws
and regulations that are applicable to the Proposed Action.
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This chapter provides background information on the airport, describes the Proposed Action in‐
cluding its purpose and need, lists associated Federal actions, discusses the schedule for project
implementation, and outlines the EA’s format. The project’s scoping and agency coordination
materials are located in Appendix A.

1.2

AIRPORT BACKGROUND

The airport is a former Air Force Base (AFB) (known as Oxnard AFB) that was declared surplus by
the Federal government in 1969; at that time, it was vacated by the Air Force and transferred to
the County. As part of an agreement with the City of Camarillo, the former 9,000‐foot long run‐
way was reduced to 6,013 feet to control noise and air pollution. The airport was reopened as a
general aviation airport in 1976 (County of Ventura 2011a).
Camarillo Airport is classified as a Reliever airport by the National Plan of Integrated Airport Sys‐
tems (2017‐2021) (NPIAS) (FAA 2016b). An airport must be listed in the NPIAS to be eligible for
Federal funding. According to the airport’s 5010 Airport Master Record, updated April 25, 2016,
the airport has 468 general aviation and corporate business aircraft, as well as 20 based helicop‐
ters and 30 ultralights. During the 12‐month period ending on April 25, 2016, the airport experi‐
enced 136,510 total operations (GCR Inc. 2016). The airport is designated as a D‐II (ultimate D‐
III) airport per FAA’s Airport Reference Code.1
The following sections describe the current facilities at the airport.

1.2.1 Aviation Facilities
The airport has one runway available for use (Exhibit 1B). Runway 8‐26 is oriented in a west‐east
manner and is 6,013 feet long and 150 feet wide. The airfield taxiway system consists of two full
length parallel taxiways (Taxiways F and H) on the south side of the runway with five en‐
trance/exit taxiways (Taxiways A through E), as well as a terminal area parallel taxiway (Taxiway
G). The airport contains an ultralight operating area and a helicopter training area. Table 1A
summarizes details of the runway and its visual aids.

1

An Airport Reference Code is a coding system that relates airport design criteria to the operation (Aircraft Approach
Category) and the physical characteristics (Airplane Design Group) of the airplanes intended to operate at the air‐
port.
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Exhibit 1A
LOCATION MAP
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Exhibit 1B
EXISTING AIRFIELD FACILITIES

TABLE 1A
Airside Facility Data
Camarillo Airport
Runway 8‐26
6,013 feet
150 feet
Asphalt
50,000 pounds (SWL)
80,000 pounds (DWL)
102,000 pounds (2SWL)
125,000 pounds (2DWL)
D‐II (ultimate D‐III)
Runway 8
Runway 26
PAPI‐4; REIL
PAPI‐4; REIL
ATCT; Rotating Beacon; Lighted Wind Cones;
Segmented Circle; ASOS; Terminal VOR;
RNAV (GPS)
MIRL
Non‐Precision
76.8 feet above mean sea level

Length
Width
Surface Material
Load Bearing Strength

Airport Reference Code
Approach Aids
Other Weather & Navigational Aids

Pavement Edge Lighting
Pavement Markings
Elevation

Source(s): FAA 2016a. Digital Airport/Facility Directory, 10 Nov 2016 – 5 Jan 2017; County of Ventura Depart‐
ment of Airports 2015a, Airport Layout Plan, revalidated December 18.
SWL – Single Wheel Load‐Bearing
DWL – Dual Wheel Load‐Bearing
2SWL –Single Tandem Wheel Load‐Bearing
2DWL –Dual Tandem Wheel Load‐Bearing
PAPI ‐ Precision Approach Path Indicators
REIL – Runway End Identifier Lights
ATCT – Air Traffic Control Tower
ASOS – Automated Surface Observation System
VOR – Very high Frequency Omni‐directional Range
RNAV (GPS) ‐ Runway Navigation (Global Positioning System)
MIRL – Medium Intensity Runway Lighting

The airport has four fixed base operators (FBOs) and 295 hangars ‐ 125 County‐owned hangars
(seven box hangars and 118 T‐hangars) and 170 private hangars (which are also a mix of box and
T‐hangars) ‐ as well as the Commemorative Air Force storage hangars and museum. A County
fire department building is located on the airport that functions as both a County off‐airport fa‐
cility and an aircraft rescue and firefighting (ARFF) facility. Exhibit 1C shows facilities on the east‐
ern end of the airport.

1.2.2 Non‐Aviation Facilities
The airport property north of Pleasant Valley Road between Airport Way and west of Convair
Street is a mixed land‐use area. Non‐aviation uses occurring within this area of the airport include
the County Airports Administrative Office, Way Point Café, Freedom Park BMX Raceway, County
Camarillo Airport
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Animal Shelter, and several office buildings along Willis Avenue. In addition, the proposed pro‐
ject area, located in the northeast corner of the airport, was used for short term automobile
storage for the past year.

1.3

PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action includes the development of approximately 20 acres of open land on the
northeast quadrant of the airport. The project limits to the north and east are an on‐airport
service road south of the Camarillo Hills Drain and Las Posas Road, respectively. The project
includes hangar development on the west side of Taxiway G1, south of the runway overrun and
north of Taxiway G. In general, the project includes the following elements (Exhibit 1D). Each of
these aspects of the project is described in more detail in subsequent sections:


Up to 105 nested T‐hangars and thirteen (13) executive box hangars, to be developed by
the County in phases. Construction activities may include grubbing, grading, pouring of
foundations, and construction of hangar facilities.



Construction of taxilanes to join the proposed development to existing airfield pave‐
ments. Construction activities may include grubbing, grading, and asphalt or concrete
paving.



Construction of utility extensions to serve the hangar development areas, including water
service (for fire protection and restroom facilities), sewer service, electrical service, and
communication services (cable, telephone, and internet). Construction activities may in‐
clude trenching, installation of utility lines, backfill and compaction of trenches, and pav‐
ing of trenches to match existing grade.



Construction of a drainage collection system, including concrete valley gutters and storm
drain pipe and catch basins. The project will include improvements to an existing deten‐
tion area, as well as below‐ground infiltration facilities. These infiltration facilities will
ensure there will not be an increase in the discharge of water from the site as a result of
the proposed improvements. Construction activities may include grading, trenching, in‐
stallation of drainage lines and infiltration facilities, backfill and compaction of trenches,
and paving to match existing grade.



Site access for the County‐owned hangar area will occur via established on‐airport roads
through airport security gates. No access directly to Las Posas Road is proposed.



Use of two staging areas and one haul road adjacent to the proposed development.

Space is reserved for either two (2) approximate 50,000‐square foot or four (4) approximate
25,000‐sf commercial hangar building sites to be developed by a private entity. The actual build‐
ing dimensions and locations may vary depending on the future developer’s plan for the allowa‐
ble lease area.
Camarillo Airport
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Exhibit 1C
EXISTING EAST SIDE FACILITIES
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Exhibit 1D
CONCEPTUAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN

A Preliminary Design Report has been prepared (Mead and Hunt 2015) that contains detailed
information including pavement exhibits and design, a preliminary drainage report, a utility
study, preliminary cost estimates, and a preliminary plan set of drawings. Information from this
report is summarized below.

Nested T‐Hangars and Executive Box Hangars
Up to one hundred eighteen (118) hangars will be developed by the County in a phased approach.
The proposed development consists of seven (7) rows of hangar buildings to the north of the
runway overrun. Each row will consist of 15 T‐hangars and a single executive box hangar at the
southerly end of the hangar row. A single unisex restroom is located near the south end of the
T‐hangar row in every other row. A single row of hangars comprised of six (6) executive box
hangars will be located on the west side of Taxiway G1, south of the runway overrun and north
of Taxiway G. A single unisex restroom will be provided in the north end of this hangar row. The
amount of T‐hangar separation between the hangar rows has been calculated based on minimum
wingtip clearances and clear door widths. Based on the sizing of the hangars, aircraft with up to
a 38‐ft wingspan will be able to use the T‐hangar bays. The executive box hangars will accom‐
modate aircraft with wingspans of up to 47 feet (similar to a Cessna Citation I).
The hangars will be constructed of a pre‐engineered steel frame that meets California seismic
requirements, enclosed with a metal panel wall and roof system, and a concrete floor slab. Pre‐
liminary plans indicate that T‐hangars will have a gable style roof, and the executive box hangars
will have a flat pitch roof with a lap‐seam type system (Exhibit 1E). Roof water will be collected
in rain gutters, which will convey the water to the storm drain system via underground piping.
Electrical service will provide for interior and exterior lighting, power outlets and an automatic
bi‐fold door opener. Initially, there will be no heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC)
system, low voltage wiring (communications and data), or plumbing to the individual hangars,
although future capability for data and communications will be accommodated. T‐hangars and
executive box hangars are generally considered as unoccupied storage facilities; therefore, no
maintenance activity will be allowed within the hangar areas.
The siting of the proposed development included analysis of the FAA Part 77, Objects Affecting
Navigable Airspace imaginary surfaces. The westerly edge of the T‐hangars north of the runway
overrun, as well as the executive box hangars west of Taxiway G1, will remain outside of the
Runway 8‐26 ultimate runway protection zone (RPZ), which extends 2,700 feet east from the
Runway 26 threshold. These hangar rows, as well as the continued development to the east, will
also remain below the ultimate 50:1 precision approach (i.e., the top of the hangar elevations
will be more than 17 feet below the 50:1 approach).

Taxilane Configurations and Pavement Segments
The proposed development will connect to Taxiway G1 via a new taxilane constructed within the
limits of the abandoned portion of the runway overrun. This main taxilane will be 50 feet in width
Camarillo Airport
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and will be located consistent with the extended runway centerline, as far south of the T‐hangars
as possible while still maintaining adequate clearance from existing hangars located south of the
overrun. Overall, approximately 10.1 acres of new impervious surfaces will be added to the
northeast part of the airport due to the Proposed Action (Stantec 2015).
Exhibit 1F identifies four main pavement treatments for the project based on the assumed fleet
mix and operations for each area. As shown on Exhibit 1F, all pavement segments include 12
inches of lime‐treated subgrade to achieve the proper subgrade stability. In addition to the lime
treatment, the subgrade will be over‐excavated to 24 inches below final subgrade elevation, or
12 inches below existing ground elevation, whichever is deeper, based on the recommendations
of a geotechnical report.
The excavated material will be stored onsite, processed, and replaced while compacting and
moisture conditioning. Due to the existing ground elevations and the need for minimal slopes
within the hangar development, it is estimated that between 8,500 and 11,000 cubic yards (cy)
of import fill will be required. During the final design, a detailed topographic survey will be con‐
ducted to better estimate the quantity and quality of the fill material needed. To maintain sub‐
grade characteristics and pavement integrity after construction, preliminary design includes the
installation of a subdrain collector system along the northerly edge of the proposed pavement
limits within the pavement shoulder. This subdrain is recommended in the preliminary geotech‐
nical report and will connect to the drainage improvements described in the following section.

Preliminary Drainage Plans
The project site north of the runway overrun is primarily developed and ruderal land that drains
northwest to a flow line at the toe of the airport service road, located south of the Camarillo Hills
Drain and flood control levee. Along this flow line are drainage inlets approximately every 900
feet that allow stormwater runoff into the Camarillo Hills Drain. The project site south of the
runway overrun (including existing pavement) drains southwest into the airfield storm drain sys‐
tem. For design of the necessary drainage features, the proposed development area was divided
into three separate discharge locations based on existing hydrology patterns; hydrology maps for
each location were then developed for pre‐ and post‐project conditions.
The proposed project includes two below‐ground infiltration basins sized to reduce the Proposed
Action’s maximum peak discharge to the existing 10‐year storm event. The proposed drainage
system will collect the site’s stormwater runoff, pre‐treat the flows to reduce the sediment load
and maintain the infiltration rate, and then route the flows through the infiltration/detention
basins (shown on Exhibit 1G). Project Watersheds A and B will each require a detention basin.
The detention basin for Project Watershed A will provide a detention volume of 6,610 cubic feet
(cf) or 0.15 acre‐feet; the detention basin for Project Watershed B will provide a detention vol‐
ume of 12,044 cf (or 0.28 acre‐feet) (Exhibit 1G). Project Watershed C will be reduced in size due
to the development in the other two watersheds. A detention basin is not needed as part of this
project within this area.
Camarillo Airport
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OUTER BOX HANGAR DIMENSIONS

Source: Mead & Hunt, Preliminary Plan Set (9-23-15)

Exhibit 1E
PROPOSED BUILDING ELEVATIONS

Source: Mead & Hunt, Preliminary Design (9-21-15)

Exhibit 1F
PROPOSED PAVEMENT SECTIONS

POST-PROJECT HYDRO
CMA NE HANGAR DEVELOPM
Source: Stantec, Preliminary Drainage Report (9-6-15)
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EXHIB
Exhibit 1G
PROPOSED POST-CONSTRUCTION HYDROLOGY

Table 1B shows the pre‐ and post‐project peak flows for each watershed. The difference be‐
tween the post‐project peak flow and the maximum discharge from the detention basins repre‐
sent the amount of water to be contained in each infiltration basin during each storm event. As
shown, the maximum discharge from the basins equals the pre‐project peak flow for the 10‐year
storm.
TABLE 1B
Hydrology and Discharge Summary
Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development
Water‐
Pre‐Project Peak
shed
Storm Frequency
(cfs)
A
10‐Year
18
25‐Year
23
50‐Year
26
100‐Year
32
B
10‐Year
31
25‐Year
35
50‐Year
53
100‐Year
67
C
10‐Year
19
25‐Year
24
50‐Year
30
100‐Year
37

Post‐Project Peak
(cfs)
21
24
31
35
34
39
54
69
18
22
28
35

Maximum Discharge
from Detention (cfs)
18
18
18
18
31
31
31
31
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Source: Stantec 2015. Preliminary Drainage Report for Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development
cfs = cubic feet per second; N/A = not applicable

In summary, the proposed drainage design includes the following best management practices
(BMPs) to improve water quality and mitigate potential water quality impacts caused by land
development:


Catch Basin Insert ‐ The runoff from the northerly project site will be collected and con‐
veyed through gutters and directed to inlets containing catch basin inserts. The catch
basin inserts would pretreat the run‐off by removing up to 80 percent of the total sus‐
pended solids (TSS) including trash, debris, and coarse sediment. Absorbent pouches can
be included in the catch basin to remove floating oil and grease.



Proprietary Infiltration2 ‐ The below‐ground system will include an infiltration component
with a maximum ponding depth of 1.38 feet. This infiltration system incorporates the use
of proprietary subterranean tanks with two feet of cover and gives a combined infiltration

2

The term “proprietary” refers to a system that is designed solely for the proposed project, rather than a pre‐fabri‐
cated system. It is not one complete “off‐the‐shelf” item, but will be constructed using components that are indi‐
vidually designed and patented by their respective companies. The final design criteria will be established and de‐
tailed in the final contract documents, which will allow several manufacturers to bid on the project.
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area of approximately 38,400 sf (15,400 sf for Project Watershed A and 23,000 sf for Pro‐
ject Watershed B). This will provide the capacity to infiltrate a volume of 54,320 cf of
stormwater within a 72‐hour period. At the maximum ponding depth, a detention pipe
invert will be set to act as both the detention basin inlet pipe, as well as an overflow,
should the infiltration elevation exceed the 1.38‐foot ponding level.

Utility Connections
Proposed utility connections and infrastructure are shown in Exhibit 1H and are discussed in the
following sections.
Water. The water purveyor at the airport is the City of Camarillo. The Proposed Action includes
the installation of a 12‐inch diameter water pipeline within the main taxilane to the project, as
well as a 6‐ to 8‐inch diameter water line from the main water line to the executive box hangars
proposed west of Taxiway G1. Smaller pipelines will connect the T‐hangar rows containing re‐
strooms to the main water line. Water demand has been estimated at five (5) gallons per minute
(gpm) per building to accommodate domestic demand and 4,500 gpm per building for fire flow
requirements (or 2,250 gpm for those buildings fitted with fire sprinklers). The proposed point
of connection to the City system is an existing capped tee located north of the existing Fire Station
50 west of Las Posas Road. An alternative connection is available south of Fire Station 50.
Sanitary Sewer Service. Sewer service will be accomplished via a private system that will termi‐
nate at a connection to the City’s sewer in Las Posas Road. The system will be comprised of four
pressure sewer basins to be located south of each restroom, as well as the commercial hangar
building sites. These basins will connect to a 2‐inch diameter force main located under the main
taxilane to the airport’s eastern property line. From the property line, the force main will traverse
under the southbound lanes of traffic in Las Posas Road to connect with an existing manhole
under the roadway. The connection will be made under an Out of Service Area Agreement
(OSAA) with the Camarillo Sanitary District (CSD). The OSAA will be reviewed by the Ventura
County Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO)3, and will have a time limit of five years in
which to accomplish annexation into the CSD. The calculated sewer generation peak demand is
23 gpm; flows from fire suppression foam wash‐down are calculated separately.
Electrical Service and Communications Networks. Electrical service for the development will be
provided by Southern California Edison (SCE). An existing high voltage electrical vault located on
the southeastern edge of the project site is already available, although SCE will need information
on the proposed site layout and anticipated loads. In addition to substructure requirements of
SCE, final inspection of the meter panel by the County electrical engineer is necessary. Once
completed, SCE will own the improvements up to, and including, the meter panels and meters.
The primary electrical conduit will be located underneath the main taxilane and will contain an
electrical line, as well as cable, telephone, and internet (CTI).

3

The Ventura County Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) is a State‐mandated local agency established to
oversee the boundaries of cities and special districts.
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Source: Mead & Hunt,
Preliminary Plan Set (9-23-15)

Exhibit 1H
PROPOSED UTILITY CONNECTIONS

The CTI provider for the airport is Verizon. The project will connect to the nearest CTI connection
point, which is located near the existing SCE vault on the west side of Las Posas Road. Verizon
does its own inspection of the substructures, and no other permits are required. Similar to SCE,
Verizon owns the utilities up to, and including, the telecommunications panel.
Natural Gas Service. The natural gas provider to the airport is Southern California Gas Company
(SoCal). However, gas facilities are not part of the proposed airport development. If gas hook‐
ups are desired by future development of the commercial hangar building pads, the private de‐
veloper will be responsible for coordinating with SoCal to obtain service. SoCal installs the pipe‐
line itself in a contractor‐provided trench. The closest gas pipeline to the project at this time is
within the Las Posas Road right‐of‐way.

Commercial (Private) Development (Future Hangars)
Future commercial development may consist of large hangars for private entities. The Proposed
Action includes a development area for two 50,000‐sf or four 25,000‐sf hangar building sites and
associated taxilanes and pavement. However, the commercial building sites currently depicted
on the Conceptual Development Plan (Exhibit 1D) are for planning purposes only. Actual design
will be dependent upon the developer, as well as a subsequent code analysis when an actual
building layout is proposed. No ground disturbance of this area is proposed as part of the Pro‐
posed Action other than that required for limited grading to ensure drainage flows are contained
properly and the utility connections described previously and shown on Exhibit 1H.

Project Phasing and Other Construction Information
The first phase of the Proposed Action includes the development of Hangar Rows A, B, and C,
taxilane improvements, utility improvements, and drainage improvements. Following this initial
phase of development, additional hangars will be developed based on demand of airport users
starting with Rows D ‐ G, and/or south hangar Row H (refer to Exhibit 1D). Development of the
commercial hangar building sites could occur any time and will require supplemental environ‐
mental review and permitting.
The first stage of Phase One of the Proposed Action is expected to take approximately 120 days
for site preparation, utility and drainage improvements, and hangar foundation construction.
Hangar and pavement construction is expected to take another 120 days. Three staging areas
have been proposed. One is located directly west of Hangar Row A; the second would be south
of the main taxilane (runway overrun) to the northwest of Fire Station 50. A third optional staging
area would be located in the general area of proposed hangar Row H. The project area will be
accessed using existing airport pavement and roadways from Pleasant Valley Road via Airport
Way and Durley Avenue. If required by the County Public Works Agency, it may be necessary to
limit construction trips to non‐peak traffic periods during certain stages of construction due to
the amount of fill expected to be imported onto the site (between 8,500 and 11,000 cy). The
Camarillo Airport
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project plans to recycle existing asphalt surface and aggregate for reuse as recycled shoulder base
to minimize truck traffic and hauling.
The study area for the Proposed Action is shown in Exhibit 1J and includes the staging areas, the
on‐airport haul road, and proposed utility connections. A maximum of 12,125 lineal feet (lf) of
trenching would be needed; a 15‐foot wide construction corridor was assumed to be necessary.
All sewer lines, water lines, and electrical and telecommunication cables will be buried a maxi‐
mum of eight feet below ground surface; utility trenches will be approximately six feet wide.
During construction within the Aircraft Operations Area (AOA), measures will be taken to ensure
airport safety and that operations are maintained in accordance with FAA Advisory Circular (AC)
150/5370‐2F, Operational Safety on Airports during Construction. Runway 8‐26 and all taxiways
are anticipated to remain open for all phases of the project unless cranes utilized for building
erection require temporary closure (as determined through the Obstruction Evaluation/Airport
Airspace Analysis [OE/AAAE] Form 7460 submission). Portions of Taxiway G1 may be impacted
during the utility improvements. In addition, it will be used as part of the construction access
route. The estimated construction schedule will be coordinated with airport users and tenants
during preparation of the final design. A preliminary Construction Safety and Phasing Plan (CSPP)
will be prepared and submitted to the County and FAA for review during final design.

1.4

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

1.4.1 Sponsor Purpose and Need
The Proposed Action is to provide additional County‐owned and commercial hangars at the air‐
port. The purpose for additional County‐owned hangars is to meet existing demand for hangar
space at the airport and to accommodate the expansion of existing businesses.
The need for the Proposed Action is related to existing demand for hangar space. The County
currently has a wait list of 130 people, and the approximate wait time is five to six years. In
addition, there are seven people who have been on the County’s wait list an average of ten years,
but in some cases as long as 21 years, because they have aircraft that will not fit into the County’s
standard T‐hangars. The size of hangars planned under the Proposed Action will accommodate
these larger aircraft.
The purpose for additional commercial hangars is to accommodate increased aircraft storage
needs, as well as to maximize an additional revenue source for the County. In order to maintain
self‐sustaining sources of revenue (Grant Assurance No. 24), the County needs to plan for ways
to continue and augment its revenue stream and to provide a suitable range of FBO opportunities
in keeping with aviation business trends. The development and lease of additional hangars would
increase the Airport’s revenue by an estimated 23 percent of the County Department of Airport’s
budget for Camarillo Airport.

Camarillo Airport

1‐10

Draft

NORTH

Sewer Tie-in
Water Tie-in

0

Las Posas Rd.

300

600

SCALE IN FEET

Alternate
Water Tie-in
LEGEND
Study Area
Utility Line

Staging
Area B

Pleasant Valley Rd.

Ventura Blvd.

Haul Road

Taxiway G
Access Route

Airport Service Rd.

Staging
Area C

Staging
Area A

25-Wide Construction
Corridor (not to scale)

Airport Way

Exhibit 1J
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1.4.2 FAA Purpose and Need
FAA’s statutory mission is to ensure the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace in the United
States (U.S.). FAA must ensure that the Proposed Action does not derogate the safety of aircraft
and airport operations at Camarillo Airport.

1.5

REQUESTED FEDERAL ACTIONS

The specific Federal actions that are requested include:

1.6



Unconditional approval of that portion of the airport layout plan (ALP) that depicts the
Proposed Action pursuant to Title 49 United States Code (USC) Sections 40103(b),
44718, and 47107(a)(16) and 14 CFR Part 77.



Review of project design and approval of the CSPP to maintain aviation and airfield
safety during construction pursuant to FAA AC 150/5370‐2F.



Determinations under 49 USC Sections 47106 and 47107 related to eligibility of the Pro‐
posed Action for Federal funding under the Airport Improvement Program (AIP).

IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

An outline of the anticipated final design and construction schedule is as follows (contingent on
FAA funding and grant timing) (Table 1C):
TABLE 1C
Tentative Project Schedule
Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development
Activity
Final Design
Bidding/Grant and Contract Execution
Mobilization/Submittals and Building Permit
Taxilane Construction (excluding pavement), Utility Instal‐
lation, Drainage Improvements, Hangar Foundation Con‐
struction
Hangar Fabrication and Delivery
Hangar and Pavement Construction
Project Completion

Begin Date
February 1, 2016
June 1, 2017
August 1, 2017
September 1, 2017

End Date
June 1, 2017
July 21, 2017
October 1, 2017
January 1, 2018

November 15, 2017
January 1, 2018
April 15, 2018

January 1, 2018
April 15, 2018
May 1, 2018

Source: Mead and Hunt 2016.
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1.7

DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION

This EA evaluates the Proposed Action by organizing the information as follows:


Chapter One, Purpose and Need describes the Proposed Action and outlines the purpose
and need for the project;



Chapter Two, Alternatives identifies alternatives to the Proposed Action and applies
screening criteria to determine which alternatives should be carried forward for further
environmental review;



Chapter Three, Affected Environment is a discussion of existing land uses and environ‐
mental resources related to the airport, and more specifically, the project study area (Ex‐
hibit 1J);



Chapter Four, Environmental Consequences and Mitigation analyzes potential impacts of
the Proposed Action (and selected alternatives) and identifies any mitigation measures;



Chapter Five, Coordination and Public Involvement summarizes the scoping and agency
coordination for the project (see Appendix A);



Chapter Six, List of Preparers contains a list of EA reviewers and preparers; and



Chapter Seven, References provides references, the names of persons consulted, and
websites used.

Following publication of a Draft EA, an official agency and public review and comment period will
occur, subject to proper noticing requirements. The Final EA will include an appendix that docu‐
ments the public involvement process and that contains all comments received during the official
comment period. Written responses to these comments will be provided.
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Chapter Two
Alternatives

Chapter Two
ALTERNATIVES
2.1

Northeast Hangar Development
Environmental Assessment

INTRODUCTION

The objective of this alternatives analysis is to identify reasonable alternatives which accommo‐
date the purpose and need for the Proposed Action as discussed in Chapter One. Once identified,
each alternative is evaluated in terms of its ability to satisfy the objectives of the purpose and
need for the project and its potential for an effect on the surrounding environment. The results
of this evaluation are to determine which alternatives will be considered reasonable and practi‐
cable, thereby warranting further consideration. The alternatives under consideration are more
closely evaluated in Chapter Four of this document.
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR]
Section 1502.14), regarding implementation of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), re‐
quire that Federal agencies perform the following tasks:


Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives and, for alterna‐
tives which were eliminated from detailed study, briefly discuss the reasons for their
having been eliminated;



Devote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in detail, including the Pro‐
posed Action, so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative merits;



Include reasonable alternatives not within the jurisdiction of the lead agency; and



Include the alternative of No Action.
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As stated in Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Poli‐
cies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Imple‐
menting Instructions for Airport Actions, alternatives can be eliminated from further considera‐
tion when the alternatives do not fulfill the purpose and need for the action or cannot be rea‐
sonably implemented. As discussed above, CEQ Section 1502.14(c) requires the evaluation of
the No Action alternative regardless of whether it meets the stated purpose and need or is rea‐
sonable to implement.

2.2

ALTERNATIVES SCREENING PROCESS

The purpose of the Proposed Action (Section 1.4) is to provide additional County of Ventura
(County) and commercial hangars at the Camarillo Airport (airport) to meet existing demand for
hangar space and to accommodate the expansion of existing businesses, and to maximize addi‐
tional revenue sources for the County. Based on the Proposed Action’s purpose and need, a
screening process was formulated for the alternatives under consideration.
The following criteria are consistent with FAA Order 5050.4B regarding the fulfillment of the pro‐
ject’s purpose and need and were used when considering the alternatives:

2.3



Would the alternative provide additional hangars at the airport?



Would the alternative maximize additional revenue source for the County?

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED

2.3.1 Alternative Project Design
The 2011 Airport Master Plan (AMP) for the airport considered several alternative designs for
hangar development in the project area. The recommended configuration was then placed on
the Airport Layout Plan (ALP) and was approved by FAA on June 22, 2011. The approved design
included two large conventional hangars east of Taxiway G‐1 and two conventional hangars, four
rows of nested T‐hangars, and 19 executive box hangars in an east‐west alignment north of the
taxiway overrun. The conventional hangars were proposed as private investments with ground
leases maintained with the County, while the executive box and T‐hangars were proposed to be
developed by the County. A total of 98 executive box and T‐hangars were anticipated as an in‐
termediate term project (County of Ventura 2011a, AMP, Exhibit 6C).
The currently proposed design has superseded this alternative design for the project area and
provides for four conventional building sites for private commercial development nearer to Las
Posas Road. The remainder of the proposed hangars are located in north‐south rows, which al‐
lows for additional hangars (118 total units). The revised configuration has the advantage of not
only providing more County‐owned hangars and maximizing revenue source, but provides a more
Camarillo Airport
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attractive location for private development due to higher visibility from a public road and the
possibility of future access from Las Posas Road.
Since the previously identified alternative design does not provide as many hangars or have as
much revenue‐producing potential when compared to the project as proposed, it has been elim‐
inated from further consideration. On April 24, 2015, the ALP was revalidated by FAA to include
the currently proposed hangar development design and its associated detention/infiltration ba‐
sins.

2.3.2 Alternative Project Locations
The AMP also addressed alternative locations for future hangar development. The original de‐
velopment of the airport generally segregated airside and landside facilities, with the majority of
the landside facilities situated east of Runway 8‐26. Several fixed base operators are located
directly on the flight line, and have used nearly all remaining flight line space. The only remaining
suitable areas for hangar development are: on the west side of the airport where the ultralight
airpark is now located; adjacent to the fuel farm located between Aviation Drive and Willis Ave‐
nue west of Eubanks Street; and on the northeast corner of the airport.
The ultralight park is a unique part of the airport located north of Aviation Drive and south of
Taxiway F. The park offers a full, dedicated and paved 1,400‐foot ultralight runway and is used
by the Skyrider Ultralights School, which offers flight instruction in ultralight and light sport air‐
craft. Besides flight lessons, the school provides hangars that are available for ultralight and sport
aircraft rental. This location has been eliminated from further consideration for hangar develop‐
ment since there are no plans to close the ultralight facility.
The area west of the fuel farm off Eubanks Street is also identified in the AMP (and on the ALP)
as a place for future hangar development. The capital improvement program of the AMP includes
the development of 50 T‐hangars just west of the fuel farm in the long term planning horizon.
This alternative location would require the reconfiguration of existing roads (i.e., Aviation Drive
and Willis Avenue) to allow aircraft to access the hangars without creating a conflict with existing
vehicular access. This location would not provide the airport with as many hangars as the Pro‐
posed Action and it would not maximize revenue due to the need for additional capital improve‐
ments. It has, therefore, been eliminated from further consideration in this Environmental As‐
sessment (EA).
Due to a lack of alternative project locations that are viable and advantageous in meeting the
Proposed Action’s purpose and need, this alternative does not warrant further consideration.
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2.4

ALTERNATIVES GIVEN FURTHER CONSIDERATION WITHIN THIS EA

2.4.1 Proposed Action Alternative
The Proposed Action alternative is described in detail in Section 1.3 and involves several related
actions:


Construction of up to 105 nested T‐hangars and thirteen (13) executive box hangars to be
developed by the County in phases. Construction activities may include grubbing, grad‐
ing, pouring of foundations, and construction of hangar facilities.



Construction of taxilanes to join the proposed development to existing airfield pave‐
ments. Construction activities may include grubbing, grading, and asphalt or concrete
paving.



Construction of utility extensions to serve the hangar development areas, including water
service (for fire protection and restroom facilities), sewer service, electrical service, and
communication services (cable, telephone, and internet). Construction activities may in‐
clude trenching, installation of utility lines, backfill and compaction of trenches, and pav‐
ing of trenches to match existing grade.



Construction of a drainage collection system, including concrete valley gutters and storm
drain pipe and catch basins. The project will include improvements to an existing deten‐
tion area, as well as below‐ground infiltration facilities. These infiltration facilities will
ensure there will not be an increase in the discharge of water from the site as a result of
the proposed improvements. Construction activities may include grading, trenching, in‐
stallation of drainage lines and infiltration facilities, backfill and compaction of trenches,
and paving to match existing grade.



Use of two staging areas and one haul road adjacent to the proposed development.

Overall, the Proposed Action will result in an increase of approximately 10.1 acres of impervious
surfaces, located in two different watersheds within the 20‐acre overall project area. During
construction, between 8,500 and 11,000 cubic yards of fill material may be imported onto the
project area. The project will also incorporate the reuse of existing asphalt surface and aggregate
within the new shoulder base.
Space is reserved for two (2) approximate 50,000‐square foot (sf) or four (4) approximate 25,000‐
sf commercial hangar building sites to be developed by a private entity. The actual building di‐
mensions and locations may vary depending on the future developer’s plan for the allowable
lease area.
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2.4.2 No Action Alternative
Pursuant to 40 CFR 1502.14 (d), FAA Order 1050.1F, paragraph 6‐2.1d, and FAA Order 5050.4B,
paragraph 706(d), analysis of the No Action alternative is required. The No Action alternative
considers maintaining the 20‐acre project site in its present undeveloped condition. The No Ac‐
tion alternative will not result in future changes to the existing topography, drainage, or other
environmental characteristics of the airport. The No Action alternative does not meet the pur‐
pose and need for the project.

2.5

SUMMARY OF THE ALTERNATIVES SCREENING PROCESS

When considering methods to address the construction of additional hangars at the airport, sev‐
eral alternatives have been considered, including the Proposed Action and the No Action alter‐
natives. Other alternatives, such as alternative design within the proposed 20‐acre site and other
locations for hangars on the airport have been considered, but eliminated from further consid‐
eration because they do not meet the project’s purpose and need. All alternatives have been
assessed using the two‐step alternative screening process described in Section 2.2. A summary
of this screening process is provided in Table 2A.
The Proposed Action alternative satisfied both criteria contained in the screening process; there‐
fore, it is carried forward for evaluation in Chapter Four of this EA. This alternative fully meets
the project’s stated purpose and need. The No Action alternative will be carried into Chapter 4
of the EA, as required by 40 CFR 1502.14(d).
TABLE 2A
Summary of Alternatives Screening Process
Camarillo Airport
Alternative

Does the alternative meet these criteria?
Step 1
Step 2
Retain for analysis?
(if No, STOP)

Alternatives Eliminated from Further Consideration
Alternative Site Design
Yes
Alternative Project Locations
Yes
Alternatives Carried Forward for Further Analysis
Proposed Action
Yes
No Action Alternative
No*

(if No, STOP)

No
No

No
No

Yes

Yes
Yes*

Steps:
1. Would the alternative provide additional hangars at the airport?
2. Would the alternative maximize additional revenue source for the County?
* CEQ Section 1502.14(c) requires the evaluation of the No Action alternative regardless of whether it meets the
stated purpose and need or is reasonable to implement.
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2.6

PERMITS, LICENSES, AND APPROVALS REQUIRED

Since the project will grade over one acre of land, a General Construction permit under the Na‐
tional Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program will be required per the Clean
Water Act (CWA). The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) has delegated
permit authority under the CWA to the California State Water Resources Board. For Camarillo,
this program is administered by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).
In addition, compliance with NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit No. CAS004002 regarding
post‐construction requirements for surface water quality and stormwater runoff will be enforced
by the Ventura County Watershed Protection District. No new connections to the Camarillo Hills
Drain or the Pleasant Valley Road Drain are proposed.
Although the proposed project is not located within the Regulatory Floodway associated with the
Camarillo Hills Drain, which includes a flood control levee, it is partially within an X‐Shaded Zone
(500‐year floodplain). Therefore, a Floodplain Clearance is required from the Ventura County
Public Works Agency Floodplain Manager prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance for Use
Inauguration (see Appendix A, memorandum dated September 4, 2015, from the County of Ven‐
tura Public Works Agency).
Since Ventura County is in nonattainment for Federal ozone standards, the State of California is
required to prepare State Implementation Plans (SIPs) to meet Federal air quality standards. The
Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) is the local agency responsible for imple‐
mentation of measures required in a local Air Quality Management Plan, which is the basis for
meeting the State’s SIPs for the region. The Ventura County APCD has determined that the pro‐
ject’s air quality impacts will be below the applicable thresholds for significant impacts to regional
air quality (see Appendix A, letter dated September 15, 2015). However, the project will be re‐
quired to comply with all APCD Rules and Regulations as a condition of the County approval pro‐
cess. County approvals will include the aforementioned Zoning Clearance for Use Inauguration,
site plan checks, grading plan approvals, and building inspections. For example, the proposed
site plan and all improvements for the hangar development will be reviewed by the Building and
Safety Division of the County’s Resource Management Agency to ensure that the project adheres
to state and local laws for building, electrical, mechanical, and plumbing codes.

2.7

LISTING OF APPLICABLE FEDERAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS

Table 2B includes a list of Federal statutes, executive orders, regulations, FAA and Federal De‐
partment of Transportation (DOT) orders, and FAA advisory circulars (ACs) considered in the de‐
velopment of the alternatives evaluation and the preparation of this EA.
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TABLE 2B
List of Applicable Federal Laws and Regulations
Camarillo Airport
Federal Laws and Statutes
Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, as amended (P.L. 97‐248; 43 CFR §2640)
Airport and Airway Revenue Act of 1987 (P.L. 100‐223, Title IV)
Archaeological and Historic Data Preservation Act of 1974 (P.L. 86‐253, as amended by P.L. 93‐291, 16 USC §469)
Aviation Safety and Capacity Expansion Act of 1990 (P.L. 101‐508, as amended)
Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979 (P.L. 96‐193; 49 USC App. 2101)
Clean Air Act of 1977 (as amended) (42 USC §§7409 et seq.)
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (42 USC §9601; P.L. 96‐510)
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (P.L. 85‐624; 16 USC §§661, 664 note, 1008 note)
FAA Modernization and Reform Act of 2012 (P.L. 112‐95)
Farmland Protection Policy Act (P.L. 97‐98; 7 CFR Part 658)
Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments for 1972, Section 404 (33 USC §1344; P.L. 92‐500), as amended
by the Clean Water Act of 1977 (33 USC §1251; P.L. 95‐217)
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) (P.L. 91‐190; 42 USC §§4321 et seq.)
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, Section 106, (16 USC §470[f]; P.L. 89‐665)
Noise Control Act of 1972 (P.L. 92‐574; 42 USC §4901)
Policy on lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites (49 USC §303 [formerly known as Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966])
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (42 USC §§6901, et seq.; P.L. 94‐580, as amended by the Solid
Waste Disposal Act of 1980 [P.L. 96‐482]; and the 1984 Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments [P.L. 98‐616]
Subtitle VII, Title 49, USC – “Aviation Programs” (§§40101 et seq.) recodified from, and formerly known as, the
“Federal Aviation Act of 1958” as amended (P.L. 85‐726)
Transportation, Treasury, Housing and Urban Development, The Judiciary, The District of Columbia, and Independ‐
ent Agencies Appropriations Act of 2006 (P.L. 109‐115)

Executive Orders
Executive Order 11296, Flood Hazard Evaluation Guidelines
Executive Order 11514, Protection and Enhancement of Environmental Quality (dated March 4, 1970)
Executive Order 11593, Protection and enhancement of the Cultural Environment (dated May 13, 1971)
Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management (43 FR 6030) and U.S. DOT Order 5650.2 – Floodplain Manage‐
ment and Protection (dated April 23, 1979)
Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands and Order DOT 5660.1A, Preservation of the Nation’s Wetlands
(dated August 24, 1978)
Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low Income
Populations
Executive Order 13045, Protection of Children from Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks (62 FR 19883)
Executive Order 13112, Invasive Species
President’s 1979 Environmental Message Directive on Wild and Scenic Rivers (dated August 2, 1979)

Federal Regulations
7 CFR Part 657 (43 FR 4030, January 31, 1978), Prime and Unique Farmlands
14 CFR Part 150, Airport Noise Compatibility Planning
14 CFR Part 151, Federal Aid to Airport
14 CFR Part 152, Airport Aid Program
36 CFR Part 800 (39 FR 3365, January 25, 1974, and 51 FR 31115, September 2, 1986), Protection of Historic Prop‐
erties
40 CFR Parts 1500‐1508, CEQ implementation of NEPA procedural provisions, establishes uniform procedures, ter‐
minology, and standards for implementing the procedural requirements of NEPA’s section 102(2)
49 CFR Part 24 (March 2, 1989), Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition for Federal and
Federally Assisted Programs
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TABLE 2B (Continued)
List of Applicable Federal Laws and Regulations
Camarillo Airport
FAA/U.S. Department of Transportation Orders
DOT Order 5610.1C, Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts (44 FR 56420, October 1, 1979), Change 1
(July 13, 1982), and Change 2 (July 30, 1985)
DOT Order 5610.2A, Environmental Justice (77 FR 27534)
DOT Order 5660.1A, Preservation of the Nation’s Wetlands
FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures
FAA Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions
FAA Order 5100.38D, Airport Improvement Program (AIP) Handbook

FAA Advisory Circulars
AC 150/5020‐1, Noise Control and Compatibility Planning for Airports
AC 150/5300‐13A, Airport Design
AC 150/5370‐10G, Standards for Specifying Construction of Airports
Notes:
AC ‐ Advisory Circular
CEQ ‐ Council on Environmental Quality
CFR ‐ Code of Federal Regulations
DOT ‐ U.S. Department of Transportation
FAA ‐ Federal Aviation Administration
FR ‐ Federal Register
NEPA ‐ National Environmental Policy Act
P.L. ‐ Public Law
USC ‐ United States Code
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Chapter Three
Affected Environment

Chapter Three
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
3.1

Northeast Hangar Development
Environmental Assessment

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this chapter is to identify or highlight important background information that
describes the existing environment at Camarillo Airport (airport) and its environs. The baseline
year for identifying existing conditions in this chapter is generally 2015.
The project study area for the analysis contained in this Environmental Assessment (EA) is com‐
prised of the portions of the airport that would be either permanently or temporarily affected by
the project. It includes haul roads and staging areas, as well as the area of actual construction
(refer to Exhibit 1J).
The study area used to assess potential cumulative impacts is an approximate six‐square mile
area surrounding the airport. It is located partly within an unincorporated portion of the County
of Ventura (County) and partly within the City of Camarillo (City) (refer to Section 3.8). However,
some resource categories, such as water and air quality, are broader in scope. For example, air
quality impacts in this EA are discussed in the context of the entire County. When the study area
for cumulative impacts is larger than the study area defined in this paragraph, the cumulative
impact study area is specified within the analysis contained in Chapter Four.
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3.2

LAND USE

3.2.1 Existing Land Use
The project area is located on approximately 20 acres in the northeast quadrant of the Camarillo
Airport. The site itself has been disturbed by previous airport development and maintenance
activities such as mowing. In recent months, the project area has also been used for the storage
of cars. Vegetation is sparse and all areas have been previously graded.
Land uses adjacent, or in proximity, to the project area include an airport perimeter road, a flood
control levee, and the Camarillo Hills Drain to the north. Farther north, on the other side of the
Camarillo Hills Drain is commercial and light industrial development along Ventura Boulevard.
East of the project area across Las Posas Road is a retail commercial area known as The Prome‐
nade and an agricultural field. Two large water holding ponds are also located east of the airport
and the project site.
To the south and west of the project site are other areas of the airport. Refer to Exhibits 1B and
1C, which identify some of the specific types of on‐airport land uses. Immediately south of the
project site is County Fire Station No. 50 and a hangar/taxilane complex. Immediately southwest
of the project site is an overrun associated with the Runway 26 end, as well as its existing and
ultimate runway protection zones (RPZs).

3.2.2 General Plan and Zoning
The County General Plan Land Use Map (South Half) shows the airport as Urban within the City
of Camarillo. Unincorporated County areas to the west and south designated as Agriculture (40
acres minimum) (County of Ventura 2015c). The City of Camarillo’s General Plan and zoning maps
for the area surrounding the project site are shown in Exhibits 3A and 3B, respectively (City of
Camarillo 2015a; City of Camarillo 2015c). The airport is designated by the City as Public, with
Agriculture designated to the south, east and west; north of the airport is a combination of Com‐
mercial, Research and Development, Industrial, and Office designations that are part of the Air‐
port North Specific Plan Area. A mixed use area located south of the airport on the north side of
Pleasant Valley Road is also designated as Public. In addition, there is one Community Park and
one High School designated on the General Plan map within this mixed‐use area.
The airport is zoned by the City as M‐1, Light Manufacturing with the off‐airport portion of the
mixed‐use area located on the north side of Pleasant Valley Road zoned Rural Exclusive (RE).
Areas east and north of the airport are zoned Agriculture Exclusive (AE), Commercial Planned
Development (CPD), or Limited Manufacturing (LM) and reflect the existing land uses discussed
above in Section 3.2.1.

Camarillo Airport

3‐2

Draft

RESIDENTIAL

RURAL DENSITY (2.5 D.U./ACRE MAX.)
LOW DENSITY (5 D.U./ACRE MAX.)
LOW-MEDIUM DENSITY (10 D.U./ACRE MAX.)
MEDIUM DENSITY (18 D.U./ACRE MAX.)
HIGH DENSITY (30 D.U./ACRE MAX.)
MOBILE HOME (7 D.U./ACRE MAX.)

Y

COMMERCIAL

SL E

INDUSTRIAL

COMMERCIAL MIXED USE
OFFICE

INDUSTRIAL/COMMERCIAL
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

VA

LL

EY

CONSERVATION

VISTA

DR

BEA RD

WASH

GENERAL COMMERCIAL

INDUSTRIAL

e

CENTER SCHOOL RD

LOS ANGELES AV - CA HWY 118

LA

N
N
VENTURA FWY
-

N

US HWY 101

e

e C

S

h

C

PLEASANT VALLEY RD

FIFTH ST

N
OLO
RE V

Ventura (US Hwy
101) Fwy

s
Le
wi

Dr

Rd

U p l a nd R d
Ponderosa

Santa

Rosa

EXISTING

PROPOSED

M

M

MINI-PARK

N

N

NEIGHBORHOOD PARK

C

C

COMMUNITY PARK

SU

SU

SPECIAL USE PARK

CW

CW

CITY-WIDE PARK

R

R

REGIONAL PARK

e j h

e j h

i

i

INSTITUTIONAL/SEMI-PUBLIC

H

H

HISTORIC SITE

EXISTING

PROPOSED

PUBLIC

ELEMENTARY, JUNIOR HIGH, HIGH

FREEWAY
FREEWAY INTERCHANGE
ARTERIAL / COLLECTOR

Rd

LINKAGE (SPECIAL TREATMENT)

Pleasant Valley Rd

OXNARD
XNARD

SCHOOLS -

QUASI-PUBLIC/UTILITY

LAS POSAS

CAMARILLO
AIRPORT

H

t

URBAN RESERVE

RD

H

CAMARILLO AIRPORT

j

PONDEROSA DR

N

i

D
AS R
S PO S

CARMEN DR

CE
NT
RA
LA
VE

PUBLIC

BE

AR
DS
LEY

RD

N

CIRCULATION

SU

AGRICULTURE
NATURAL OPEN SPACE

SLO

CAMARILLO
AIRPORT

Las Po
sas Rd

WATERWAY

t

UG
Area of Interest
Sphere of Interest
City Limit
Major Roads and Highways

BOUNDARIES

H

CITY LIMIT
GENERAL PLAN BOUNDARIES

Pacific

TRANSIT CENTER

THOUSAND OAKS

SPHERE OF INFLUENCE
CAMARILLO URBAN RESTRICTION BOUNDARY
SPECIFIC PLAN AREA

Ocean
Copyright:© 2013 Esri

Source: City of Camarillo, Department of
Community Development, 1/2015

Exhibit 3A
CITY OF CAMARILLO GENERAL PLAN MAP

ZONING MAP
AGRICULTURAL EXCLUSIVE

RE

RURAL EXCLUSIVE

R1

SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

RPD

RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT

COMMERCIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT
DA
A

TO S

T

E

CA
LL
E

O
CII NNO
EN
NC

LN.

ALTA S
AG
UN
A

8
1-

AR
CT

HARRIS

DR

SEYBOLT

CALLELACUMBRE(PVT)

AV
JAY

PASEO
(PV T.)
ARRO YO

(PV T.)
MIGUEL

VISTA (PV T.) DEL S OL

DR

C HE CT

LINDO

YEARLING
CT

BIG HORN
CT

CALLE

RODA
LA

R1

RCALLEELHALCON(PVT)

CALLELAGRANAD

CALLE LA ROCHA

CALLE LA PRADA

CALLEELCONDOR(PVT)

CAMINOLAMADERA(PVT)

RD
PALMERA
LA

LAS

COMA N

(PV T.) DE L VALLE

PO
CAMARILLO
BUSINESS
CENTER

CPD

£
¤

N

BL

RIDE

PARK

CITY OF CAMARILLO

TU

R

A

BL

CPD

CPD
.V

EN

TU R

A BL

CAMARILLO
PREMIUM
OUTLETS

HU

GH
ES

D

Y

LM

W

DR

CAMARILLO
TOWN CENTER

RE S

LL E DR

DR

PONDEROSA
PONDEROSA
RPD-30U

101

SPR INGVI

T

BL

MIRAS OL

STO

VENTURA
W

WOOD

W. V E N

A
UR

CALLE (PVT.)

R1

RPD-30U

EN
V

COUNTY OF VENTURA

SUNGROVE

CAMARILLO
PROMENADE

FACTOR

BL

ST
RD

AVIADOR

CPD

GRAVES
CT

PASEO

RPD30U

101

ST

AV

VALLE
LINDO
PARK

DE L MAR

VISTA (PV T.) DEL S OL

PASEO

£
¤
LM

VERDULERA

RPD

DR
ILY

ALLEY

RPD10U

FWY

8

ST

SOMBRA

DA

(HWY 101 )

M2

LAS
POSAS
PLAZA

DAILY DR

CPD

CPD

CPD

RPD30U

RPD18U

£
¤

LA

ARRO YO (PV T.)

RPD
W. VENTURA
BL

CALLE

PASEO (PVT.) LUNAR

CPD

VE 1
01URA
NT

D

C.A.P.E.
CHARTER
SCHOOL

AILEEN

CALLE

CMU

PO

RPD
BL

R-1-

R

COE

CIRCULO

AVENIDA (PV T.) MAGDALENA

SPRING OAK RD

RE

101

W VENTURA

POGGI
ST

E CALLE LA G UERRA (PVT)

R1

RPD

DR

-4 U

PO

CALLEELAVION(PVT)

RPD-10U

CALLELAGRANADA(PVT)

DR

RE

OVERLAND RD

£
¤

RPD10U

NOR T E

BARTON

GREEN

SPANISH MOSS
PL

POND ER OSA

R

CPD
DEL

R1

RPD

RPD-8U

D

O

W

ST

A(PVT)

CA
L LE

RPD10U

TREE FERN
CT

RIPLEY

BRADFORD

GREEN
GLADE
CT

POSAS

REG ALO

AV

AV
LAWN

A

CATALINA HEIGHTS
NAVY HOUSING

CALLELAFIESTA(PVT)

AV

P

JO
SE

U

A
OR
ZA
M

D-5
RP
C

CALLEELBOSQUECILLO(PVT)

GUERRA

CALLE

MENTA (PVT.)

CT.
PINO (PVT.)

CA
LLE
LA
RO
SA
TU

RTE
CO
PO
N

D

VALLEY VISTA DR

RA
TIER
RTE
CO

A

AV
EN
ID
S
LO
TA
PE
S
LO
E
D
O
SE
PA

LU

-2 0U

PASEO (PVT.) DE CO RTAG A

LE
Y
DS
BE
AR

LA

A

O

R
G

EP

LE

AN

AL

DE
E

V IA

LL

)

(PV T.) CO RTINA

CAMINO

TAL

CA

V T.

O

)

PE

MHPD

AVE NIDA DE MARGARITA

IN

WY

-2U

M

A
VIST

CORTE

(P

CA

AL ITO

RPD

AN
GE TM
ST

RPD

T0

RL
EA

E
NT
GA

ILLE

SO

L

E LE

O
CERR

L IA

C O RT E

RTE
CO

VT
S (P

L IL

OS

A
SANT

TO

A

RE - 40 Ac.

A

A
LL
RE

CORTE

E
CO RT O
VIE NT
RR

A
SILV

EST

T IE

URA

SPRING VILL E
PARK

C

CAST

O

SA US

ILLA
PO RT

R1

LAS POSAS
ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL

LA

O
PASE

IN

LA

AM

DR

E
CALL

A
DE

-

CALLE

SO LT

SA

ZANO

E
CO RT AN O
CA ST

BR
C EA
T

BR E

O
ER

RPD

E

CU M

.

RPD
5U

VA

E EN

BRAMBLE CT

S GA

W

M AN

LA

RA

E
CALL

EG

LUNA
DR

D

LL

D IN

DEL

A

R

CO RT
VIN A

IDA

IA

JA

RPD

O

DR

GR

H

LO

LO

RE

E

U

DR

LL

C

A

CA

IR

A
R
IN

LLE
CA

LA

VIA

AVEN

SPRINGVILLE
PARK
VIA
C

RTE AL
CO S TOR
PA
V
C

SA

E N DID
(PV T)

LE DR

M

RE

P
O

ES PL

CIENAGA

AV

O
MIN A
C A RAD
T
ES

LA

OR E NA
CT

O
R

A

COR T E

R
VA
NA

O

0
R-1-1

O
PA SE

RPD
10U

A
TIERR
LINDA
CT

E
CO RT CATE
AG UA

DO
ENDI
SH
Y BU
ES PL
NA NC PA RK

O

LA

O SO

R-1-10

EN AD

RE - 1 Ac.

V IEW AV

LE

S

LIN DA

A
R

C R EST

MIN
CA

IN

M

N

BARR

RE-2 0

C AL

E
CO RT ITO
CE RR

ESC ALO

L

PL

NO

E VISTA
LL
CA

CO RT
E

RA

SE RE

CALLE

E

RPD10 U
RIV IERA (PV
T.)

C
AM

R-1-10

VIS T A

AS
CT H DA
L

RE15

BELLA

R TE

PL

CO

AV

AVOC ADO

RO
CALLE MADU

NT

DO M INICA
CTE

SPANISH HILLS
GOLF AND
COUNTRY CLUB

CRES TVIEW

C RE S TV
IEW A
V

CALLE

TA

DR

FR C O
O N R TE
DO
SA

RE-1 Ac.
RIO
LA

SA
E RO

E
CO RT NDRINA
GOLO

CAST

RE - 1 Ac.

G US

RPD
10U

OCAD O
AV
PL

AU

CE

MINO
CA

DO

PL

CA

CA

CO RT

PL

ID A

LO
IL

-4U

ERA

AV

CA

CO
RR

TERRADO

T.)

HIGU

E
CO RT A
CO LIN

ENC INO

.

O
AV

CO
R TE

VIA
(PV

-3 U

E
LL
CA

ENCINO AV
) DR
) DR
VT
VT
(P
(P

RE

RE - 1 Ac.

V
ON

D
RP

VE
R

IDA

TA

APR ISA

E
D

C

C

R
AB

O

RPD

VIA
ZAR
AL CA

E
ERS

T

ELDRED E.
LOKKER PARK

AV EN

NA

RE - 1 Ac.
V IS

c.
-1A

A

CE

RE

C

AV

VI
A

CO T

A
VIST

WAY

( P V T)

2U

LA
M

RE3 Ac.

RE

NORDMAN

AN

SIERRA

RE - 1 Ac.

D-

VALLE

DE L

V IA

AV
E N I DA

y
ds
le

WN

A

RP

R

E

DO

N
BA

D

RS

E STA

DR

HO

O
ER
OT
CT

.

BE RC
E AL
LL
CA

A
C

Ac

SA
ME

RAM O N
PL

Be
ar

CRES
O

AV
MA

VIST
A

LAS
TUE RO
CT

AR
A

DR

RD

DIO S

VI
RE

LAS POSAS
EQUESTRIAN
PARK

.

-1

SKEEL

A

Ac

-1

RE

CAMARILLO
OUTLET

CT

R

AV

AC
A

D

ROSEW OOD

TU

AC H

ST
.
T.)
(PV

DR
ST
A

A
UR
NT

VE

EL
(PVT )
CT

DR

VA LLEY

TO

.

VE NE

DR

R
D

LA
PA
CT TE
RA

O
ILL
AR
AM

OF
TY

UN

CIT

CO
T .)

PATE RA

CE RR

IA

D

CO N

VIEN

NA

RA
MO

VIA

AN
AU TL
E

D
.)
VT

(P
IDA
AV EN

RPD -4U
FC
YO

TL
AN
AU
DE

DR

(PV

JE
WE
L

)

CO

O

T.
C
.)

VT
(P

INA

PAT
DR.
.)

VT
(P

U
RP
D-4

G

O ND
DIAM

V T.

DR

Note: All zone boundaries and classifications shown on this map
are
the result
CO RR
IEN TE
CT
I SO
of ALV
city
ordinances that have been passed and adopted by the Camarillo City Council.

VIA TERRASOL

D

(P

LO

R I O CT

DR

W
IE

R

VALLE Y VISTA

OPEN SPACE

DR

LA

DA

V

W
as
h

TA D EL CIMA

PL

O
AD
OC
AV

SU

E

IL

LA CRE SCEN TA

V A L LEY V IS TA D R

RIN

UR

D
ON

VE
NT

AR

OS

CO
PA
LO
CT

(P
V
C T T .)
.

DI A M

M

GENERALVISMANUFACTURING

OPEN SPACE

DR

ER

F

CA

SE

DR

(PV

T.)

EY
DSL
BE AR
.
DR
T.)
(PV

W Y.
T.)
(PV

D1
0U

AT
A
PL

RP

LA

OS

CT

MA

UB

W

O

F

LIGHT MANUFACTURING

AURO RA

CALL
E

O

OLD

LIMITED MANUFACTURING

M-2

VIA DEL
CERRO

L
.

TO

TY

O

PA

CA MI
NO
LA
PO SA
DA

A

LA

T.)
CT
.

Y

NA

M-1

A

.)

R ID

DR

DA
EJA
AR
M
DE

C

T

DR

(PV

CIT

UN

M ONTA

LM

ADA
PORT

RIND
EO
C ALL

AR

CT

OPO

R

(

CL

CO

AL
LE

G

WAY D

IL

C

PIR

INDUSTRIAL

ADO
AVOC
CT

V

R

R

O

O

VT

V

F

O

(P

(PV T.)

P

OL

COUNTRY VI EW

R ID

SERVICE COMMERCIAL

L

NORTE

S

NC

E DA
LL PA
CA C O
A

H IL
L

I NG

LO
S
LLE
CA TU NO
EI
AC

SE

CAMARILLO COMMONS MIXED USE

VISTA

IN O C O

DE

ST.

)

AVE .

DE

S

CAM

VT.

SE O
DE

CA
RO LLE
CA
S CA L
C O LE
RVA

OS

V

E

VIST
A
CA DE
MP L
O

DE

DE
(P VT.)
E
L

E

STERLING HILLS
GOLF COURSE

(P DE
V LT
T.
) C IO
T.

CCM
SC

CALL
E

D

AR

IR
FA

CAL
L

RL
ST E

COMMERCIAL MIXED USE
ER

D

G

.

.)
VT
(P
O
R TE
N ER
M PA

AV

R

PL

CO

CA

RD

COMMERCIAL OLD TOWN

CMU

RE - 1 Ac.

RD

G

.)

NORTH

HT

AV

COMMERCIAL NEIGHBORHOOD

(P

1A

RIG

O

CPD
COT

A

N
UE

CN

R
EB

TR

D

D

A

DE

(P VT
.)

DR

NA

AV

ST

E

MO
RA

A
ND
UI T
C

ER

AY

PROFESSIONAL OFFICE

AY

LL

SA
BE

RE-20
O

T

CA

CO RTE (P VT.) DE Q UINTERO

A

S

1A. CO RTE (P VT.) DE E NCINITAS
2A.

ES

C ENT

E

FAIR W
CT

MARIA
N

2A

G

RECREATION COMMERCIAL

PO

A

RET IRO
CT

RIE NT

COMMERCIAL

FAIRW

RO SAD
CT

AD
CALL

RC

W

ST

MHPD MOBILE HOME PARK DEVELOPMENTO

O
SU EN
CT

SCALE IN FEET

AE

GOLDENSPUR

2000

CALLE CAMELLIA

0

SCHOOL

RESIDENTIAL & AGRICULTURE

DR

R

PLAZA LA
VISTA

IL
LO

8

AM

LM

M1

CAMARILLO
PREMIUM
OUTLETS

26

C

D EL

CENTER

A

P
R LA
AN Z
C A
H
O

M1

VENTURA COUNTY
AIRPORT
CAMARILLO

RE
FIRE STATION

M1

DR.
DR.

(PVT.)

EV
E

DURLEY AVE

VALLEY

WY.
(PV T.)

AVE.

FRONTIER
HIGH
SCHOOL

HW
BL

LN

EMORY

RE

AIRPO RT

ST.
(PV T.)

STINS ON (PV T.)

HO UCK (PV T.) ST.
SKYWAY

POS T (PVT.) ST.

(PV T.)

DR.

ST.
EUBANKS

RE

AE

CIR.

FREE DO M PARK

(PV T.)

FREEDOM PARK

MAIN S T

HO RIZO N

(PV T.)

WILLIS

POS T (PVT.) ST.

AVE.

STE ARM AN(PV T.) ST.

CO NVAIR ST.

BL

(PVT.)

DURLEY

ANG LE

AVIATION

HIG H

AVIATION

BL

DR.

BO WLINE

AVIATION

DR.

RD

PLEASANT

CITY OF CAMARILLO

VALLEY
COUNTY OF VENTURA

N

EA

SA

NT

Source: City of Camarillo Information
Systems Division, January 7, 2015

RD

REVOLO
PL

Exhibit 3B
CITY OF CAMARILLO ZONING MAP

3.2.3 Airport Master Plan
An Airport Master Plan (AMP) was prepared in July 2011 that showed hangar development (in a
slightly different configuration than is currently proposed) within the project area. This hangar
development in the northeast corner of the airport included up to 20 executive box hangars and
four rows of nested T‐hangars with associated taxilanes and apron. These improvements were
planned for the intermediate term (i.e., years 6‐10) of the AMP capital improvement program.
The planned northeast hangar development also included four large commercial hangars pro‐
posed as private investments with ground leases maintained with the County.

3.3

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ACT, SECTION 4(f) RESOURCES

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (Title 49 United States Code [USC]
Section 303) protects against the direct or indirect loss of publicly owned parks and recreation
areas due to federally funded transportation projects. It protects against loss of publicly owned
wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and significant historic sites as well. There are no Section 4(f)
lands within the proposed project site boundaries. The closest Section 4(f) lands to the proposed
hangar development site is Freedom Park, located over 0.5 mile to the southwest on the other
side of the airport.
In addition, there are no lands at the airport that have been granted to the County under Section
6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act. This act provides funds for buying or devel‐
oping public use recreational lands through grants to local and state governments.

3.4

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SOLID WASTE, AND POLLUTION PREVENTION

According to the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s (USEPA) EJScreen website
(USEPA 2015a) and the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) EnviroStor
website (DTSC 2017), the airport does not contain any areas listed as active Superfund or Brown‐
field sites. There are also no sites within the City, or on or near the airport, on the DTSC’s Cortese
List, which identifies sites located within the State’s hazardous waste and substances clean‐up
program (DTSC 2015a).
The airport has two fuel farms with aboveground storage tanks. These tanks are not located
within the proposed project site area. Airport operations and fixed base operators handle haz‐
ardous materials and wastes in accordance with their individual permits and conditions. Hazard‐
ous waste is collected separately and disposed at facilities approved to handle hazardous mate‐
rials.
Existing solid waste in the Camarillo area is generally collected and disposed of by E.J. Harrison
and Sons via the Gold Coast Recycling and Transfer Station in Ventura. A second transfer station
close to the airport is the Del Norte Regional Recycling and Transfer Station in Oxnard. Refuse
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incapable of being recycled is then hauled to County landfills (i.e., the Simi Valley Landfill & Re‐
cycling Center [SVLRC] or the Toland Road Sanitary Landfill). In addition, Ventura County’s Inte‐
grated Waste Management Division (IWMD) enforces recyclable construction material provisions
as part of its building permit process, as well as diversion requirements for green materials such
as wood waste and vegetation removal.
The Simi Valley Landfill is a fully permitted non‐hazardous municipal solid waste landfill and re‐
cycling facility that provides approximately 60 percent of Ventura County's daily refuse disposal
needs. The SVLRC is permitted to accept up to 3,000 tons per day of refuse and can accept 6,250
tons of recyclable materials (Waste Management 2015). As of April 3, 2012, the landfill had a
remaining capacity of 119,600,000 cubic yards (cy); its “cease operation” date is listed as January
31, 2052 (CalRecycle 2015a).
The Toland Road Sanitary Landfill is located in Santa Paula and is operated by the Ventura Re‐
gional Sanitation District (VRSD). It accepts only non‐hazardous wastes from residents in the
Santa Clara Valley and commercial loads processed through a Ventura County transfer station or
materials recycling facility (VRSD 2015). As of June 1, 2006, the Toland Road Sanitary Landfill had
a remaining capacity of 21,983,000 cy; its “cease operation” date is listed as May 31, 2027 (CalRe‐
cycle 2015b).
The airport’s onsite aircraft rescue and firefighting (ARFF) station is a hazardous materials re‐
sponse station. The airport also has procedures outlined in its storm water pollution prevention
program (SWPPP) to address chemical or fuel spills. The airport’s fuel farms are required to main‐
tain a spill prevention, control, and countermeasure (SPCC) Plan.

3.5

VISUAL EFFECTS

Lighting
Light emissions from the airport come from several sources:









Medium intensity runway edge lights (MIRL)
Medium intensity taxiway edge lights (MITL)
Precision approach path indicator (PAPI) lights
Runway end indicator lights (REILs)
Medium intensity approach lighting system (MALS) and MALS with runway alignment in‐
dicator lights (MALSR)
Lighted airfield signs
Airport beacon
Airside and landside building and parking lot security lighting
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When the air traffic control tower (ATCT) is closed, the airfield lights are turned off. A pilot‐
controlled lighting system is in place so pilots can turn on the airfield lights from their aircraft
radio transmitter.
As previously discussed in Section 3.2.1, existing land uses surrounding the airport are primarily
light industrial, commercial, or agriculture and are not sensitive to airport lighting.

Visual Resources
According to the City’s General Plan ‐ Community Design Element (Element), both Pleasant Valley
Road and Las Posas Road where they border the airport are identified by the City as scenic corri‐
dors. The Element contains policies intended to enhance existing view corridors and maintain
the visual quality and scenic views along these roadways (Objective SC‐1.1) and to “ensure that
development is sited and designed to blend man‐made and man‐introduced features with the
natural environment” (Objective SC‐1.2) (City of Camarillo 2012). Existing views from these cor‐
ridors encompass agricultural fields, light industrial and commercial development, and the air‐
port itself. Long distance views are available of the Los Posas Hills (to the north and east) and
the Santa Monica Mountains (to the south).

3.6

NOISE AND COMPATIBLE LAND USE

Exhibit 3C depicts land uses in the vicinity of the airport and identifies noise‐sensitive receptors.1
There are no residential neighborhoods within 0.5 mile of the proposed project area. However,
the mixed‐use area, located approximately 0.25 mile from the project area to the south of the
airport, contains several noise‐sensitive land uses such as a public high school (Frontier High
School), a charter high school (Architecture, Construction, and Engineering [ACE] Charter High
School), and a place of worship (Harbor Lighthouse Church). In addition, a mental health resi‐
dential care facility is currently under construction at 333 Skyway Drive. Another church (Cross‐
roads Community Church) is located approximately 0.5 mile east from the project site within the
Camarillo Premium Outlet mall.

1

Noise‐sensitive receptors are generally residences, places of worship, hospitals and health care facilities, and edu‐
cational facilities. Places of worship are defined as permanently established facilities intended solely for use as places
of worship and not meant to be converted to other potential uses. For a hospital/health care facility to be considered
noise‐sensitive, it must provide for overnight stays or provide for longer recovery periods, where rest and relaxation
are key considerations for use of the facility. Also, school facilities that only provide temporary or short term in‐
struction and training are not considered noise‐sensitive for environmental assessments.
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As part of the AMP, noise contours were modeled based on aircraft fleet mix, operations, flight
tracks, time of day, and topography. The results were reported in terms of Community Noise
Equivalent Level (CNEL).2 As can be seen in Exhibit 3D, the airport’s 65 decibel (dB) CNEL noise
exposure remains on airport property, except for where it extends past the Camarillo Hills Drain
over open space and portions of several light industrial/office buildings located along Verdulera
Street.
Although the AMP was adopted in 2011, the airport’s noise contours are likely to be similar or
slightly smaller today. The airport’s operations for the 12‐month period ending on April 25, 2016
were 136,510 (GCR Inc. 2016), while those reported for the AMP’s base year of 2007 were
139,948 (Ventura County 2011a). While changes in the fleet mix may have occurred since 2007,
the aircraft operating today at the airport are quieter overall due to changes in technology and
the phasing out of Stage I and II (noisier planes) by the Federal government.

3.7

NATURAL AND CULTURAL ENVIRONMENT

3.7.1 Air Quality
The airport is located in South Central Coast air basin, which is managed by the Ventura County
Air Pollution Control District (APCD). This area is in nonattainment for Federal 8‐hour ozone
standard (Serious) under the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) (as of February 13,
2017; the County is also in nonattainment of State ozone and particulate matter (PM10) (USEPA
2017; CARB 2016) (Exhibit 3E).

3.7.2 Biological Resources
The project area is approximately 70 feet (ft) above mean sea level (msl) with relatively flat to‐
pography and little native vegetation. On August 27, 2015, field biologists conducted a recon‐
naissance of the project area and adjacent areas within approximately 250 ft of the project area.
This resulted in a total Biological Study Area (BSA) of 47.3 acres. The resultant survey report is
incorporated into this EA by reference. As shown in Exhibit 3F, the BSA contains approximately
two acres of disturbed annual brome grassland, 10.9 acres of ruderal habitat, and 34.4 acres of
developed land.
The annual brome grassland is primarily located in a shallow swale along the north edge of the
BSA and in areas that are not mowed or disced regularly. Grasses observed dominating this com‐
munity include rip‐gut brome and soft chess, as well as a significant component of wild oats,
barley, crab grass, and salt grass. Other plant species identified within this habitat type include
2

In California, CNEL is used in place of Day‐Night Average Sound Level (DNL). DNL accounts for increased sensitivity
to noise at night (10:00 PM to 7:00 AM) and is the metric preferred by certain Federal agencies as an appropriate
measure of cumulative noise exposure. In California, these agencies accept the use of CNEL which, in addition to
nighttime sensitivities, also accounts for increased sensitivities during the evening hours (7:00 p.m. to 10:00 PM).
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NOISE SENSITIVE LAND USES IN
VICINITY OF CAMARILLO AIRPORT

Ventura Freeway

SCHOOLS

1
2
3
4
5
6
7

101

Embry Riddle
Frontier High School
Gateway Community School
Oxnard Adult School
Phoenix School
Regional Occupational Program
ACE Charter High School

rD
te
n
Ce
illo
Camar
Ca

PLACES OF WORSHIP

8 Harbor Lighthouse Church
9 Crossroads Community Church

Ventura Blvd.

MEDICAL FACILITY

r.

Perimeter Road

10 Mental Health Residential Care Facility

9

(under construction)

PUBLIC AGENCIES
1
2
3
4

Ventura County Office of Education
Ventura County Animal Regulation
Ventura County Fire Department
Ventura County Probation Agency

LEGEND

Source: www.ventura.org/camarillo-airport/
business-park-businesses

Airport Property Line
Project Study Area
Las Posas Rd.

Business Park
Commercial

3

2
3

1

6

4
Freedom Park

NORTH

5
2

10

Camarillo Sanitary
District Pump Station No. 3

1
7

8

4

0

600

1,200

SCALE IN FEET

Photo: Google Earth 5/2/15

Pleasant Valley Road

Exhibit 3C
EXISTING LAND USE IN PROXIMITY TO PROJECT
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Exhibit 3D
EXISTING (2009) AND FUTURE (2028)
NOISE CONTOURS

Ambient Air Quality Standards
Pollutant
Ozone (O 3)

California Standards1
Averaging
Time
Concentration3 Method4
1 Hour

0.09 ppm (180 µg/m 3)

8 Hour

3

0.070 ppm (137 µg/m )
50 µg/m 3

24 Hour
Respirable
Particulate
Annual
Matter (PM10)8 Arithmetic Mean

Fine
Particulate
Matter
(PM2.5)8
Carbon
Monoxide
(CO)

Nitrogen
Dioxide (NO2) 9

Ultraviolet
Photometry

Gravimetric or
Beta Attenuation

20 µg/m 3

National Standards2
Primary3,5
—
3

0 . 0 7 5 ppm ( 1 4 7 µ g/m )
150 µg/m 3
—

Secondary3,6

Method7

Same as
Primary Standard

Ultraviolet
Photometry

Same as
Primary Standard

Inertial Separation
and Gravimetric
Analysis

24 Hour

—

—

35 µg/m 3

Same as
Primary Standard

Annual
Arithmetic Mean

12 µg/m 3

Gravimetric or
Beta Attenuation

12.0 µg/m 3

15 µg/m 3

1 Hour

20 ppm (23 mg/m3)

3 5 ppm ( 4 0 mg/m3)

—

8 Hour

9.0 ppm (10 mg/m 3)

9 ppm ( 1 0 mg/m3)

—

8 Hour
(Lake Tahoe)

6 ppm (7 mg/m3)

—

—

1 Hour

0.18 ppm (339 µg/m 3)

1 0 0 ppb ( 1 8 8 g/m3)

—

Annual
0.030 ppm (57 µg/m3)
Arithmetic Mean

Non-Dispersive
Infrared Photometry
(NDIR)

Gas Phase
Chemiluminescence

0 . 0 5 3 ppm ( 1 0 0 µ g/m )

Same as
Primary Standard

7 5 ppb ( 1 9 6 g/m3)

—

—

0.5 ppm
(1300 µg/m 3)

0.14 ppm
(for certain areas) 10

—

3

1 Hour

0.25 ppm (655 µg/m3)

3 Hour

—

24 Hour

0.04 ppm (105 µg/m3)

Annual
Arithmetic Mean

—

0.030 ppm
(for certain areas) 10

—

30 Day Average

1.5 µg/m3

—

—

Calendar Quarter

—

Rolling 3-Month
Average

—

Visibility
Reducing
Particles 13

8 Hour

See footnote 13

Beta Attenuation and
Transmittance
through Filter Tape

No

Sulfates

24 Hour

25 µg/m 3

Ion Chromatography

National

Hydrogen
Sulfide

1 Hour

0.03 ppm (42 µg/m 3)

Ultraviolet
Fluorescence

Sulfur Dioxide
(SO 2) 10

Ultraviolet
Fluorescence

3

Lead 11,12

Vinyl
Chloride

11

24 Hour

Atomic Absorption

Same as
Primary Standard

Non-Dispersive
Infrared Photometry
(NDIR)

Gas Phase
Chemiluminescence

Ultraviolet
Flourescence;
Spectrophotometry
(Pararosaniline
Method)

High Volume
Sampler and Atomic
Absorption

0.15 µg/m 3

3

0.01 ppm (26 µg/m )

Source: California Air Resources Board 2013

1.5 µg/m
(for certain areas) 12

Inertial Separation
and Gravimetric
Analysis

Gas
Chromatography

Standards

Exhibit 3E
CALIFORNIA AND FEDERAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS

1.

California standards for ozone, carbon monoxide (except 8-hour Lake Tahoe), sulfur dioxide (1 and 24 hour), nitrogen dioxide, and
particulate matter (PM10, PM2.5, and visibility reducing particles), are values that are not to be exceeded. All others are not to be
equaled or exceeded. California ambient air quality standards are listed in the Table of Standards in Section 70200 of Title 17 of the
California Code of Regulations.

2.

National standards (other than ozone, particulate matter, and those based on annual arithmetic mean) are not to be exceeded more than
once a year. The ozone standard is attained when the fourth highest 8-hour concentration measured at each site in a year, averaged over
three years, is equal to or less than the standard. For PM10, the 24 hour standard is attained when the expected number of days per
3
calendar year with a 24-hour average concentration above 150 μg/m is equal to or less than one. For PM2.5, the 24 hour standard is
attained when 98 percent of the daily concentrations, averaged over three years, are equal to or less than the standard. Contact the U.S.
EPA for further clarification and current national policies.

3.

Concentration expressed first in units in which it was promulgated. Equivalent units given in parentheses are based upon a reference
temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr. Most measurements of air quality are to be corrected to a reference
temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr; ppm in this table refers to ppm by volume, or micromoles of pollutant per mole
of gas.

4.

Any equivalent measurement method which can be shown to the satisfaction of the ARB to give equivalent results at or near the level of
the air quality standard may be used.

5.

National Primary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety to protect the public health.

6.

National Secondary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary to protect the public welfare from any known or anticipated adverse
effects of a pollutant.

7.

Reference method as described by the U.S. EPA. An “equivalent method” of measurement may be used but must have a “consistent
relationship to the reference method” and must be approved by the U.S. EPA.

8.

On December 14, 2012, the national annual PM2.5 primary standard was lowered from 15 g/m to 12.0 g/m . The existing national 24hour PM2.5 standards (primary and secondary) were retained at 35 g/m3, as was the annual secondary standard of 15 g/m3. The
existing 24-hour PM10 standards (primary and secondary) of 150 g/m3 also were retained. The form of the annual primary and
secondary standards is the annual mean, averaged over 3 years.

9.

To attain the 1-hour national standard, the 3-year average of the annual 98th percentile of the 1-hour daily maximum concentrations at
each site must not exceed 100 ppb. Note that the national 1-hour standard is in units of parts per billion (ppb). California standards are in
units of parts per million (ppm). To directly compare the national 1-hour standard to the California standards the units can be converted
from ppb to ppm. In this case, the national standard of 100 ppb is identical to 0.100 ppm.

10.

On June 2, 2010, a new 1-hour SO2 standard was established and the existing 24-hour and annual primary standards were revoked. To
attain the 1-hour national standard, the 3-year average of the annual 99th percentile of the 1-hour daily maximum concentrations at each
site must not exceed 75 ppb. The 1971 SO2 national standards (24-hour and annual) remain in effect until one year after an area is
designated for the 2010 standard, except that in areas designated nonattainment for the 1971 standards, the 1971 standards remain in
effect until implementation plans to attain or maintain the 2010 standards are approved.

3

3

Note that the 1-hour national standard is in units of parts per billion (ppb). California standards are in units of parts per million (ppm). To
directly compare the 1-hour national standard to the California standard the units can be converted to ppm. In this case, the national
standard of 75 ppb is identical to 0.075 ppm.
11.

The ARB has identified lead and vinyl chloride as 'toxic air contaminants' with no threshold level of exposure for adverse health effects
determined. These actions allow for the implementation of control measures at levels below the ambient concentrations specified for
these pollutants.

12.

The national standard for lead was revised on October 15, 2008 to a rolling 3-month average. The 1978 lead standard (1.5 g/m3 as a
quarterly average) remains in effect until one year after an area is designated for the 2008 standard, except that in areas designated
nonattainment for the 1978 standard, the 1978 standard remains in effect until implementation plans to attain or maintain the 2008
standard are approved.

13.

In 1989, the ARB converted both the general statewide 10-mile visibility standard and the Lake Tahoe 30-mile visibility standard to
instrumental equivalents, which are "extinction of 0.23 per kilometer" and "extinction of 0.07 per kilometer" for the statewide and Lake
Tahoe Air Basin standards, respectively.
For more information please call ARB-PIO at (916) 322-2990

California Air Resources Board (6/4/13)
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Exhibit 3F
HABITAT WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA

tumble weed, bird’s foot trefoil, five horn bassia, bindweed, black mustard, alkali mallow, tumble
pigweed, Russian knapweed, and short‐pod mustard.
Ruderal vegetation is widespread at the airport and is the result of regular mowing and high traf‐
fic use. Within the BSA, ruderal areas are located outside a drainage channel, in the infield be‐
tween the taxiways and the runway, and in the northeast corner of the property. Plant species
observed in ruderal areas are essentially the same as those observed in the annual brome grass‐
land. However, the vegetation is more sporadic and much of the ruderal area consists of bare
dirt.
Developed habitat within the BSA includes paved taxiways, runways, and roadways, as well as
buildings, structures, and aircraft hangars. The developed habitat provides limited resources for
wildlife species tolerant of human activities and development. Although much of the developed
area is devoid of vegetation, a few of the ruderal grasses and forbs similar to those observed in
ruderal and annual brome grassland habitat were observed along the margins of developed ar‐
eas. Bird species, such as European house sparrow, Brewer’s blackbird, common raven, house
finch, and northern mockingbird, were observed utilizing the developed habitat for foraging. In
addition, some of these species (i.e., house finch and Brewer’s blackbird) may use the buildings
and hangars for nesting.
Table 3A identifies 11 federally listed plant or wildlife species that have a potential to occur within
the general project area. As shown in the table, it is unlikely for any of these species to occur
within the BSA and surrounding vicinity due to a lack of suitable habitat conditions or known
occurrences. In addition, no wetlands, water features, or designated critical habitat are present
within the BSA.
TABLE 3A
Federally Listed Species Investigated for Potential Occurrence
Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development
Species Name
Flowering Plants
marsh sandwort
(Arenaria paludicola)
spreading Navarretia
(Naverretia fossalis)

California Orcutt grass
(Orcuttia californica
var. californica)
Gambel’s watercress
(Rorippa gambellii)

Camarillo Airport

Federal Legal
Status

Potential for Occur‐
rence within BSA

A perennial herb that occurs in marshes and
swamps at elevations of 33‐558 ft msl.

Endangered

An annual herb that occurs in chenopod
scrub, marshes and swamps, playas, and
vernal pools at elevations of 100‐2,150 ft
msl.
An annual herb that occurs in vernal pools
at elevations of 50‐2,165 ft msl.

Threatened

None. No suitable
habitat present or oc‐
currences within BSA.
None. No suitable
habitat present or oc‐
currences within BSA.

Habitat and Distribution1

A rhizomatous herb that occurs in marshes
and swamps with fresh or brackish water at
elevations of 10‐164 ft msl.
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Endangered

Endangered

None. No suitable
habitat present or oc‐
currences within BSA.
None. No suitable
habitat present or oc‐
currences within BSA.
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TABLE 3A (Continued)
Federally Listed Species Investigated for Potential Occurrence
Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development
Species Name
Branchiopods
vernal pool fairy
shrimp (Branchinecta
lynchi)
Riverside fairy shrimp
(Streptocephalus
woottoni)
Amphibians
California red‐legged
frog (Rana draytonii)

Birds
marbled murrelet
(Brachyramphus mar‐
moratus)
southwestern willow
flycatcher (Empidonax
traillii extimus)
coastal California
gnatcatcher (Polioptila
californica californica)
least Bell’s vireo (Vireo
bellii pusillus)

1

Habitat and Distribution

Vernal pool habitats, including depressions
in sandstone, to small swale, earth slump,
or basalt‐flow depressions with a grassy or,
occasionally, muddy bottom in grassland.
Seasonal pools filled by winter/spring rains.
Hatch in warm water later in season.

Federal Legal
Status

Potential for Occur‐
rence within BSA

Threatened

None. No suitable
vernal pool habitat
present within BSA.

Endangered

None. No suitable
aquatic habitat pre‐
sent within BSA.

Aquatic habitats with little or no flow and
surface water depths to at least 2‐3 ft.
Presence of fairly sturdy underwater sup‐
ports, such as cattails.

Threatened

None. No suitable
aquatic habitat pre‐
sent within BSA.

Offshore or near‐shore aquatic environ‐
ments near coniferous forests.

Threatened

Riparian woodlands of southern California
with habitat patches at least 0.25 acres in
size and at least 30 ft wide.
Permanent resident in coastal sage scrub
habitats of southern California, typically be‐
low 2,500 ft msl.
Low riparian areas in the vicinity of water or
in dry river bottoms below 2,000 ft msl.
Nests along the margins of bushes or twigs
of willow, Baccharis or mesquite.

Endangered

None. No suitable
habitat present within
BSA.
None. No suitable
habitat present within
BSA.
None. No suitable
habitat present within
BSA.
None. No suitable
habitat present within
BSA.

Threatened

Endangered

Source: SWCA 2016
1
Habitat and distribution data provided by California Natural Diversity Database.
BSA = Biological Study Area; ft = feet; msl = mean sea level

Birds protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) may nest and/or forage within the BSA,
including burrowing owl, California horned lark, and northern harrier. Both burrowing owl and
California horned lark are identified by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) as
Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC), meaning that they are migratory, non‐game birds that,
without additional conservation actions, are likely to become candidates for listing under the
ESA. Burrowing owl and northern harrier are also protected by State law as Species of Special
Concern.
There are three known occurrences of the burrowing owl at the airport, according to CNDDB
records, although none of these occurrences were located within the BSA. No evidence of bur‐
row occupation was observed within the BSA during the August 2015 field survey; however, the
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burrowing owl may use the BSA for foraging during the winter months. The burrowing owl pre‐
fers open grasslands, prairies, and occasionally open areas such as vacant lots. It spends the
majority of time on the ground or on low perches and nests in abandoned burrows, such as prai‐
rie dog, ground squirrels, fox, or woodchuck burrows.
California horned lark was not observed during the field survey, but suitable foraging and nesting
habitat (i.e., short grass prairies, coastal plains, and fallow fields) is present within the BSA.
Northern harrier was observed during the field survey and foraging habitat is present within the
BSA. Suitable nesting substrate (i.e., shrubby vegetation) for northern harrier is not present
within the BSA.

3.7.3 Climate
Increasing concentrations of greenhouse gases (GHGs) in the atmosphere affect global climate
(IPCC 2014; U.S. Global Change Research Program 2009). Scientific measurements show that
Earth’s climate is warming, with concurrent impacts including warmer air temperatures, in‐
creased sea level rise, increased storm activity, and an increased intensity in precipitation events.
This climate change due to GHG emissions, while a global phenomenon, can also have local im‐
pacts.3
Research has also shown that there is a direct correlation between fuel combustion and GHG
emissions. GHGs from anthropogenic (man‐made) sources include carbon dioxide (CO2), me‐
thane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur
hexafluoride (SF6). CO2 is the most important anthropogenic GHG because it is a long‐lived gas
that remains in the atmosphere for up to 100 years.
The International Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) estimates that aviation accounted for 4.1 per‐
cent of global transportation GHG emissions. In the U.S., EPA data indicates that commercial
aviation contributed 6.6 percent of total CO2 emissions in 2013, compared with other sources,
including the remainder of the transportation sector (20.7 percent), industry (28.2 percent), com‐
mercial (16.9 percent), residential (16.9 percent), agricultural (9.7 percent), and U.S. territories
(0.05 percent) (USEPA 2015b). Scientific research is ongoing to better understand climate
change, including any incremental atmospheric impacts that may be caused by aviation.
At the local level, the County maintains a website that provides information regarding climate
protection measures and a program that helps County businesses and commercial property own‐
ers interested in installing energy‐efficiency improvements to obtain low‐cost financing (Califor‐
niaFIRST). Improvements that qualify for the program include renewable energy generation
3

As explained by the EPA, “greenhouse gases, once emitted, become well mixed in the atmosphere, meaning U.S.
emissions can affect not only the U.S. population and environment but other regions of the world as well; likewise,
emissions in other countries can affect the United States.” USEPA, Climate Change Division, Office of Atmospheric
Programs, 2009.
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(such as solar photovoltaics and wind turbines), energy efficiency projects, and water conserva‐
tion measures. The County’s Climate Protection Plan contains strategies to reduce GHG emis‐
sions 15 percent by 2020 (County of Ventura 2015b).

3.7.4 Coastal Resources
Camarillo Airport is not within the California Coastal Zone, which is approximately five miles to
the west. The project area itself is approximately eight miles from the Pacific Ocean at its closest
point.

3.7.5 Farmlands
According to the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (USDA‐
NRCS) Web Soil Survey (2015), the soils within the project study area are Camarillo loam. A small
portion of Hueneme sandy loam is in one of the designated staging areas in the northwest corner
of the project site. Camarillo loam is rated as Farmland of statewide importance, while Hueneme
sandy loam is Prime farmland, if irrigated and drained.
The project area is not currently farmed or irrigated. The California Department of Conserva‐
tion’s (2014) Important Farmland Map shows the entire airport as Urban and Built‐Up Land.

3.7.6 Historical, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources
In support of this EA, a cultural resource records search and intensive pedestrian field survey of
the project study area were conducted in August 2015 to determine the presence or lack of cul‐
tural resources. No cultural resources were identified within or adjacent to the project area.
Based on the information contained in the cultural resource survey, FAA determined there are
no historic properties located within the proposed project’s Area of Potential Effect (APE). There‐
fore, the FAA finds the proposed undertaking will not affect any historic properties listed or eli‐
gible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.
The State Historic Preservation Office was notified of FAA’s determination on November 9, 2016.
SHPO concurred with FAA’s determination and finding on December 13, 2016 (Appendix A). FAA
also contacted the following three federally recognized tribes in the area by letter on October 6,
2016: Barbareno/Ventureno Band of Mission Indians; Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation; and
Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians. No tribes requested consultation or provided information
regarding tribal cultural resources.
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3.7.7 Natural Resources and Energy Supply
The airport receives natural gas and electricity from local providers, The Gas Company and South‐
ern California Edison, respectively. In addition, the airport has two different fuel farms containing
a total of 12 fuel tanks. There are no fuel farms located on the project site.
Water at the airport is supplied by the City of Camarillo; water tie‐ins are located immediately
south of the project site. The City’s water supply is obtained from both local groundwater sources
and imported water sources. Approximately 50 percent of the water comes from three local
groundwater wells. The City’s imported water is obtained from the Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California and is purveyed to the City by the Calleguas Municipal Water District. Sev‐
eral other water companies provide water service to portions of Camarillo, such as the Camrosa
Water District, Crestview Mutual Water Company and the Pleasant Valley Mutual Water Com‐
pany (City of Camarillo 2015b).
The City of Camarillo is currently under a Stage 1 condition with respect to water conservation
measures in response to recent changes in the availability of water from northern California. The
City’s Water Conservation Ordinance No. 14.12, Exhibit A contains Stage 1 water restrictions in‐
tended to reduce overall water use by 10 percent (City of Camarillo website 2017).

3.7.8 Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s
Environmental Health and Safety Risks
Population
Population estimates (2015) for the City, County, and the State by the U.S. Census Bureau’s Amer‐
ican Community Survey (ACS) are presented in Table 3B. As shown in the table, approximately 8
percent of the County’s population lives in Camarillo; the City’s total population in 2015 was
66,445. Roughly 18 percent of the population in Camarillo is from a minority race; the minority
percentage in the County and the State overall is approximately 17 percent and 35 percent, re‐
spectively. Approximately 25 percent of the population in Camarillo consider themselves His‐
panic compared to 42 percent Countywide.
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TABLE 3B
Population Characteristics (2015)
City of Camarillo, Ventura County, and State of California
Characteristic
City of Camarillo
Total Population
66,445
Race Alone or in Combination with other races1
81.6%
White
3.1%
Black or African American
1.2%
American Indian and Alaska Native
12.9%
Asian
0.6%
Hawaiian/Pacific Islander
6.5%
Other
25.0%
Hispanic (of any race)

Ventura County
840,833
82.6%
2.5%
1.8%
8.9%
0.5%
8.2%
41.6%

State of California
38,421,464
65.5%
7.1%
1.9%
15.6%
0.8%
14.1%
38.4%

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce 2015c. U.S. Census Bureau website: DP05, ACS Demographic and Hous‐
ing Estimates, 2011‐2015 American Community Survey 5‐Year Estimates.
1

The six percentages may add to more than 100 percent because individuals may report more than one race.

Table 3C summarizes economic characteristics from the American Community Survey’s 5‐year
estimates for Camarillo, the County, and the State. As can be seen in this table, Camarillo has
higher median household and per capita income than the County or State. It also has a lower
percentage of families living below the poverty level and a lower unemployment rate than either
the County or the State.
TABLE 3C
Economic Characteristics (2015)
City of Camarillo, Ventura County, and State of California
Characteristic
Median Household Income
Families Below the Poverty Level
Per Capita Income
Unemployment (Civilian labor
force)

City of Camarillo
$88,152
4.0%
$39,889
6.9%

Ventura County
$77,348
7.9%
$33,435
8.6%

State of California
$61,818
12.2%
$30,318
9.9%

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce 2015b. U.S. Census Bureau website: DP03, Selected Economic Charac‐
teristics, 2011‐2015 American Community Survey 5‐Year Estimates.

Environmental Justice
Executive Order (E.O.) 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Pop‐
ulations and Low‐Income Populations, and the accompanying Presidential Memorandum, as well
as U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) Order 5610.2, Environmental Justice, require FAA to
provide for meaningful public involvement by minority and low income populations. These or‐
ders address potential impacts on these populations that may be disproportionately high and
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adverse. The airport is located within Census Tract (C.T.) 1 of Ventura County (2010 U.S. Census).
Exhibit 3G shows 2015 planning estimates for minority and low income populations within C.T. 1
(U.S. Department of Commerce 2015a). Based on this information, minorities comprise approx‐
imately 48 percent of the C.T. 1 population, while low income residents constitute approximately
five percent of C.T. 1. However, there are no residences in proximity to the airport, which is
surrounded by businesses and agricultural lands.

Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks
Although there are no residences in proximity to the airport, there are several schools and a park
located within the airport’s business park on the south side of the airport. Refer to Sections 3.3
and 3.6 for additional discussion of existing parks and schools as well as Exhibit 3C.

Surface Transportation and Traffic
Regional access in the vicinity of the airport occurs on U.S. Highway 101 via Las Posas Road and
Pleasant Valley Road, both of which border the airport. Table 3D shows daily traffic on roadways
in proximity to the airport using 2015 traffic counts conducted by the City. Based on the amount
of daily traffic shown for Pleasant Valley Road, which is a two‐lane roadway with designated left
turn lanes at Airport Way and at Las Posas Road, this roadway operates at a level of service (LOS)4
D in the vicinity of the airport; Sturgis and Wood Roads each operate at an acceptable LOS (i.e.,
LOS C). Las Posas Road is a two‐lane road south of Pleasant Valley Road and a four‐lane road
north of Pleasant Valley Road. North of Pleasant Valley Road, Las Posas Road operates at a LOS
C.5
The intersections of State Route (SR) 34 with Las Posas Road and with Pleasant Valley Road were
monitored in 2014 as part of the County’s Congestion Management Program. The LOS for both
intersections in the AM peak hour was LOS A; in the PM peak hour, the SR 34/Las Posas Road
intersection operated at LOS A and the SR 34/Pleasant Valley Road intersection operated at LOS
B (County of Ventura Public Works Agency 2014a). In addition, based on PM peak hour turning

4

The LOS designation of a roadway or an intersection indicates whether the capacity is adequate to handle the
volume of traffic using the facility. LOS “A” indicates excellent service level, with minimal stacking of vehicles, while
LOS “F” describes densely congested conditions.
5

Both Las Posas Road and Pleasant Valley Road are designated by the City as Primary Arterial Streets. According to
the City’s Circulation Element, a primary arterial is designed to accommodate four to six lanes of traffic with a ca‐
pacity of 30,000 to 45,000 average daily trips (ADT). LOS C can accommodate between 24,000 and 36,000 ADT (City
of Camarillo 2014). The City’s Circulation Element (2014) Policy 1.2.6 states that the City should maintain a LOS C or
better on all streets and intersections, although “brief periods of LOS D during peak a.m. and p.m. traffic hours may
be tolerated where improving to LOS C would be unreasonably costly.”
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movement counts taken by the City of Camarillo, the Las Posas Road/Pleasant Valley Road inter‐
section operates at LOS A in the AM peak hour and LOS B in the PM peak hour (M. Heredia,
Engineering Technician (Traffic), email communication).
TABLE 3D
Traffic Characteristics on Roadways
In Proximity to Camarillo Airport
Location
Pleasant Valley Rd. west of Las Posas Rd.
Pleasant Valley Rd. west of Airport Way
Sturgis Rd. west of Pleasant Valley Rd.
Las Posas Rd between SR 34 and Pleasant Valley Rd
Las Posas Rd between Pleasant Valley Rd. and Ventura Blvd.

2015 Average Daily Trips
(ADT)
20,000
20,000
4,000
9,000
25,000

SOURCE: M. Heredia, Engineering Technician (Traffic), City of Camarillo 2015.

Class II Bike Lanes are also located along Las Posas Road and Pleasant Valley Road along the pe‐
rimeter of the airport. Class II bike lanes are a striped lane for one‐way travel on the right of each
direction of vehicle traffic along a roadway and are typically four‐ to six‐ft wide.

3.7.9 Water Resources
Wetlands
According to the National Wetland Inventory, there are no mapped wetlands or water features
within the project study area (USFWS 2015). The closest potential wetland habitat to the project
site is along the bottom of the Camarillo Hills Drain, more than 100 ft north of the proposed
project limits. This conclusion was verified in the field as part of the biological resources field
survey conducted for the project site in August 2015. No wetland (hydrophytic) plant species or
hydric soils were identified in the BSA.

Floodplains
Federal Emergency Management Agency’s (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map No. 06111C0929F,
dated January 7, 2015, shows that the proposed project development areas are located within
Other Areas (Zone X)6 (Exhibit 3H). The airport is protected from the 100‐year flood by a levee
along the south side of the Camarillo Hills Drain, which prevents the regulatory floodway located
along the channel from affecting the airport. One small part of the extreme northeastern corner
6

This zone is defined by FEMA as “Areas of 0.2% annual chance flood; areas of 1% annual chance flood with aver‐
age depths of less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile; and areas protected by levees from
1% annual chance flood.”
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Exhibit 3G
MINORITY AND LOW INCOME POPULATION

LEGEND
Airport Property Line
Project Study Area
Ultimate Pavement
Ultimate Hangar
Regulatory Floodway
0.2% Annual Chance Flood Hazard, Areas of
1% annual chance flood with average depth less
than one foot or with drainage areas of less than
one square mile
Area with Reduced Flood Risk due to Levee
Areas Determined to be Outside the 0.2%
Annual Chance Floodplain
Channel, Culvert or Storm Sewer
Accredited or Provisionally Accredited Levee,
Dike or Floodway
Cross Sections with 1% Annual Chance
Hydrographic Feature
Base Flood Elevation Line (BFE)

ACCREDITED LEVEE NOTES TO USERS: Check with your local community
to obtain more information, such as the estimated level of protection
provided (which may exceed the 1-percent-annual chance level) and
Emergency Action Plan, on the levee system(s) shown as providing
protection for areas on this panel. To mitigate flood risk in residual risk
areas, property owners and residents are encouraged to consider flood
insurance and floodproofing or other protective measures. For more
information on flood insurance, interested parties should visit the FEMA
Website at http://www. fema.gov/business/nfip/index.shtm.

Source: FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map No. 06111C0929F,
revised January 7, 2015
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Exhibit 3H
FLOODPLAIN MAP FOR PROJECT AREA

of the project study area is located within the regulatory floodway of the Camarillo Hills Drain
where it crosses Las Posas Road. However, no changes to this area would result from the project.

Surface Waters
The project area drains into two separate subwatersheds of the Calleguas Creek watershed (Zone
3 of the Ventura County Watershed Protection District [VCWPD]): the Revolon Slough – Calleguas
Creek subwatershed includes the runway overrun and the project area to the south of the over‐
run. The project area between the runway overrun and the Camarillo Hills Drain is part of the
Beardsley Wash subwatershed (USEPA 2015c). Calleguas Creek and other tributary creeks drain
the surface waters of the area westward toward the Pacific Ocean.
Stormwater drainage facilities in proximity to the project study area include culverts under the
existing hangars and taxiway that pass stormwater into existing earthen drainage swales located
in the infield between the runway and its parallel taxiway and along the base of the Camarillo
Hills Drain. A preliminary drainage report prepared on the project area identifies three project
drainage areas (Exhibit 3J). Project Watershed A drains north to the Camarillo Hills Drain; Project
Watersheds B and C drain west and south, respectively, toward the Pleasant Valley Drain.
The Beardsley Wash and Revolon Slough, located west and south of the airport, are the closest
impaired waters under the Clean Water Act (CWA), Section 303(d) guidance. The County oper‐
ates under the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Stormwater Permit No. CAS004002. In addition,
VCWPD enforces Ordinance WP‐2, which contains standards and permitting conditions related
to new drainage connections within the VCWPD’s jurisdiction (see Section 4.3.8.3 for further dis‐
cussion).

Groundwater
The airport is underlain by the Pleasant Valley groundwater basin, which has a surface area of
21,600 acres (33.7 square miles) (CDWR 2006). The basin is bounded on the north by the Cama‐
rillo and Las Posas Hills and on the south by the Santa Monica Mountains; the eastern boundary
is formed by a constriction in Arroyo Santa Rosa, and the basin is bounded on the west by the
Oxnard subbasin of the Santa Clara River Groundwater Basin (CSWRB 1956).
According to the County’s 2014 Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP), ground‐
water is the largest single source of water in the region, about 65 percent, and is pumped exten‐
sively by individual well owners and by a majority of the 166 public and private water purveyors
within the County (Watershed Coalition of Ventura County 2014). Since more groundwater is
used than is replaced, the County’s groundwater reserves are slowly decreasing and overdraft
conditions have resulted.
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Agriculture accounts for most of the demand for groundwater in the County. Saline intrusion
from surrounding sediments and salinity associated with high groundwater levels are the primary
water quality concern in the Pleasant Valley groundwater basin. This potential for saline intru‐
sion also exists in the depressed groundwater elevations in the Lower Aquifer System of the
Pleasant Valley groundwater basin.
In 2008, a soils engineering report was prepared for the Camarillo Airport Parallel Taxiway –
Phases 1 and 2 (Earth Systems Pacific 2008). At that time, subsurface water was encountered at
between 9.5 and 14 feet below ground in nine of the 13 borings. No groundwater was encoun‐
tered in the four borings located within the Proposed Action site.

Wild and Scenic Rivers
The closest designated Wild and Scenic River to the airport is Sespe Creek, located more than 25
miles north of the airport; Piru Creek on the border of Ventura and Los Angeles counties also has
a designated river segment (USGS 2015). There are no other creeks or rivers in Ventura County
that are currently under study or on the Nationwide Rivers Inventory (U.S. Department of Interior
2015).

3.8

PAST, PRESENT AND REASONABLY FORESEEABLE FUTURE ACTIONS

The purpose of this section is to outline those projects which will need to be considered during
the cumulative impact analysis in Chapter Four of this EA. The Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ), Section 1508.7, defines cumulative impact as the impact on the environment which results
from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions, regardless of what agency (Federal or non‐Federal) or person under‐
takes such actions. Past projects are defined as those which have been undertaken over the past
five years within the vicinity of the airport. Foreseeable future actions are defined as those which
are likely to become a reality, such as projects that have been included within the airport’s five‐
year capital improvement program (ACIP). Other developments considered are those that are
planned or currently under development within the vicinity of the airport.

3.8.1 On‐Airport Development
Table 3E identifies past, ongoing, and proposed improvements at Camarillo Airport (from 2011 ‐
2021) according to the airport’s currently proposed ACIP and the County’s Airport Information
website (2015a).
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TABLE 3E
Past, Ongoing, and Proposed Airport Improvements (Years 2011 – 2021)
Camarillo Airport
Fiscal Year (FY)
Project Description
2011/12
Construct new pavement on parallel taxiway
2011/12
Roof replacement at Hangar 2
Reconstruct pavement at apron south of Taxiway G3 and taxiway safety improve‐
2012/13
ments between Taxiways G and F
2012/13
Aviation Drive perimeter fence repairs
Rehabilitate airport pavement for Runway 8‐26 and Taxiways G, A, C and D, includ‐
2013/14
ing lighting upgrades
2013/14
Construct maintenance yard pad extension
2013/14
Burr Hangar Addition – 65 Durley Avenue
2014/15
Rehabilitate pavement for Aviation Drive airport access road
2014/15
Rehabilitate pavement at East Durley Avenue
Rehabilitate west and central taxilanes, aprons, Durley Avenue airport access gate
2015/16
road and airport parking
2015/16
Rehabilitate pavement at Convair, Durley, N. Houck, and W. Post Street
2015/16
Reconstruct parking lot at Cafe/CIA
2015/16
Commemorative Air Force Hangar Addition
2016
Mental health residential care facility at 333 Skyway Drive
2016
Acquisition of former Naval parcel
2020
Runway 8‐26 pavement and taxiway connector reconstruction
2021
Rehabilitate parallel Taxiway H, central apron, and pavement south of Taxiway G3
Sources: County of Ventura Department of Airports 2015b.

3.8.2 Off‐Airport Development
To define cumulative projects within the off‐airport areas surrounding the project site, the fol‐
lowing approximate six‐square mile cumulative project area was identified based on communi‐
cation with the County’s Resource Management Agency, Planning Division and the City’s Com‐
munity Development Department: south of U.S. Highway 101; west of Carmen Drive and an im‐
aginary southerly extension of Carmen Drive; north of W. 5th Street (SR 34); and east of the
Beardsley Wash (Exhibit 3K).
Based on the County’s website for recently approved planning projects (County of Ventura Re‐
source Management Agency 2015), as well as discussions with the County Resource Management
Agency Planning Division, there are no recently approved projects (as of October 5, 2015) or sub‐
stantial past projects within the study area (W. Wright, Discretionary Permit Coordinator, per‐
sonal communication).
The following street improvements are listed on the County Public Works Agency website
(2015b) as Active Transportation Projects or on the County’s Pavement Plan (2014b) for the years
2016 through 2019 within the cumulative study area:
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Intersection improvements at Pleasant Valley Road/Fifth Street (SR 34) – estimated con‐
struction from June 2016 through March 2017;



Intersection improvements at Pleasant Valley Road/Sturgis Road – estimated construc‐
tion from October 2016 through December 2016;



Pavement improvements on Pleasant Valley Road from SR 34 to Las Posas Road (Priority
2); and



Pavement improvements on Wood Road from SR 34 to Pleasant Valley Road (Priority 2).

The following list of City projects is based off monthly reports available on the City’s website and
archives, as well as a list of capital improvement projects from the City’s Public Works Depart‐
ment, and consists of projects within the City that should be considered when addressing cumu‐
lative impacts of the Proposed Action or its alternatives (Table 3F) (City of Camarillo 2011‐2015).
TABLE 3F
Past, Ongoing, and Approved City of Camarillo (Years 2011 – 2021)
Project Description
Location
2011‐2013: None
2014: 2 commercial buildings (10,000 sf)
Ventura Boulevard (Camarillo Premium Outlets)
2014: Warehouse/industrial (95,400 sf)
Verdulera Street (Airport Business Park)
2015: Kiosk coffee shop (507 sf)
Camarillo Premium Outlets
Approved as of 9/2015:
9 single‐family units
South of Sevilla Street
Red Rock Restaurant (10,990 sf)
Ventura Boulevard (Camarillo Premium Outlets)
Commercial Center (499,000 sf)
Ventura Boulevard north of Airport
Warehouse/industrial (19,876 sf)
Verdulera Street (Airport Business Park)
Multi‐tenant (43, 876 sf)
Verdulera Street (Airport Business Park)
4 Industrial buildings (129,016 sf)
Camarillo Center Drive
Capital Improvement Program as of 2015:
Las Posas Bridge fence
West side of Las Posas Road Overcrossing
Ventura Boulevard Park‐n‐Ride access improve‐
Existing south entrance closure (alternate access to be deter‐
ments
mined)
Pleasant Valley Road bike lanes
Within cumulative project study area
Las Posas Road bike lanes
Within cumulative project study area
Well Rehabilitation – Airport 3
North of Eubanks Street
Pleasant Valley Road sewer force main
Between Las Posas Road and Treatment Plant
Pump Station #3 rehabilitation
North of Pleasant Valley Road, east of Las Posas Road
Conference Center drain
Between Park‐n‐Ride access and Ventura Boulevard
Annual pavement rehabilitation
Various locations within cumulative project study area
Water Infrastructure repairs
Various locations within cumulative project study area
Sewer improvements per Sanitary Sewer Master Various locations within cumulative project study area
Plan
Source: City of Camarillo Community Development Department, Monthly Reports, 2011 – 2015; K. Matsuoka, City
of Camarillo Public Works Department 2015, personal communication with Coffman Associates, December 9.
sf= square feet
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Exhibit 3K
CUMULATIVE STUDY AREA

Chapter Four - Environmental
Consequences and Mitigation

Chapter Four
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
AND MITIGATION
4.1

Northeast Hangar Development
Environmental Assessment

INTRODUCTION

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Orders 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Pro‐
cedures (Order 1050.1F) and 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing
Instructions for Airport Actions (Order 5050.4B) define the form and content of Environmental
Assessments (EAs) and require that impact analyses be conducted for specific categories. Im‐
pacts are determined by comparing the anticipated local environmental condition after develop‐
ment (Proposed Action alternative) to the conditions at and around the airport should no project
be developed (No Action alternative). Data regarding the existing condition is provided within
Chapter Three of this EA.
For the purposes of this EA, the environmental consequences have been evaluated for the Pro‐
posed Action and No Action alternatives. All other project alternatives under consideration were
eliminated because they did not meet the stated project criteria (see Section 2.2). In accordance
with the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations, as contained within Title 40, Code
of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 1508.8, the No Action alternative has been retained for fur‐
ther environmental analysis.
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The environmental consequences of each impact category include consideration of the following:


Direct effects – Direct effects are defined as those which are caused by the Proposed
Action and occur at the same time and place (40 CFR Section 1508.8[a]).



Indirect effects and their significance – Indirect effects are defined as those which are
caused by the Proposed Action and are later in time or farther removed in distance but
are still reasonably foreseeable (40 CFR Section 1508.8[b]).



Cumulative effects and their significance – Cumulative effects are defined as the impact
on the environment which results from the incremental impact of the Proposed Action
when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless
of what agency or person undertakes the other actions (40 CFR Section 1508.7). Section
3.8 lists the past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions considered for this
EA’s analysis. Resources which are not affected by the Proposed Action alternative have
not been evaluated for cumulative impact unless such an evaluation was requested by a
resource agency (see Appendix A).

Where necessary, mitigation measures are listed which will reduce or eliminate anticipated en‐
vironmental impacts for each of the alternatives. Special purpose laws and local programs and
policies that protect various environmental resources are also identified.

4.2

RESOURCES NOT IMPACTED BY PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

As outlined within paragraph 706.f of FAA Order 5050.4B, concise analysis was undertaken only
for potential impacts that the alternatives under consideration may cause. The project area is
located within the airport’s boundaries and, as discussed in Chapter Three, the following re‐
sources are not located in the project area or would not be impacted by the project alternatives:







coastal resources;
Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f) resources;
farmlands;
historical, architectural, archaeological, and cultural resources;
land use; and
noise and compatible land uses.

Therefore, these FAA Order 1050.1F environmental impact categories are not addressed further
in this EA.
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4.3

RESOURCES POTENTIALLY IMPACTED BY PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

The following sections contain impact analyses for those categories defined within FAA Order
1050.1F that could potentially be affected by project alternatives. The No Action alternative pro‐
vides an evaluation of future environmental conditions if the Proposed Action alternative is not
undertaken. Where there is not a potential for a significant impact, the rationale for this conclu‐
sion is discussed.

4.3.1 Air Quality
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
FAA Order 1050.1F, Exhibit 4‐1 states that a significant impact to air quality will occur if the action
will cause pollutant concentrations to exceed one or more of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) for any of the time periods analyzed, or to increase the frequency or severity
of any such violations. The NAAQS are established by the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) under the Clean Air Act (CAA). In addition, per FAA’s Aviation Emissions and Air
Quality Handbook, Version 3, Update 1 (2015a), projects that will not increase the capacity of an
airport or change aircraft and vehicle traffic patterns are not likely to cause or create a “reason‐
able foreseeable increase in emissions.” Since this would be the case for the Proposed Action, a
qualitative discussion explaining the rationale for this conclusion is provided in this EA.
An airport action may also be subject to the General Conformity requirements of the CAA if it will
occur in a nonattainment or maintenance area. The General Conformity Rule of the CAA estab‐
lishes the procedures and criteria for determining whether certain Federal actions conform to
State or Federal air quality implementation plans. Under the General Conformity Rule, all rea‐
sonably foreseeable direct and indirect emissions occurring due to federally supported actions
should be quantified and compared against de minimis thresholds in what is known as an applica‐
bility test. As previously discussed in Chapter Three, the airport is located in Ventura County
which is in nonattainment for ozone (1‐Hour, State; 8‐hour, State and Federal [serious]) and par‐
ticulate matter (PM10, State only) under the NAAQS and State standards (USEPA 2016; CARB
2016).
Ground‐level ozone is not emitted directly into the air, but is created by chemical reactions be‐
tween oxides of nitrogen (NOX) and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in the presence of sun‐
light. As a result, NOX and VOC emissions are used to estimate ozone emissions. The de minimis
threshold for VOC and NOx provided in the General Conformity requirements for ozone serious
nonattainment areas is 50 tons/year; de minimis thresholds for PM2.5 and PM10 are not applicable
to this project since the County is in attainment for Federal particulate matter standards.

Camarillo Airport

4‐3

Draft

Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. Although the Proposed Action may have some additional aircraft trips associated
with the use of additional hangars (and, potentially, based aircraft) at the airport, the Proposed
Action will not increase the capacity of the airport or substantially change overall airport opera‐
tions or aircraft traffic patterns. Based on analysis of the current hangar wait list, the majority of
the aircraft using the new hangars will be aircraft already based on the airport using tie‐downs,
existing smaller hangars, or existing fixed base operator (FBO) tenants who are looking for their
own space. The aircraft owners have been on the County’s wait list for new hangar space for a
number of years. Thus, although the Proposed Action will construct an additional 118 hangars
at the airport, many of these aircraft are already located at the airport. No substantial increase
in emissions related to aircraft operations when compared to the No Action alternative will occur.
The Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) conducted an independent air quality
analysis of the proposed project using the CalEEMod emissions model and found that the project
will, “generate less than significant impacts to regional and local air quality.” The Proposed Ac‐
tion will be subject to APCD conditions of approval to ensure that all project construction and
operations are conducted in compliance with all APCD Rules and Regulations. The project’s air
quality impacts are estimated at 2 pounds per day (lbs/day) of reactive organic gases (ROGs) (also
known as VOCs) and 4.7 lbs/day of NOx. See Appendix A for APCD letter and attachment as well
as Mitigation Measures below.
The General Conformity de minimis thresholds for the precursors of ozone (NOx and VOC), for
which Ventura County is a Federal nonattainment area, are 50 tons per year. Using the pounds
per day estimates of project emissions determined by the APCD’s CalEEMod, the project would
generate less than one ton/year of VOC or of NOx. This is below the General Conformity de min‐
imis thresholds. Air quality impacts of the Proposed Action will, therefore, not exceed the estab‐
lished thresholds of significance.
Indirect Impacts. Future development of commercial hangars in an area created by the Proposed
Action alternative could also have impacts related to air quality emissions, including dust. Any
future development will be subject to the same programs and regulations with which the current
County hangars project has to comply. Therefore, through compliance with existing programs
and regulations, no significance thresholds for air quality are expected to be exceeded. Mitiga‐
tion measures listed in this EA will also be required by the APCD for the future commercial devel‐
opment.

No Action Alternative
The No Action alternative will not change airport operations or aircraft and vehicle traffic pat‐
terns and will, thus, have no change over local or regional air quality in the long term. Since
construction will not occur, no short‐term emissions will be generated.
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Mitigation Measures
The County APCD recommends the following measures to minimize fugitive dust, particulate
matter and creation of ozone precursor emissions that may result from implementation of the
Proposed Action. These measures will be conditions of the County approval process, as appro‐
priate:
1. Prevention of Fugitive Dust
The applicant shall comply with the provisions of applicable APCD Rules and Regulations,
which include but are not limited to, Rule 50 (Opacity), Rule 51 (Nuisance), and Rule 55 (Fu‐
gitive Dust) as follows:


The area disturbed by clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation operations shall be
minimized to prevent excessive amounts of dust;



Pre‐grading/excavation activities shall include watering the area to be graded or exca‐
vated before commencement of grading or excavation operations. Application of water
should penetrate sufficiently to minimize fugitive dust during grading activities;



All trucks shall cover their loads as required by California Vehicle Code, Section 23114.



Fugitive dust throughout the construction site shall be controlled by the use of a watering
truck or equivalent means (except during and immediately after rainfall). Water shall be
applied to all unpaved roads, unpaved parking areas or staging areas, and active portions
of the construction site. Environmentally safe dust control agents may be used in lieu of
watering.



Signs shall be posted onsite limiting traffic to 15 miles per hour or less.



During periods of high winds (i.e., wind speed sufficient to cause fugitive dust to impact
adjacent properties), all clearing, grading, earth moving, and excavation operations shall
be curtailed to the degree necessary to prevent fugitive dust created by onsite activities
and operations from being a nuisance or hazard, either offsite or onsite.

2. Construction Equipment
The Permittee shall comply with the provisions of applicable APCD ROG and NOx construction
mitigation measures, which include but are not limited to, provisions of Section 7.4.3 of the
Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines (County of Ventura 2003).


Construction equipment shall not have visible emissions, except when under load.
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Construction equipment shall not idle for more than five (5) consecutive minutes. The
idling limit does not apply to: (1) idling when queuing; (2) idling to verify that the vehicle
is in safe operating condition; (3) idling for testing, servicing, repairing or diagnostic pur‐
poses; (4) idling necessary to accomplish work for which the vehicle was designed (such
as operating a crane); (5) idling required to bring the machine system to operating tem‐
perature, and (6) idling necessary to ensure safe operation of the vehicle.

4.3.2 Biological Resources
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
Biotic resources are the various types of flora (plants) and fauna (animals) and the habitat sup‐
porting those species, located in a particular area. FAA Order 1050.1F, Exhibit 4‐1 states that a
significant impact to federally listed threatened or endangered species occurs when the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) determines the Proposed Action would be likely to jeop‐
ardize the continued existence of a federally listed threatened or endangered species, or would
result in the destruction or adverse modification of federally designated critical habitat.
In addition to impacts to federally listed endangered and threatened species or federally desig‐
nated critical habitat, FAA Order 1050.1F requires that the following additional factors should
also be considered:


A long term or permanent loss of an unlisted plant or wildlife species;



Adverse impact to special‐status species (e.g., State Species of Concern, species proposed
for listing, migratory birds, bald and golden eagles) or their habitats;



Substantial loss, reduction, degradation, disturbance, or fragmentation of native species’
habitats or their populations; or



Adverse impacts on a species’ reproductive success rates, natural morality rates, non‐
natural mortality rates, or ability to sustain the minimum population levels required for
population maintenance.

Thus, the following regulations are pertinent to this analysis:


The Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 provides protection for species that are
facing potential extinction due to the loss of habitat. Impacts to listed species resulting
from the implementation of a project require the responsible agency or individual to for‐
mally consult with the USFWS to determine the extent of impact to a particular species.
If the USFWS determines that impacts to a species would likely occur, alternatives and
measures to avoid or reduce impacts must be identified. USFWS also regulates activities
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conducted in Federal critical habitat, which are geographic units designated as areas that
support primary habitat constituent elements for listed species.


The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) prohibits private parties and Federal agencies from
intentionally taking a migratory bird, their eggs, or nests. The MBTA prohibits activities
which would harm migratory birds, their eggs, or nests unless the Secretary of the Interior
authorizes such activities under a special permit.



State regulations include the California ESA. The California ESA ensures legal protection
for plants listed as rare or endangered and species of wildlife formally listed as endan‐
gered or threatened. This State law also lists Species of Special Concern based on limited
distribution, declining populations, diminishing habitat, or unusual scientific, recreational,
or educational values.

As part of this EA, a Biological Evaluation (BE) was prepared to identify federally protected species
that might be affected by the Proposed Action and is incorporated by reference (SWCA 2016);
other special‐status species due to their protection under State law are evaluated in a Biological
Resources Survey Report, also incorporated by reference (SWCA 2015). The methodology for
these evaluations included the following actions:


Review of recent color aerial photography and United States Geologic Service (USGS)
topographic maps of the Biological Study Area (BSA) and vicinity;



Review of the USFWS Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) species list for the
airport;



Review of the USFWS National Wetland Inventory (NWI) and Critical Habitat Mapper da‐
tabases;



Review of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) records for Camarillo and
the seven surrounding USGS quadrangles;



Review of the United States Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation
Service (USDA‐NRCS) Web Soil Survey;



Field reconnaissance of the property; and



Evaluation of the potential for the species listed for the general area to occur in the pro‐
ject area.
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Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. No adverse impacts to Federal or State listed plants or wildlife are anticipated as
a result of the Proposed Action due to a lack of suitable conditions and habitat within the project
area (refer to Table 3A). Similarly, no impacts will occur to designated critical habitat since there
is no designated critical habitat in the project vicinity. The nearest potential wetland habitat is
located more than 100 feet from the project site in the bottom of the Camarillo Hills Drain.
Several bird species or signs of species protected by the MBTA were observed during the field
reconnaissance within or in proximity to the study area, including burrowing owl, northern har‐
rier, and horned lark. Project construction activities will impact developed, ruderal, and annual
brome grassland habitat within the study area (refer to Exhibit 3F). Migratory birds and raptors
protected by the MBTA may nest in or around these habitats, and construction of the proposed
project has the potential to impact nesting activities if it is conducted during the nesting season
(typically February 15‐August 31). This includes birds listed as California Species of Special Con‐
cern (i.e., northern harrier and burrowing owl). Birds nesting in burrows (e.g., burrowing owl) or
grassland habitat (e.g., California horned lark) may be directly affected by ground disturbance
and construction activities due to construction vehicle movements, vibrations, or noise, which
could result in nest abandonment. Therefore, preconstruction surveys for birds protected by the
MBTA and the State using prescribed survey protocols are incorporated into the project as miti‐
gation.
The Proposed Action alternative has been assessed by a qualified biologist and measures are
included in this section to mitigate impacts to biological resources to a less than significant level.
Indirect Impacts: No significant impacts to biological resources are anticipated due to future
development of commercial hangars since the subject area does not contain significant biological
resources. However, accidental spills of hazardous materials, such as fuel, under either the Pro‐
posed Action alternative or future development could result in indirect biological impacts if al‐
lowed to flow into the Camarillo Hills or Pleasant Valley Drains. This potential indirect impact is
addressed in more detail under Section 4.3.4, Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution
Prevention. To reduce this risk to a less than significant level, see Mitigation Measures below, as
well as in Section 4.3.4.

No Action Alternative
Since no ground disturbance will occur, no direct or indirect impacts to special‐status species,
including birds protected under the MBTA, will result from implementation of the No Action al‐
ternative. Similarly, no impacts will occur to designated critical habitat. The accidental spillage
of fuel on the project site is less likely to happen when compared to the Proposed Action alter‐
native since there will not be construction activities.
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Mitigation Measures
The following avoidance and minimization measures are recommended to reduce potential di‐
rect or indirect impacts to federally protected or other special‐status species or sensitive habitat.
With implementation of these measures, impacts to biological resources are not anticipated to
result from project activities.
1. Prior to grading and/or construction activities, all personnel associated with the project
shall attend a worker education training program, conducted by a qualified biologist, to
avoid or reduce impacts on sensitive biological resources including nesting birds.
2. To the maximum extent possible, site preparation, ground disturbing, and construction
activities shall be conducted outside of the avian nesting season. If such activities are
required during this period, a qualified biologist shall conduct preconstruction nesting
bird surveys to verify that migratory birds are not actively nesting within the site or within
areas that could be impacted by construction activities (typically 50 feet for passerines or
250 feet for raptors). If nesting activity is detected, the following measures shall be im‐
plemented:
a. The project shall be modified as necessary to avoid direct take of identified nests,
eggs, and/or young protected under the MBTA; and/or,
b. The biologist shall establish an avoidance buffer around active nest sites (typically
50 feet to 250 feet). Construction activities within the established buffer zone
shall be prohibited until the young have fledged the nest and achieved independ‐
ence.
3. All refueling, maintenance, and staging of equipment and vehicles shall occur at least 100
feet from drainage features, and not in a location from where a spill would drain directly
toward drainage features. If staging of equipment is required within 100 feet of a drain‐
age feature, appropriate best management practices (BMPs) (e.g., straw wattles, silt fenc‐
ing) shall be installed between the stage equipment and the drainage and maintained
until construction is complete and staging areas are restored. Appropriate spill preven‐
tion and cleanup kits shall be readily available on site and any accidental spills shall be
promptly cleaned up.

4.3.3 Climate
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
To date, there are no Federal standards for aviation‐related emissions. However, it is well‐estab‐
lished that greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions can affect climate and the CEQ has indicated that
climate should be considered in NEPA analyses. Based on FAA Order 1050.1F and its accompany‐
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ing desk reference, an FAA NEPA review should consider the potential incremental change in car‐
bon dioxide (CO2) emissions that would result from the proposed action and alternative(s) com‐
pared to the no action alternative for the same timeframe. This discussion can be qualitative, but
may also include quantitative data.

Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. Although the Proposed Action will have some additional aircraft trips associated
with the use of additional hangars (and, potentially, based aircraft) at the airport, the Proposed
Action will not increase the capacity of the airport or substantially change overall airport opera‐
tions or aircraft traffic patterns. The majority of the aircraft using the new hangars will be aircraft
already based on the airport using tie‐downs, existing smaller hangars, or existing FBO tenants
who are looking for their own space. The aircraft owners have been on the County’s wait list for
hangar space for a number of years. Although the Proposed Action will construct an additional
118 hangars at the airport, many of these aircraft are already located at the airport.
The County APCD conducted an independent air quality analysis of the proposed project using
the CalEEMod emissions model and found that the project’s GHG impacts are estimated at 4,018
lbs/day of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions (CO2e). The County APCD also found that the
project will, “generate less than significant impacts to regional and local air quality.” See Appen‐
dix A for APCD letter and attachment as well as Mitigation Measures listed in Section 4.1.3 of this
EA.
Indirect Impacts. Future development of commercial hangars in an area created by the Proposed
Action alternative could also have impacts related to GHGs and climate change. Any future de‐
velopment will be subject to the same programs and regulations with which the current County
hangars project must comply.

No Action Alternative
The No Action alternative will not change airport operations or aircraft and vehicle traffic pat‐
terns and will, thus, have no change over local or regional GHGs in the long term. In addition, no
construction GHGs will occur with this alternative.

4.3.4 Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
FAA has not established a significance threshold for the Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and
Pollution Prevention impact category. However, per Order 1050.1F, Exhibit 4‐1 consideration
should be given to the Proposed Action’s potential to:
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Violate applicable Federal, State, tribal, or local laws or regulations regarding hazardous
materials and/or solid waste management;



Involve a contaminated site, including but not limited to a site listed on the National Pri‐
orities List (NPL);



Produce an appreciably different quantity or type of hazardous waste;



Generate an appreciably different quantity or type of solid waste or use a different
method of collection or disposal and/or would exceed local capacity; or



Adversely affect human health and the environment.

Four primary Federal laws have been passed governing the handling and disposal of hazardous
materials, chemicals, substances, and wastes. The two statutes of most importance to airport
projects are the Resource Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA) (as amended by the Federal Facilities
Compliance Act of 1992) and the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, Liabil‐
ity Act (CERCLA), as amended (also known as Superfund). RCRA governs the generation, treat‐
ment, storage, and disposal of hazardous wastes. CERCLA provides for cleanup of any release of
a hazardous substance (excluding petroleum) into the environment. Other laws include the Haz‐
ardous Materials Transportation Act, which regulates the handling and transport of hazardous
materials and wastes, and the Toxic Substances Control Act, which regulates and controls the use
of polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), as well as other chemicals or toxic substances in commercial
use.
For preparation of this EA, Federal and State online databases related to the presence and/or
cleanup of hazardous materials have been accessed relative to the project area. State and re‐
gional sources related to the treatment and disposal of solid waste within the County have also
been used.

Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. The Proposed Action will introduce hangars and taxilanes within the northeast
corner of the airport. There is no known contamination present in the area; however, the area
has been used in the past to store automobiles. Therefore, it is possible that minor fossil fuel
leaks have occurred in the area recently and that soil contamination could be encountered during
construction activities. In addition, during construction the contractor will use equipment and
vehicles that utilize fossil fuels and other potential hazardous materials. All construction activity
will be subject to existing permit procedures for the handling, transporting, and disposal of such
materials.
Once the new hangars and taxilanes are in use, aircraft in the project area will receive fuel from
on‐airport fuel trucks in accordance with all applicable airport policies and Federal, State, and
Camarillo Airport

4‐11

Draft

local regulations. No additional fuel storage or dispersal facilities (i.e., fuel farms) are planned at
the airport as part of the Proposed Action alternative. Aircraft maintenance will not be allowed
in the County‐owned hangars; however, the types of maintenance activity conducted in the fu‐
ture commercial hangar development is unknown at this time (refer to Indirect Impacts for addi‐
tional discussion). In addition, no liquid waste or petroleum products, including diesel fuel, or
other hazardous materials will be stored within the County‐owned hangars.
Some solid waste is anticipated to be generated as a result of the construction phase of the pro‐
posed project. To the extent that it is feasible, the existing asphalt surface and aggregate base
will be recycled and used in the new taxilane shoulders. Unusable materials and incidental trash
will be taken by the contractor to a local recycling and transfer station, which will then haul only
unusable material to the Simi Valley or Toland Landfill. These two landfills have projected capac‐
ity until 2052 and 2027, respectively (CalRecycle 2015a; 2015b). In addition, the Ventura County
Public Works Agency (VCPWA) Integrated Waste Management Division (IWMD) enforces diver‐
sion requirements for green materials, such as wood waste and vegetation removal.
In the long term, ongoing solid waste generation due to the Proposed Action will be an incremen‐
tal increase in the airport’s overall solid waste disposal needs. The IWMD also administers a
Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) collection program, including the operation of a Permanent
HHW collection facility called the Pollution Prevention Center, which serves unincorporated area
residents. If a business qualifies as a Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator (CESQG),
the business may properly dispose of hazardous waste at HHW facilities for a significantly re‐
duced disposal cost versus a private contractor managing the hazardous waste. As defined in the
California Health and Safety Code Section 25218.1 and 40 CFR Section 261.5, a business qualifies
as a CESQG provided they do not generate or accumulate more than 100 kilograms (220 pounds
or approximately 27 gallons) of a hazardous waste, or 1 kilogram (2.2 pounds) of an acutely haz‐
ardous waste in a calendar month (County of Ventura Public Works Agency 2015a). However,
regardless of whether or not the contractor or future hangar lessees qualify as CESQGs, the
proper disposal of hazardous wastes is required by law.
Through compliance with existing programs and regulations, as well as implementation of the
mitigation measures listed in this EA, no significance thresholds for hazardous materials and solid
waste will be exceeded during the construction or operation phases of the Proposed Action al‐
ternative. Pollution prevention measures are discussed under Mitigation Measures below.
Indirect Impacts. Future development of commercial hangars in an area created by the Proposed
Action alternative could also have impacts related to the use, storage, or disposal of hazardous
materials or waste and the generation of solid waste. Any future development will be subject to
the same programs and regulations with which the current County hangars project has to comply.
Therefore, through compliance with existing programs and regulations, no significance thresh‐
olds for hazardous materials and solid waste are expected to be exceeded. Mitigation measures
listed in this EA should also be required by the County Department of Airports for the future
commercial development.
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Future development of the four commercial hangar sites will also be subject to supplemental
environmental evaluation, as appropriate, at the time that site plans, building permits, and lease
agreements are being reviewed and approved. This will include environmental review under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Refer to Appendix A, Ventura County Watershed
Protection District (VCWPD) Memorandum to Ventura County Department of Airports, dated
September 8, 2015, for requirements of the VCWPD related to the maintenance and storage of
liquid waste and petroleum products, diesel fuel, or other hazardous materials.

No Action Alternative
Under the No Action alternative, the potential for impacts related to the use, storage, or disposal
of hazardous materials or pollution related to accidental spills of hazardous materials will con‐
tinue to be what currently occurs at the airport. No additional impacts or risk will occur and the
accidental spillage of fuel is less likely to happen when compared to the Proposed Action alter‐
native since there will not be construction activities.
The No Action alternative will not result in the short or long term generation of solid waste from
the project site, which is currently undeveloped and being used for the storage of automobiles.
Therefore, impacts related to solid waste disposal and regional landfills will not occur.

Mitigation Measures
1. If previously unknown contaminants are discovered during construction or a spill occurs,
work shall be halted and the National Response Center notified. The contractor shall fol‐
low standard hazardous materials containment procedures and BMPs, as required by FAA
AC 150/5370‐10G (FAA 2014).
2. All refueling, maintenance, and staging of equipment and vehicles shall occur at least 100
feet from drainage features, and not in a location from where a spill would drain directly
toward drainage features. If staging of equipment is required within 100 feet of a drain‐
age feature, appropriate BMPs (e.g., straw wattles, silt fencing) shall be installed between
the stage equipment and the drainage and maintained until construction is complete and
staging areas are restored. Appropriate spill prevention and cleanup kits shall be readily
available on site and any accidental spills shall be promptly cleaned up.
3. The contractor shall implement a stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) for all
construction actions involving more than one acre of ground disturbance in compliance
with the Clean Water Act and the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) State General Construction Stormwater Permit (No. CAS000002). The airport will
be required to prepare and submit a current Notice of Intent (NOI) and SWPPP to the
VCWPD for review (see Section 4.3.8.3, Mitigation Measures).
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4. The Ventura County Department of Airports shall meet all State, Los Angles Regional Wa‐
ter Quality Control Board (RWQCB) and VCWPD requirements related to implementation
of the Los Angeles RWQCB NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit (No. CAS004002) and the
State NPDES General Industrial Stormwater Permit (No. CAS000001) (see Section 4.3.8.2,
Mitigation Measures).
5. The Proposed Action alternative and all future tenants of the project shall be required to
comply with all local permits and policies regarding the handling of hazardous materials
and waste. This includes General Plan Hazardous Materials and Waste Policies 2.15.2 as
implemented by the County at the time that lease agreements are approved. For exam‐
ple, see the VCWPD Memorandum to Ventura County Department of Airports, dated Sep‐
tember 8, 2015 (Appendix A).

4.3.5 Natural Resources and Energy Supply
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
The FAA has not established a significance threshold for the Natural Resources and Energy Supply
impact category (FAA Order 1050.1F, Exhibit 4‐1). However, a factor to consider is if an action
has the potential to cause demand to exceed available or future natural resource or energy sup‐
plies.
The use of natural resources and energy supplies for the Proposed Action have been evaluated
using the County and City’s established policies and ordinances regarding utility connections and
the use of water and energy efficiency building methods and fixtures.

Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. The Proposed Action alternative will use fossil fuels and aggregate material (i.e.,
crushed rock) during the eight‐month construction period for the initial stages of the project, as
well as during later phases of the development. Water will be used to wash dust from trucks
before leaving the project area and to implement other dust control measures (see Section 4.3.1),
as well as during various construction processes. This short‐term demand for natural resources
and energy supplies will be met using local suppliers to the extent feasible, based on market
demand. No significant impact to natural resources and energy supply will occur in the short
term.
In the long term, the project will allow the airport to accommodate 118 based aircraft. Based on
analysis of the existing hangar wait list, the majority of these aircraft are currently accommo‐
dated at the airport on the existing ramp, existing smaller hangars, or existing FBO tenants who
are looking for their own space. Aviation fuel will be provided by the airport’s existing fuel farms
via trucks. Electricity will be provided by Southern California Edison as described in Section 1.3
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under Utility Connections. No issues regarding the supply of energy and fossil fuel to the pro‐
posed hangar development are expected.
Water will be provided to the proposed development through a connection to the City water
system near Las Posas Road (refer to Exhibit 1H). Water demand has been estimated by the
project engineering team to be five (5) gallons per minute (gpm) per building to accommodate
domestic demand (i.e., restrooms) and 4,500 gpm per building for fire flow requirements (or
2,250 gpm for those buildings fitted with fire sprinklers). Plans profiles and details prepared by
a registered civil engineer for the water connection will be submitted to the City Public Works
Water Division for approval and will be subject to standard City connection and usage fees. All
City water customers must comply with the City’s Water Conservation Ordinance No. 14.12.
Therefore, water offsets will be provided as part of the project (see Mitigation Measures).
Indirect Impacts. Future development in the commercial hangar area created by the Proposed
Action alternative will also require fossil fuels and water for construction of commercial hangars.
In the long term, the commercial development will need to hook‐up to the infrastructure being
provided by the Proposed Action and will also be subject to the requirements of City Water Con‐
servation Ordinance No. 14.12 or any other natural resource supply ordinances in effect.

No Action Alternative
Since no ground disturbance or change in airport use will result from the No Action alternative,
no change in demand for natural resources or energy supplies at the airport will occur. No elec‐
trical or water infrastructure on the project site will be necessary under this alternative.

Mitigation Measures
1. The Proposed Action shall install low flow water use fixtures. The resulting water use for
these facilities shall be offset by replacing existing water use fixtures (normal water flow
volume urinals, toilets, and faucets) with low flow water use fixtures within other existing
airport‐maintained facilities. A City‐required water impact study shall be prepared to
identify the amount of offsets needed so that the Proposed Action will not create new
demand on the City’s water system.
2. Any future development of the project site by a private developer shall provide similar
studies and offsets, as required by the City.
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4.3.6 Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s
Environmental Health and Safety Risks
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
The FAA has not established a significance threshold for the Socioeconomics, Environmental Jus‐
tice, and Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks impact category (FAA Order 1050.1F,
Exhibit 4‐1). However, factors to consider that are applicable to the Proposed Action are as fol‐
lows:


would the action lead to a disproportionate high and adverse impact to an environmental
justice population, i.e., a low‐income or minority population, due to significant impacts in
other environmental categories; or impacts on the physical or natural environment that
affect an environmental justice population in a way that the FAA determines are unique
to the environmental justice population and significant to that population;



would the action lead to a disproportionate health and safety risk to children; or



would project‐related traffic disrupt local traffic patterns and substantially reduce the
level of service of the roads serving the airport and its surrounding communities.

As mentioned in Section 3.7.8, there are no residences near the proposed project area. Similarly,
no schools, parks, or other areas likely to be used by children are near the proposed project area.
Therefore, no further discussion of disproportionate impacts to environmental justice popula‐
tions or health and safety risks to children is warranted.
Potential traffic impacts for the Proposed Action were evaluated in a Mitigated Negative Decla‐
ration and Initial Study completed on the proposed project (County of Ventura 2016). The result
of that evaluation is summarized in the discussion below.

Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. Access to the proposed hangar development will occur using the intersection of
Pleasant Valley Road and Airport Way. Future hangar tenants are most likely to access the Pleas‐
ant Valley Road/Airport Way connection from the north (U.S. 101 to Las Posas Road), from the
south (State Route [SR] 34 to Las Posas Road), or from the west (SR 34 to Pleasant Valley Road).
Construction traffic will include workers driving to and from the airport (automobiles or light‐
duty trucks), heavy‐duty trucks to move dirt and asphalt, and other heavy equipment, such as a
backhoe or dozer. Most of the heavy construction equipment will be brought to the airport for
a longer period of time and stored on the airport at one of the staging areas until the equipment
is no longer required. This onsite storage of equipment will limit the trips related to the con‐
struction equipment to one trip in and one trip out.
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Construction traffic impacts to Pleasant Valley Road, its intersections with Airport Way, Las Posas
Road and Wood Road, as well as impacts to Las Posas Road itself are not anticipated to exceed
significance thresholds due to the limited amount of time anticipated for any given stage of con‐
struction. The greatest number of construction trips will occur during taxilane construction and
paving. If necessary, based on County Public Works Agency review of the project in conjunction
with other County roadway improvement projects, these trips may be required to avoid peak
traffic periods. A Construction Safety and Phasing Plan will be submitted to the County for review
and approval.
In the long term, access to the hangar development will also occur using Pleasant Valley Road via
Airport Way and Durley Avenue. Up to 44 vehicular trips are expected to occur during the PM
peak hour as a result of the Proposed Action at full buildout (118 based aircraft x 0.37 trips/air‐
craft1 = 44 PM peak trips). Some of these trips are associated with aircraft already based at the
airport and use these same streets for access. Long term impacts to Pleasant Valley Road and/or
its intersections with Airport Way and Las Posas Road are not anticipated to exceed any LOS
impact thresholds based on the limited number of project‐related trips.
Indirect Impacts. Traffic generation related to future development of commercial hangars adja‐
cent to the Proposed Action is unknown at this time. ITE trip generation rates vary from 0.32 PM
peak trips per thousand square feet (KSF) for warehouse uses to 0.97 trips/KSF for light industrial
land uses. Based on 81 KSF of future building space, this would result in a range of trips estimated
at 26‐79 PM peak trips. As part of future project approvals, a traffic impact study may need to
be conducted to assess project‐specific traffic, access, and mitigation related to a specific devel‐
opment proposal.

No Action Alternative
Since no construction or change in airport use will occur with the No Action alternative, no im‐
pacts related to construction or project‐related traffic will occur.

Mitigation Measures
A preliminary Construction Safety and Phasing Plan will be submitted to the County Public Works
Agency for review during final design.

1

This number is based on industry codes in the Institute of Transportation Engineer’s (ITE) Trip Generation Manual
(9th Edition) (2012), which showed that in one study 0.37 trips per based aircraft (ITE Code 022 General Aviation)
occurred during the PM peak hour.
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4.3.7 Visual Effects
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
FAA has not established a significance threshold for light emissions or visual resources/visual
character. However, the degree or extent to which the action would have the potential to create
the following items should be considered:


Create annoyance or interfere with normal activities from light emissions;



Affect the visual character of the area, including the importance, uniqueness, and aes‐
thetic value of the affected visual resources;



Contrast with the visual resources and/or visual character in the study area; and



Block or obstruct the views of visual resources, including whether these resources would
still be viewable from other locations.

Based on the County’s Resource Protection Map, there are no Scenic Resource Protection areas
in proximity to the airport. Scenic corridors identified in the Camarillo General Plan that are in
proximity to the airport include both Las Posas Road and Pleasant Valley Road. The City’s Com‐
munity Design Element (2012) calls for beautifying the rights‐of‐way within these corridors and
protecting and enhancing their view corridors, and contains detailed community design guide‐
lines.
Potential visual and lighting impacts for the Proposed Action have been evaluated using the City
of Camarillo’s scenic corridor objectives as well as in relation to surrounding land uses within the
City. The Proposed Action will not be visible from areas within the unincorporated County.

Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. Construction of the proposed hangars will introduce building security lighting
within the northeast part of the airport; no other changes to lighting at the airport will occur.
The closest off‐airport land uses to the site are commercial and office development located ap‐
proximately 300 to 450 feet north of the project site along Ventura Boulevard. No land uses
sensitive to lighting are located in proximity to the project area.
The proposed hangar project will place the closest row of hangars approximately 875 feet west
of Las Posas Road. The intervening area will contain approximately 75 feet of taxilane pavement
and 800 feet of undeveloped open space. No inconsistencies with City Community Design objec‐
tives for the scenic corridor along Las Posas Road will occur. The airport's visual appearance
when viewed from Las Posas Road will not significantly change. The proposed project will not be
visible from Pleasant Valley Road or other areas within the unincorporated County.
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Indirect Impacts. The Proposed Action alternative will provide space for the construction of ap‐
proximately 81,000 sf of future commercial aviation development along Las Posas Road. The
frontage along the road is approximately 500 feet. City Community Design Element policies ap‐
plicable to this future development will be addressed by the environmental review required for
future development proposals at the time they are being considered.

No Action Alternative
No changes to the lighting or visual appearance of the airport will result from the No Project
alternative. Impacts to designated scenic corridors in proximity to the airport will not occur.

4.3.8 Water Resources
FAA Order 1050.1F identifies the following subcategories of impact under the overall topic of
water resources: wetlands, floodplains, surface waters, groundwater, and wild and scenic rivers.
As discussed in Section 3.7.9, the Proposed Action would not affect any regulatory floodplains.
The project area is not located within proximity to any rivers, including designated wild and scenic
rivers. Therefore, the following discussion is focused on potential wetlands, surface waters, and
groundwater impacts.

4.3.8.1 Wetlands
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
Per FAA Order 1050.1F, Table 4‐1, an action will have significant impacts to wetlands if it would:


Adversely affect a wetland’s function to protect the quality or quantity of municipal water
supplies, including surface waters and sole source and other aquifers;



Substantially alter the hydrology needed to sustain the affected wetland system’s values
and functions or those of a wetland to which it is connected;



Substantially reduce the affected wetland’s ability to retain floodwaters or storm runoff,
thereby threatening public health, safety or welfare;



Adversely affect the maintenance of natural systems supporting wildlife and fish habitat
or economically important timber, food, or fiber resources of the affected or surrounding
wetlands;



Promote development of secondary activities or services that would cause the circum‐
stances listed above to occur; or
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Be inconsistent with applicable State wetland strategies.

The following Federal and State regulations are in place to protect wetlands and other jurisdic‐
tional water resources within the State:


The Clean Water Act (CWA) (33 United States Code [USC] Sections 1251 through 1376)
provides guidance for the restoration and maintenance of the chemical, physical, and bi‐
ological integrity of the nation’s waters.



The Porter‐Cologne Water Quality Control Act (State Porter‐Cologne Act), implemented
by the State Water Resources Control Board and its RWQCBs, protects waters of the State
through the CWA Section 401 certification program as well.



Pursuant to Division 2, Chapter 6, Sections 1600–1602 of the CFGC, the CDFW regulates
all diversions, obstructions, or changes to the natural flow or bed, channel, or bank of any
river, stream, or lake, which supports fish or wildlife.

Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. As discussed in Section 3.7.9, Water Resources, there are no wetlands or water
features within the project study area nor are there wetland indicator species (hydrophytic)
plants or hydric soils. The nearest potential wetland habitat is located more than 100 feet from
the project site in the bottom of the Camarillo Hills Drain. No direct impacts to wetlands (or other
jurisdictional waters) will occur as a result of the Proposed Action alternative.
Indirect Impacts. Accidental spills of hazardous materials, such as fuel, under either the Proposed
Action alternative or future commercial development could result in indirect impacts to potential
wetlands if allowed to flow into the Camarillo Hills Drain. See Mitigation Measures below.
No other indirect wetlands impacts related to future development of the commercial hangar area
are anticipated since the future building sites are located more than 100 feet from the nearest
potential wetland habitat.

No Action Alternative
Under the No Action alternative, the potential for indirect wetland impacts related to accidental
spills of hazardous materials will continue to be what currently occurs at the airport. No addi‐
tional impacts or risk will occur and the accidental spillage of fuel is less likely to happen when
compared to the Proposed Action alternative since there will not be construction activities.
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Mitigation Measures
Consistent with the mitigation listed in Sections 4.3.2 and 4.3.4, all refueling, maintenance, and
staging of equipment and vehicles shall occur at least 100 feet from drainage features, and not
in a location from where a spill would drain directly toward drainage features. If staging of equip‐
ment is required within 100 feet of a drainage feature, appropriate BMPs (e.g., straw wattles, silt
fencing) shall be installed between the stage equipment and the drainage and maintained until
construction is complete and staging areas are restored. Appropriate spill prevention and
cleanup kits shall be readily available on site and any accidental spills shall be promptly cleaned
up.

4.3.8.2 Surface Waters
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
Per Order 1050.1F, Table 4‐1, an action will have significant impacts to surface waters if it would:


Exceed water quality standards established by Federal, State, local, and tribal regulatory
agencies; or



Contaminate public drinking water supply such that public health may be adversely af‐
fected.

In addition, the following factors should be considered when evaluating surface water impacts
(i.e., would the action have the potential to):


Adversely affect natural and beneficial water resource values to a degree that substan‐
tially diminishes or destroys such values;



Adversely affect surface waters such that the beneficial uses and values of such waters
are appreciably diminished or can no longer be maintained and such impairment cannot
be avoided or satisfactorily mitigated; or



Present difficulties based on water quality impacts when obtaining a permit or authoriza‐
tion.

As discussed above under Section 4.3.8.1, the CWA and the State Porter‐Cologne Act regulate
activities that could adversely affect surface waters in California. The Federal Safe Drinking Wa‐
ter Act also prohibits Federal agencies from funding actions that would contaminate an EPA‐
designated sole source aquifer or its recharge area.
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Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. The Proposed Action will result in the creation of approximately 10.1 acres of
new impervious surfaces (i.e., buildings and pavement) in the northeast corner of the airport.
This will result in increased stormwater runoff and the amount of surface oils and other pollu‐
tants that are carried in stormwater runoff when compared to what occurs under existing condi‐
tions. Construction activities could also result in temporary water quality impacts.
To minimize project impacts during construction, BMPs will be employed by the contractor and
include temporary measures to control water pollution, soil erosion, and siltation through the
use of berms, fiber mats, gravels, mulches, slope drains, and other erosion control methods. Re‐
quirements of the State’s General Construction Stormwater Permit (No. CAS000002) will be re‐
quired and will include a construction‐related SWPPP.
To ensure compliance with the Los Angeles RWQCB NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit (No.
CAS004002), the proposed project will also be subject to post‐construction requirements for sur‐
face water quality and stormwater runoff. This includes performance criteria defined in Section
III, Part 4.E, “Planning and Land Development Program” of the Municipal Stormwater Permit, as
well as the Ventura County Technical Guidance Manual for Stormwater Quality Control Measures
(County TGM) (2011b). The airport is also required to comply with the requirements of the
State’s NPDES General Industrial Stormwater Permit (No. CAS00001).
As described in Section 1.3, Preliminary Drainage Plans, the proposed project includes two infil‐
tration basins sized to reduce the Proposed Action’s maximum peak discharge to the existing 10‐
year storm event. The proposed drainage design also includes BMPs to improve water quality
and mitigate potential water quality impacts caused by land development. The runoff from the
project site will be collected and conveyed through gutters and directed to inlets containing catch
basin inserts where pretreatment, such as removal of trash, debris, and coarse sediment will oc‐
cur. The catch basin inserts are expected to remove 80 percent of the total suspended solids
(TSS) for the entire site and may include absorbent pouches to remove floating oils and grease.
A Preliminary Drainage Study was completed in 2015 (Stantec 2015). The final version of this
report will be submitted to VCWPD for review and approval. There are no new drainage connec‐
tions to either the Camarillo Hills Drain or the Pleasant Valley Road Drain required for the pro‐
posed project.
Indirect Impacts. Future development of the commercial hangar area created by the Proposed
Action alternative could also have impacts related to the generation of stormwater and surface
water pollutants. Thus, any future development will be subject to the same programs and regu‐
lations with which the current County hangars project has to comply. Therefore, through com‐
pliance with existing programs and regulations, no significance thresholds for surface water re‐
sources are expected to be exceeded. An infiltration basin sized to reduce the Proposed Action’s
maximum peak discharge to the existing 10‐year storm event will also be required by the County
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for this future development. No new drainage connections to either the Camarillo Hills Drain or
the Pleasant Valley Road Drain will be necessary.
Mitigation measures listed in this EA will also be required by the County Department of Airports
and the VCWPD for future commercial development.

No Action Alternative
The No Action alternative will not include any type of construction activity or change in the
amount of impervious surfaces. No increased aviation activity will occur in the northeast corner
of the airport. Therefore, no water quality impacts will occur.

Mitigation Measures
1. Consistent with the mitigation listed in Sections 4.3.2 and 4.3.4, all refueling, mainte‐
nance, and staging of equipment and vehicles shall occur at least 100 feet from drainage
features, and not in a location from where a spill would drain directly toward drainage
features. If staging of equipment is required within 100 feet of a drainage feature, appro‐
priate BMPs (e.g., straw wattles, silt fencing) shall be installed between the stage equip‐
ment and the drainage and maintained until construction is complete and staging areas
are restored. Appropriate spill prevention and cleanup kits shall be readily available on
site and any accidental spills shall be promptly cleaned up.
2. The County Department of Airports shall meet the requirements of the CWA (per the
NPDES permitting program) and VCWPD, by submitting the documentation requested in
the VCWPD letter, dated August 31, 2015 (Appendix A):


The proposed project shall meet performance criteria defined in Section III, Part 4.E
of the Los Angeles RWQCB NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit (No. CAS004002) and
the County TGM;



The County Department of Airports shall provide a Maintenance Plan and annual ver‐
ification of ongoing maintenance provisions for the required Post‐Construction Storm‐
water Management Plan (PCSMP) controls in accordance with the Los Angeles
RWQCB NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit (No. CAS004002) Part 4.E and the
County TGM;



The construction of the proposed project shall meet requirements contained in Part
4.F, “Development Construction Program” of the Los Angeles RWQCB NPDES Munici‐
pal Stormwater Permit (No. CAS004002) through the inclusion of effective implemen‐
tation of the construction BMPs during all ground disturbance activities;
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The County Department of Airports shall properly file all compliance documents re‐
quired under the State’s General Construction Stormwater Permit (No. CAS000002);
and



The County Department of Airports shall properly file all compliance documents re‐
quired under the State’s NPDES General Industrial Stormwater Permit (No.
CAS000001).

4.3.8.3 Groundwater
Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
Per Order 1050.1F, Table 4‐1, an action will have significant impacts to groundwater if it would:


Exceed groundwater quality standards established by Federal, State, local, and tribal reg‐
ulatory agencies; or



Contaminate an aquifer used for public water supply such that public health may be ad‐
versely affected.

In addition, the following factors should be considered when evaluating groundwater impacts,
(i.e., would the action have the potential to):


Adversely affect natural and beneficial groundwater values to a degree that substantially
diminishes or destroys such values;



Adversely affect groundwater such that the beneficial uses and values of such groundwa‐
ter are appreciably diminished or can no longer be maintained and such impairment can‐
not be avoided or satisfactorily mitigated; or



Present difficulties based on water quality impacts when obtaining a permit or authoriza‐
tion.

Proposed Action Alternative
Direct Impacts. As previously discussed in Sections 3.7.7 and 4.3.5, water for the proposed pro‐
ject will be obtained from the City of Camarillo, which gets part of its water from groundwater
resources (i.e., the Fox Canyon Aquifer System). However, in order for new water service to be
approved, new developments must prepare a water impact study which demonstrates that the
proposed project will not create a new demand on the City’s water system. Therefore, the Pro‐
posed Action’s water use will be offset by replacing existing water fixtures (normal water flow
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volume urinals, toilets, and faucets) with low flow water use fixtures within other existing airport‐
maintained facilities.
As discussed in Sections 1.3 and 4.3.8.2, the proposed development will collect the site’s storm‐
water runoff, pre‐treat the flows to reduce the sediment load and maintain the infiltration rate,
and then route the flows through infiltration/detention basins. The proposed drainage design
also includes BMPs to improve water quality and mitigate potential water quality impacts caused
by land development. The runoff from the project site will be collected and conveyed through
gutters and directed to inlets containing catch basin inserts where pretreatment, such as removal
of trash, debris, and coarse sediment, will occur. The proposed system and required Drainage
Study will be reviewed by the VCWPD to ensure that the quality of the water allowed to percolate
into the ground meets County and State standards.
No significance thresholds for impacts to groundwater resources will be exceeded as a result of
the Proposed Action.
Indirect Impacts. Future development on the commercial hangar area provided by the Proposed
Action alternative will also need to hook‐up to the water infrastructure being provided by the
Proposed Action. This future development of the project site by a private developer shall also
provide a water impact study and offsets, as required by the City.

Mitigation Measures
None other than those already listed in Section 4.3.8.2.

4.4

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Analysis Methodology and Significance Thresholds
Analysis of the cumulative overall impact of the Proposed Action alternative and the conse‐
quences of subsequent related actions is required to determine the significance of potential cu‐
mulative impacts on the environment. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor,
but collectively significant, actions taking place over a period of time. Cumulative impact analysis
considers connected actions, projects related and dependent upon the completion of the pro‐
posed airport project. It also considers similar actions or projects having a common geography
or timing that provide a basis for considering their impact, together with impacts related to the
proposed airport project. For this analysis, cumulative projects are those that will occur within
the general vicinity of the airport as defined by the six‐square mile cumulative project study area
shown in Exhibit 3K.
Cumulative impacts are evaluated on three time horizons: past actions, present actions, and rea‐
sonably foreseeable actions. Past actions are those known to have occurred within the five years
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immediately prior to the year of project implementation. Present actions are those projects
which are ongoing and will continue during the implementation of the Proposed Action. Reason‐
ably foreseeable actions are those that have: 1) received local approval for implementation, such
as a building permit, and are expected to occur within the five years immediately after project
implementation; or 2) are programmed into the five‐year Airport Capital Improvement Program
(ACIP). Projects without a building permit, such as those outlined within a community’s General
Plan or Specific Plan, are not considered reasonably foreseeable as part of this analysis.
Specific thresholds for cumulative impacts are not established in FAA Order 1050.1F as the signif‐
icance threshold varies according to the affected resources. In evaluating cumulative impacts,
the impact of the Proposed Action alternative should be added to the impacts of other projects
to determine if the significant impact threshold will be exceeded.
As discussed in Section 3.8.1, several projects on airport property have been undertaken or are
planned to be undertaken in the next five years. In addition, Section 3.8.2 contains a list of other
cumulative County and City projects considered in this EA.

Proposed Action Alternative
It has been determined through the analysis contained in Chapters Three and Four that the fol‐
lowing resources are either not present at the airport or existing permits and regulations ade‐
quately protect the resource and, thus, no project‐specific or cumulative impacts will occur in the
long term: coastal resources; Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f) resources; farm‐
lands; historical, architectural, archaeological, and cultural resources; land use; noise and com‐
patible land use; environmental justice and children’s environmental health and safety risks; and
wetlands, floodplains, and wild and scenic rivers.
Resource issues that are appropriate for analysis under a cumulative impact assessment are ad‐
dressed below and include potential impacts to air quality; biological resources (migratory birds);
climate; hazardous materials, solid waste, and pollution prevention; natural resources and en‐
ergy supply (water); socioeconomics impacts (traffic); visual effects, and water resources (surface
and groundwater). These categories were identified for cumulative impact analysis because of
the potential for impacts related to the Proposed Action in conjunction with other airport devel‐
opment projects, County projects, and/or City projects.
Air Quality. At a regional level, the County APCD requires that all projects include adequate
measures to minimize fugitive dust and ozone precursors. Refer to Section 4.3.1, Mitigation
Measures, for required conditions of approval. Based on preliminary review of the project by the
APCD, it was determined that the Proposed Action’s contribution to cumulative air quality (i.e.,
ozone and particulate matter), in conjunction with other past, ongoing, and future projects, will
not create a significant impact to cumulative air quality issues in the region (see Appendix A,
letter from APCD dated September 15, 2015).
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Migratory Birds (Biological Resources). The Proposed Action identifies potential impacts to nest‐
ing birds protected under the MBTA, and Section 4.3.2 of this EA recommends mitigation to avoid
impacts. Other projects on the cumulative project lists provided in Section 3.8 will also be re‐
quired to comply with the MBTA. As long as preconstruction nesting bird surveys or other pro‐
tective measures are conducted prior to development, as necessary, to avoid the nesting season
and migratory bird nests, cumulative impacts to protected birds will be avoided.
Climate (Greenhouse Gases). The cumulative impact of the Proposed Action on the global cli‐
mate is not currently scientifically predictable. Actions are underway within the U.S. to reduce
the aviation’s contribution through such measures as:
 New aircraft technologies to reduce emission and improve fuel efficiency;
 Renewable alternative fuels with lower carbon footprints;
 More efficient air traffic management; and
 Market‐based measures and environmental regulation including an aircraft CO2 standard.
The U.S. has ambitious goals to achieve carbon‐neutral growth for aviation by 2020 compared to
a 2005 baseline, and to gain absolute reductions in GHG emissions by 2050. At present, there
are no calculations of the extent to which measures individually or cumulatively may affect avia‐
tion’s CO2 emissions.
Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention. Hazardous and solid wastes will be
generated by the Proposed Action alternative, as well as by other cumulative projects during
both the construction and operation phases. The County and City have established policies and
programs that require the proper disposal and handling of these types of waste products.
Through compliance with existing programs and regulations, as well as the implementation of
the mitigation measures listed in Section 4.3.4, Mitigation Measures, no significance thresholds
for hazardous materials and solid waste will be exceeded. All future cumulative projects will also
be required by the County or City to comply with the conditions of the applicable State and Re‐
gional NPDES permits.
Water Use (Natural Resources and Energy Supply). As discussed in Section 4.3.5, the City has
adopted Water Conservation Ordinance No.14.12, with which all City water customers must com‐
ply. This ordinance will ensure that cumulative impacts to the City’s water supply do not occur.
There are no County development projects, other than street improvement projects and on‐air‐
port maintenance projects or minor hangar expansions, on the cumulative project list for the
Proposed Action. Therefore, no cumulative water impacts related to County projects in conjunc‐
tion with the Proposed Action will occur.
Traffic (Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Environmental Health and Safety
Risks). There are no County development projects, other than street improvement projects and
on‐airport maintenance projects or minor hangar expansions, on the cumulative project list for
the Proposed Action. Therefore, no cumulative traffic impacts related to County projects in con‐
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junction with the Proposed Action will occur. Per County policy, development that would gener‐
ate additional traffic shall pay its pro rata share of the costs of necessary improvements to the
Regional Road Network per the County’s Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee Ordinance. The airport
will pay the required fee as determined by the Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee Ordinance in affect
at the time of project approval, as necessary.
There are several City cumulative projects that will affect traffic, primarily to the north of the
proposed project site, on Ventura Boulevard, Verdulera Street, and Camarillo Center Drive; traffic
impacts of these projects have already been vetted through the City review and approval process.
Cumulative traffic impacts related to these City projects in conjunction with the Proposed Action
are not expected to be significant since the Proposed Action will take access off Pleasant Valley
Road and will likely result in less than 45 PM trips/day in the long term. As discussed in Section
4.3.6, prior to construction, a preliminary Construction Safety and Phasing Plan will be submitted
to the County Public Works Agency for review during final design to ensure that short term traffic
impacts are minimized.
Visual Effects. The cumulative projects listed in Tables 3E and 3F are similar in nature to existing
development within the view shed of Las Posas and Pleasant Valley Roads. Existing views from
these designated scenic corridors encompass agricultural fields, light industrial and commercial
development, and the airport itself. Long distance views of the Los Posas Hills (to the north and
east) and the Santa Monica Mountains (to the south) will not be adversely affected and no cu‐
mulative visual effects will occur.
Surface Water (Water Resources). The Proposed Action, as well as several of the cumulative
projects, will result in additional impervious surfaces. This increases the amount of stormwater
runoff and associated surface oils and other pollutants. The proposed project, as well as other
cumulative projects, will be required to manage its stormwater runoff in accordance with State
and regional NPDES permits and other local regulations, such as VCWPD Ordinance W‐2. Refer
to Section 4.3.8.2, Mitigation Measures for a partial list of regulations and documentation that
will be required from all development projects to ensure that cumulative impacts to surface wa‐
ter do not occur. (Also, see Appendix A, letter from VCWPD, dated August 31, 2015.)
Groundwater (Water Resources). As previously discussed above under both “Water Use” and
“Surface Water,” all cumulative projects will be required to comply with existing water use ordi‐
nances, water‐related permits, and local and regional policies regarding water use and treat‐
ment. (Also, see Appendix A, letter from VCWPD, dated August 31, 2015, and memorandums
from VCWPD, dated September 3, 2015, and September 8, 2015.) Therefore, cumulative impacts
on groundwater in the region will be less than significant.

No Action Alternative
No cumulative impacts will occur with the No Action alternative, since this alternative will not
result in any physical change at the airport.
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Chapter Five - Coordination
and Public Involvement

Chapter Five
COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Northeast Hangar Development
Environmental Assessment

At the onset of the Environmental Assessment (EA), letters were sent to a number of resource
agencies seeking input regarding potential environmental resources which might be impacted by
the proposed hangar project at Camarillo Airport. This agency scoping period went from August
12, 2015, to September 16, 2015. A list of the agencies contacted, a copy of the information sent,
and the responses received are included in this EA in Appendix A.
Responses to the scoping materials were received from the following seven agencies:


California Department of Fish and Wildlife, dated September 16, 2015 – Provided recom‐
mendations related to biological surveys, mitigation for the burrowing owl and California
horned lark, and lake and streambed alteration agreements;



Ventura County Watershed Protection District (VCWPD), Water and Environmental Re‐
sources Division, dated August 31, 2015 – Provided a “Less than Significant Determina‐
tion” for the project related to water quality impacts as well as conditions associated with
that determination;



VCWPD, Planning and Regulatory Division, dated September 3, 2015 – Provided infor‐
mation regarding direct stormwater connections to existing drainage channels, VCWPD
Ordinance WP‐2, and other required permitting processes that might be applicable to the
proposed project;
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VCWPD, Groundwater Section, dated September 8, 2015 – Provided information regard‐
ing groundwater resources, water supplies, and potentially applicable conditions related
to the use of hazardous materials by the proposed project;



City of Camarillo (City), dated September 16, 2015 – Provided input on the level of analysis
requested by the City as well as information related to potential access to the project
from Las Posas Road and potential connections to the Camarillo Sanitation District or the
City of Camarillo Water Service;



Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (APCD), date September 15, 2015 – Provided
a CalEEmod air emissions modeling run of the proposed project as well as conditions of
approval that will be required for the project to receive a determination of “less than
significant impacts to regional and local air quality;” and



County of Ventura Public Works Agency, dated September 4, 2015 – Provided comments
related to floodplain management.
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Chapter Six
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Chapter Six
LIST OF PREPARERS

Northeast Hangar Development
Environmental Assessment

Persons responsible for preparation of this Environmental Assessment (EA) document and sig‐
nificant supporting background analysis and materials are listed below.
NAME
EXPERTISE
PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION (FAA) REVIEWER
Gail Campos
Environmental Protection
M.S., Biology; B.S., Biology; B.A., Recreation Man‐
Specialist, Los Angeles Air‐
agement. 24 years of experience. Performs FAA
ports District Office (ADO),
evaluation of environmental documentation and
Western‐Pacific Region
coordination with federal and state agencies for
FAA’s Los Angeles ADO.
EA PREPARERS
Coffman Associates
James Harris
Airport Master Planning, En‐ B.S., Civil Engineering. Responsible for master plan‐
vironmental Analysis and
ning, noise and land use compatibility planning,
Airport Management
and environmental documentation for airports. Ex‐
tensive experience throughout the western U.S.,
especially in California.
Judi Krauss
Land Use Planning; Environ‐ M.A., Economics; B.A., Environmental Studies.
mental Analysis and Docu‐
Transportation and land use planning, socioeco‐
mentation; Socioeconomics
nomic studies, and environmental analysis/docu‐
mentation. Experienced in managing complex,
multi‐disciplined, environmental studies under
NEPA and CEQA.
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Kory Lewis

Land Use Planning, Environ‐
mental Analysis and Docu‐
mentation, Noise Monitor‐
ing and Assessment, Air
Quality Analysis

SWCA Environmental Consultants
Benjamin
Senior Project Manager/
Hart
Biologist

Barrett Hol‐
land

Biologist/Botanist

Heather Gib‐
son

Principal Investigator,
Historical Archaeologist

Leroy Laurie

Cultural Resource Specialist

Chad Jackson

Cultural Resource Specialist
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Masters, Urban Planning; B.A., Geography. Experi‐
ence in land use management, air quality and noise
assessment, and preparation of environmental
documentation for airport development projects.
Expertise in air quality, noise, and visual impact
computer modeling programs.
B.A., Biology. 15 years of biological experience and 6
years of environmental consulting experience, in‐
cluding 5 years conducting environmental resource
work for airport projects. Expertise includes field bi‐
ology and research, fish and wildlife handling and
identification, agency coordination, and project
management.
B.S., Environmental Science, Natural Resource
Mgmt. 10 years of experience. Mr. Holland has
approved U.S. Army Corps of Engineer training in
wetland delineation as well as expertise in State
and Federal wetland regulations. Professional skills
include plant taxonomy, wildlife and botanical in‐
ventories, vegetation mapping, habitat restoration,
erosion and sedimentation control issues, nesting
bird surveys, protected tree surveys, and the imple‐
mentation of mitigation monitoring plans.
Ph.D., Anthropology, M.A., Anthropology. Regis‐
tered Professional Archaeologist (RPA) 15 years of
research experience, including archival research,
surveys, excavations, and construction monitoring
at sites throughout California.
B.S., Social Sciences. 15 years of experience as a
cultural resource specialist throughout CA and NV.
Technical experience in archaeological fieldwork,
laboratory analysis, archaeological testing plans,
and graphics/mapping. Served as the primary
point of contact for Native American coordination
for CEQA and Section 106 compliant projects.
B.S., 9 years of experience as a cultural resource
specialist in CA. Technical experience in archaeo‐
logical fieldwork, laboratory analysis, archaeologi‐
cal testing plans, and graphics/mapping.
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Northeast Hangar Development
Environmental Assessment
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tal Assessment (EA):

California Air Resources Board (CARB) 2016. Area Designation Maps, last reviewed May 5.
Available at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm, accessed November.
California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection 2014. Southern
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Appendices

Appendix A
AGENCY COORDINATION AND SCOPING PROCESS

CAMARILLO AIRPORT
AGENCY CONTACT LIST
The following agencies were contacted by
the County of Ventura Department of
Airports during the scoping for this
Environmental Assessment (EA) to solicit
input regarding the Proposed Action and its
possible environmental effects:

Tully Clifford, Director
Ventura County Watershed Protection
District
800 S. Victoria Avenue
Ventura, CA 93009
Local

State

Joe Vacca, Director
City of Camarillo Department of
Community Development
601 Carmen Drive
Camarillo, CA 93010

Ed Pert, Regional Manager
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
South Coast Region (Region Five)
3883 Ruffin Road
San Diego, CA 92123

Tom Fox, Director
City of Camarillo Public Works Department
P.O. Box 248
Camarillo, CA 93010

Terry Barrie, Senior Transportation Planner
California Department of Transportation
Division of Aeronautics, Office of Aviation
Planning
MS 40, P.O. Box 942874
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

In addition, the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) contacted the
following agencies as part of its
consultation efforts:

Regional/County
Renee Purdy, Section Chief
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Regional Programs
320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Federal
Steve Henry, Field Supervisor
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
2493 Portola Road, Ste. B
Ventura, California 93003

Michael Villegas, Air Pollution Control
Officer
Ventura County Air Pollution Control
District
669 County Square Drive
Ventura, CA 93003

Ms. Julianne Polanco, State Historic
Preservation Officer
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Office of Historic Preservation
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100
Sacramento, California 95816

Jeff Pratt, Director
Ventura County Public Works Agency
800 S. Victoria Avenue
Ventura, CA 93009
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Responses to the scoping materials were received from the following seven agencies, and are
included in this appendix following the scoping letters and attachments:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

California Department of Fish and Wildlife, dated September 16, 2015
Ventura County Watershed Protection District (VCWPD), Water and Environmental
Resources Division, dated August 31, 2015
VCWPD, Planning and Regulatory Division, dated September 3, 2015
VCWPD, Groundwater Section, dated September 8, 2015
City of Camarillo (City), dated September 16, 2015
Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (APCD), date September 15, 2015
County of Ventura Public Works Agency, dated September 4, 2015

In addition, FAA completed its consultation responsibilities with the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service, the State Historic Preservation Office, and federally-recognized tribes. The
resulting correspondence is included in this appendix following the scoping responses listed
above.
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Ventura County

Watershed Protection District
Groundwater Section
MEMORANDUM

DATE:

September 8, 2015

TO:

Ventura County Department of Airports
Attn: Erin Powers

VIA:

Rick Viergutz/Groundwater Section Manager

FROM:

Barbara Council/Water Resources Specialist

SUBJECT:

WC2015-0024 Environmental Assessment for Proposed
Development at Camarillo Airport, Ventura County, California

Northeast

Hangar

The Project involves development of approximately 20 acres of open land on the northeast
quadrant of Camarillo Airport. Project will include construction of 105 Nested T-hangers and 13
box hangars, construction of taxi lanes to join to existing airfield pavement, utility extensions and
construction of a drainage collection system, and four corporate hangar building sites to be
developed by private developer. This is for scoping purposes only.
The request for the review is not for a formal ISAG review; however for consistency we are
using the ISAG review criteria. If this were a routine ISAG review performed by the
Groundwater Section we would have the following questions:
Water Resources – Groundwater Quantity
In which groundwater basin is the project located and is it considered overdrafted. Is
groundwater used as a water supply for the project? How will the increase in water use be
mitigated? (We point out that the site is in the Pleasant Valley Groundwater Basin)
Water Resources – Groundwater Quality
Will there be any re-fueling of equipment or vehicles, fuel or other petroleum product storage,
storage of hazardous materials or chemicals? If so Groundwater section would place the
following conditions on the project:
a. Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance Area
Purpose: In accordance with the Ventura County General Plan Policies 1.3.2.2 & 4a, Vehicle
and Equipment Maintenance Area is required.
Requirement: All vehicle and equipment maintenance shall be conducted on a covered (roof or
canopy), concrete pad with a berm to be dedicated for the sole purpose of maintenance of
vehicles and equipment. The concrete shall be underlain by a cemented and lapped 80 mil
HDPE liner turned up on the edges to prevent leakage. Construct a closed-end sump on the
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concrete pad to collect any potential liquid runoff from the maintenance area for legal disposal
off site.
Documentation: A copy of the approved Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance Area site plan.
Timing: Prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration, the Permittee shall
submit a Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance Area site plan to the WPD for review and
approval.
Monitoring and Reporting: A copy of the approved Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance Area
site plan will be maintained in the case file. The Permittee shall allow the WPD to inspect the
Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance Area upon request. (GWQ-2)
b. Containment Area for Liquid Waste and Petroleum Products
Purpose: In accordance with the Ventura County General Plan Policies 1.3.2.2 & 4a,
Containment Area for Liquid Waste and Petroleum Products is required.
Requirement: All liquid waste and petroleum products shall be stored in proper containers and
stored in pre-approved or designated containment areas only. If waste products will be stored in
an alternate temporary location, Permittee shall provide detailed plans of impermeable area with
same construction as containment areas. Specifically describe where these waste products will
be stored, an estimate of the amount of accumulated waste at any one time and information on
the planned frequency for disposal.
Documentation: A copy of the approved Containment Area for Liquid Waste and Petroleum
Products site plan.
Timing: Prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration, the Permittee shall
submit a Containment Area for Liquid Waste and Petroleum Products site plan to the WPD for
review and approval.
Monitoring and Reporting: A copy of the approved Containment Area for Liquid Waste and
Petroleum Products site plan will be maintained in the case file. The Permittee shall allow the
WPD to inspect the Containment Area for Liquid Waste and Petroleum Products upon request.
(GWQ-3)
c. Diesel Fuel Tank Area
Purpose: In accordance with the Ventura County General Plan Policies 1.3.2.2 & 4a, Diesel
Fuel Tank Area is required.
Requirement: The Diesel Fuel Tank Area shall be constructed with a covered (roof or canopy),
concrete pad with berm designed to prevent runoff and to collect all spilled liquids into a sump
for legal disposal off site. The concrete pad shall be underlain by a cemented and lapped 80-mil
HDPE liner turned up on the edges to prevent leakage.
Documentation: A copy of the approved Diesel Fuel Tank Area site plan.
Timing: Prior to the Issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration, the Permittee shall
submit a Diesel Fuel Tank Area site plan to the WPD for review and approval.
Monitoring and Reporting: A copy of the approved Diesel Fuel Tank Area site plan will be
maintained in the case file. The Permittee shall allow the WPD to inspect the Diesel Fuel Tank
Area upon request. (GWQ-4)
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d. Containment Area for Hazardous Materials
Purpose: In accordance with the Ventura County General Plan Policies 1.3.2.2 & 4a,
Containment Area for Hazardous Materials is required.
Requirement: The Permittee shall submit a site plan to the WPD that shows all hazardous
materials, fertilizers and chemicals are stored in a Containment Area properly designated and
equipped for the safe storage of the hazardous materials, fertilizers and chemicals.
Documentation: A copy of the approved Containment Area for Hazardous Materials site plan.
Timing: Prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance for use inauguration, the Permittee shall
submit the Containment Area for Hazardous Materials site plan to the WPD for review and
approval.
Monitoring and Reporting: A copy of the approved Containment Area for Hazardous Materials
site plan will be maintained in the case file. The Permittee shall allow WPD to inspect the
Containment Area for Hazardous Materials upon request. (GWQ-7)
Water Resources – Surface Water Quantity
It doesn’t appear that surface water will be used as a water source for the project.
Water Supply - Quantity
Is a permanent domestic water supply required for this project or is there an increase in the
existing water demand, such as increased number of employees, increased number of clients,
increased sanitary facilities, etc.? It appears from the drawings that there will be new sewer
and water tie-ins. If so we will require a will serve letter from the water purveyor stating that they
can provide for the increased water needs.
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September 15, 2015

Erin Powers
Project Administrator
Ventura County Department of Airports
555 Airport Way, Suite B
Camarillo, CA 93010
Subject:

Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Northeast Hangar and
Taxilane Development at the Camarillo Airport, Ventura County

Dear Ms. Powers:
Air Pollution Control District staff has reviewed the subject environmental assessment,
which addresses the Camarillo Airport’s development of 20 acres of open land, including
hangar development with 105 nested T-hangars and 13 box hangars, four 20,000 sq. ft.
corporate hangar buildings, construction of taxilanes to join the proposed development to
existing airfield pavement, construction of utility extensions to serve the hangar
development areas, construction of a drainage collection system and improvements to the
airport’s existing detention area and bio infiltration facilities. We understand you are
seeking comments regarding environmental resources that would be affected by the
proposed development and potential cumulative impacts that may occur upon project
implementation.
Based on information provided by the applicant and the CalEEmod air emissions
modeling program, air quality impacts will be below the 25 pounds per day threshold for
reactive organic compounds (ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) as described in the
Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines (2 lbs/day ROG and 4.7 NOx – see
attached computer print-out). Therefore, the project will not have a significant impact on
regional air quality.
Greenhouse Gases
The Ventura County Air Pollution Control District has not yet adopted any approach to
setting a threshold of significance for land use development projects in the area of project
greenhouse gas emissions. The project will generate less than significant impacts to
regional and local air quality and the project will be subject to a condition of approval to
ensure that all project construction and operations shall be conducted in compliance with
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all APCD Rules and Regulations. Furthermore, the amount of greenhouse gases
anticipated from the project will be a small fraction of the levels being considered by the
APCD for greenhouse gas significance thresholds and far below those adopted to date by
any air district in the state. Therefore, the project specific and cumulative impacts to
greenhouse gases are less than significant.
Project Conformity
The proposed project may be subject to the requirements of the federal General
Conformity regulation. Conformity is defined in the Clean Air Act as conformity to an
air quality implementation plan's purpose of eliminating or reducing the severity and
number of violations of the national ambient air quality standards, exacerbate existing
violations, or interfere with timely attainment or required interim emission reductions
towards attainment. Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act requires the EPA to develop
criteria and procedures for determining the conformity of transportation and
nontransportation (general) projects that require federal agency approval or funding with
the applicable air quality plan.
On November 23, 1993, a rule entitled “Determining Conformity of General Federal
Actions to State or Federal Implementations Plans” was published in the Federal Register.
This rule states that a federal agency may not “engage in, support in any way or provide
financial assistance for, license or permit, or approve any activity which does not conform
to an applicable implementation plan.” We recommend that the project’s environmental
assessment be expanded to include a summary of the federal general conformity rule,
which actions(s) related to the project may require a conformity analysis to be performed,
and which agencies will likely be involved with the conformity determination(s).
Air Pollution Control District (APCD) Conditions
Although the project is not expected to result in any significant air quality impacts, the
District recommends the following conditions be placed on the project to help minimize
fugitive dust, particulate matter and creation of ozone precursor emissions that may result
from site preparation, grading, construction of utilities, bio infiltration facilities, runways
and hangars:
1. Prevention of Fugitive Dust
Purpose: To ensure that fugitive dust and particulate matter that may result from site
preparation and construction activities on the site are minimized.
Requirement: The applicant shall comply with the provisions of applicable VCAPCD
Rules and Regulations, which include but are not limited to, Rule 50 (Opacity), Rule 51
(Nuisance), and Rule 55 (Fugitive Dust).
Documentation: The Lead Agency shall ensure compliance with the following
provisions:
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I.
II.

III.
IV.

V.
VI.

The area disturbed by clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation operations shall
be minimized to prevent excessive amounts of dust;
Pre-grading/excavation activities shall include watering the area to be graded or
excavated before commencement of grading or excavation operations. Application
of water should penetrate sufficiently to minimize fugitive dust during grading
activities;
All trucks shall cover their loads as required by California Vehicle Code §23114.
Fugitive dust throughout the construction site shall be controlled by the use of a
watering truck or equivalent means (except during and immediately after rainfall).
Water shall be applied to all unpaved roads, unpaved parking areas or staging areas,
and active portions of the construction site. Environmentally-safe dust control agents
may be used in lieu of watering.
Signs shall be posted onsite limiting traffic to 15 miles per hour or less.
All clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities shall cease during
periods of high winds (i.e., wind speed sufficient to cause fugitive dust to impact
adjacent properties). During periods of high winds, all clearing, grading, earth
moving, and excavation operations shall be curtailed to the degree necessary to
prevent fugitive dust created by onsite activities and operations from being a
nuisance or hazard, either offsite or onsite.

2. Construction Equipment
Purpose: To ensure that ozone precursor and diesel particulate emissions from mobile
construction equipment are reduced to the greatest amount feasible.
Requirement: The Permittee shall comply with the provisions of applicable VCAPCD
ROC and NOx Construction Mitigation Measures, which include but are not limited to,
provisions of Section 7.4.3 of the Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines.
I. Construction equipment shall not have visible emissions, except when
under load.
II.
Construction equipment shall not idle for more than five (5)
consecutive minutes. The idling limit does not apply to: (1) idling when
queuing; (2) idling to verify that the vehicle is in safe operating condition;
(3) idling for testing, servicing, repairing or diagnostic purposes; (4) idling
necessary to accomplish work for which the vehicle was designed (such as
operating a crane); (5) idling required to bring the machine system to
operating temperature, and (6) idling necessary to ensure safe operation of
the vehicle.
If you have any questions, please call me at (805) 645-1426 or email: Alicia@vcapcd.org.
Sincerely,

Alicia Stratton
Air Quality Specialist
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______

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
2493 Portola Road, Suite B
Ventura, California 93003

II

IN REPLY REFER TO:
O$EVENOO-201 6-TA-0542

August 18, 2016
Gail Campos, Environmental Protection Specialist
Los Angeles Airport District Office
Federal Aviation Administration
P. 0. Box 92007
Los Angeles, California 90009
Subject: Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development Project
Dear Ms. Campos,
We have reviewed the Biological Evaluation for the Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar
Development Project. The County of Ventura Department of Airports (Applicant) is proposing
to construct 122 hangars, taxi lanes, utility extensions, and a drainage collection system on 20
acres of land. The project would be located at 555 Airport Way in the City of Camarillo,
Ventura County, California.
Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.),
requires Federal agencies to ensure that any actions they undertake, fund, or authorize are not
likely to jeopardize the continued existence of listed species or adversely modify designated
critical habitat. As an initial step in complying with section 7(a)(2), the implementing
regulations require the Federal agency to determine whether its action “may affect” listed species
or critical habitat (50 Code of Federal Regulations 402.14(a)). If the proposed action may affect
listed species or critical habitat, the Endangered Species Act requires that the Federal agency
consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service).
You have determined that the proposed action would have “no effect” on any listed threatened or
endangered species or designated critical habitat, and you have requested our concurrence with
your determination. Although the regulations implementing section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered
Species Act (50 CFR 402) do not require our concurrence with a “no effect” determination made
by a federal agency, the regulations do enable the Service to request that a Federal agency “enter
into consultation if (the Service) identifies any action of that agency that may affect listed
species or critical habitat and for which there has been no consultation” [50 CFR 402.14(a)].
We do not agree with your determination and request that you enter into consultation with the
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2

Gail Campos
Service regarding the proposed action because the project may lead to increased air traffic
(particularly of low-flying ultralight aircraft) over Ventura County beaches which may impact
listed species in the region.

Low-flying air craft are known to cause the federally threatened western snowy plover
(Charadrius nivosus nivosus) and endangered California least tern (Sterna antillarum browni) to
flush from breeding areas (B. Standley, pers. comm.). Western snowy plovers are known to use
Ventura County beaches to breed and forage from Point Mugu Naval Base to the south to San
Buenaventura State Beach to the north. The California least tern is also a common summer
resident at Ventura County beaches. Aircraft flying within 500 feet of the ground may harm or
harass western snowy plovers and California least terns, particularly during their breeding
seasons, which combined run from March 15 to September 15. Low-flying aircraft may cause
these species to abandon territories, eggs, and chicks. Repeated flushing of western snowy
plovers and California least terns (e.g. from repeated overflights of a beach by an aircraft) result
in excessive energy demands on individuals which can result in later injury or mortality. The
Service has been aware of this interaction between low-flying aircraft and these species for more
than a decade. The Service identified ultralight aircraft traffic originating from Camarillo
Airport in particular as harassing these species in a letter dated March 9, 2005 (C. Dellith, pers.
comm.). The Service encourages you to coordinate with us to analyze the effects of the proposed
project on listed species.
If you have any questions, please contact Dou-Shuan Yang of the Ventura Fish and Wildlife
Office at ($05) 644-1766, extension 313 or by electronic mail at Dou-Shuan_Yangflvs.gov.
Sincerely,

Collette M. Thogerson, Ph.D.
Assistant Field Supervisor
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Dellith, Chris. 2005. Senior Biologist, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Ventura Field Office,
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Federal Aviation
Administration

Memorandum
Date:

September 20, 2016

To:

Memo for File

From:

Gail Campos, LAX-600.2

Prepared by:

Gail Campos, LAX-600.2

Subject:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Disagreement of FAA’s Determination Letter

Phone Call to Dou-Shuan Yang
805-644-1766 x313

A phone call was made to Dou-Shuan Yang of the U.S Fish and Wildlife Ventura Office
regarding their disagreement of the FAA’s determination that the proposed action would have
“no effect” to listed species. The USFWS disagreement was based on concerns of increased air
traffic, particularly ultralight aircraft, over Ventura County beaches. I explained that the
proposed action would not increase the ultralight air traffic. The hangar development will be on
the opposite side of the airport than the ultralights and for other existing aircraft based at
Camarillo Airport. I asked if the USFWS could send a letter agreeing with our “No Effect”
determination. Mr. Yang stated that the FAA could determine that there is “no effect” the
USFWS does not sent “no effect” letters.
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
2493 PORTOLA ROAD, SUITE B
VENTURA, CA 93003
PHONE: (805)644-1766 FAX: (805)644-3958

Consultation Code: 08EVEN00-2016-SLI-0360
Event Code: 08EVEN00-2016-E-00648
Project Name: Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development Project

April 26, 2016

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:
The enclosed list identifies species listed as threatened and endangered, species proposed for
listing as threatened or endangered, designated and proposed critical habitat, and species that are
candidates for listing that may occur within the boundary of the area you have indicated using
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (Service) Information Planning and Conservation System
(IPaC). The species list fulfills the requirements under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species
Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). Please note that under 50 CFR
402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the Act, the species list should be
verified after 90 days. We recommend that verification be completed by visiting the IPaC
website at regular intervals during project planning and implementation for updates to species
lists following the same process you used to receive the enclosed list. Please include the
Consultation Tracking Number in the header of this letter with any correspondence about the
species list.
Due to staff shortages and excessive workload, we are unable to provide an official list more
specific to your area. Numerous other sources of information are available for you to narrow the
list to the habitats and conditions of the site in which you are interested. For example, we
recommend conducting a biological site assessment or surveys for plants and animals that could
help refine the list.
If a Federal agency is involved in the project, that agency has the responsibility to review its
proposed activities and determine whether any listed species may be affected. If the project is a
major construction project*, the Federal agency has the responsibility to prepare a biological
assessment to make a determination of the effects of the action on the listed species or critical
habitat. If the Federal agency determines that a listed species or critical habitat is likely to be
adversely affected, it should request, in writing through our office, formal consultation pursuant
to section 7 of the Act. Informal consultation may be used to exchange information and resolve
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conflicts with respect to threatened or endangered species or their critical habitat prior to a
written request for formal consultation. During this review process, the Federal agency may
engage in planning efforts but may not make any irreversible commitment of resources. Such a
commitment could constitute a violation of section 7(d) of the Act.
Federal agencies are required to confer with the Service, pursuant to section 7(a)(4) of the Act,
when an agency action is likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any proposed species or
result in the destruction or adverse modification of proposed critical habitat (50 CFR 402.10(a)).
A request for formal conference must be in writing and should include the same information
that would be provided for a request for formal consultation. Conferences can also include
discussions between the Service and the Federal agency to identify and resolve potential
conflicts between an action and proposed species or proposed critical habitat early in the
decision-making process. The Service recommends ways to minimize or avoid adverse effects
of the action. These recommendations are advisory because the jeopardy prohibition of section
7(a)(2) of the Act does not apply until the species is listed or the proposed critical habitat is
designated. The conference process fulfills the need to inform Federal agencies of possible steps
that an agency might take at an early stage to adjust its actions to avoid jeopardizing a proposed
species.
When a proposed species or proposed critical habitat may be affected by an action, the lead
Federal agency may elect to enter into formal conference with the Service even if the action is
not likely to jeopardize or result in the destruction or adverse modification of proposed critical
habitat. If the proposed species is listed or the proposed critical habitat is designated after
completion of the conference, the Federal agency may ask the Service, in writing, to confirm the
conference as a formal consultation. If the Service reviews the proposed action and finds that no
significant changes in the action as planned or in the information used during the conference
have occurred, the Service will confirm the conference as a formal consultation on the project
and no further section 7 consultation will be necessary. Use of the formal conference process in
this manner can prevent delays in the event the proposed species is listed or the proposed
critical habitat is designated during project development or implementation.
Candidate species are those species presently under review by the Service for consideration for
Federal listing. Candidate species should be considered in the planning process because they
may become listed or proposed for listing prior to project completion. Preparation of a
biological assessment, as described in section 7(c) of the Act, is not required for candidate
species. If early evaluation of your project indicates that it is likely to affect a candidate species,
you may wish to request technical assistance from this office.
Only listed species receive protection under the Act. However, sensitive species should be
considered in the planning process in the event they become listed or proposed for listing prior
to project completion. We recommend that you review information in the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife's Natural Diversity Data Base. You can contact the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife at (916) 324-3812 for information on other sensitive species that may occur
in this area.
[*A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
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(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.]
Attachment
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development Project

Official Species List
Provided by:
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
2493 PORTOLA ROAD, SUITE B
VENTURA, CA 93003
(805) 644-1766

Consultation Code: 08EVEN00-2016-SLI-0360
Event Code: 08EVEN00-2016-E-00648
Project Type: DEVELOPMENT
Project Name: Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development Project
Project Description: Camarillo Airport (CMA) is located at 555 Airport Way in the city of
Camarillo, Ventura County, California. The proposed action includes the development of
approximately 20 acres of open land on the northeast quadrant of CMA. The project action area is
bound to the north by an on-airport service road located south of the Camarillo Hills Drainage
Channel, and to the east by Los Posas Road. The western boundary of the project is approximately
250 feet west of existing Taxiway G1, and the southern boundary is adjacent to Pleasant Valley
Road.
The proposed action includes development of six box hangars, seven executive hangars, and 105
nested T-hangars by the County in phases. Development of four approximately 20,000-square-foot
corporate hangar buildings by a private developer. Construction of taxi lanes to join the proposed
development to existing airfield pavements. Construction of utility extensions to serve the hangar
development areas, including water, sewer, electrical, and communication. Construction of a
drainage collection system, including concrete valley gutters, storm drain pipe, and catch basins.
The project will include improvements to an existing detention area as well as infiltration facilities
to ensure there will not be an increase in the discharge of water from the site as a result of the
proposed action. Construction activities may include grubbing, grading, pouring of foundations,
construction of hangar facilities, asphalt or concrete paving, trenching, installation of utility lines
and drainage lines, backfill and compaction of trenches, infiltration facilities, and paving of trenches
to match existing grade. The actual building dimensions and locations may vary depending on the
future developer’s plan for the allowable lease area.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/26/2016 05:55 PM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development Project

There would be two staging areas, one west of the project area north of Runway 8-26, and the
second south of the project area. Both staging areas are disturbed vacant areas. Site access will
occur via established on-airport roads through airport security gates. No new access to Las Posas
Road is proposed.
Please Note: The FWS office may have modified the Project Name and/or Project Description, so it
may be different from what was submitted in your previous request. If the Consultation Code
matches, the FWS considers this to be the same project. Contact the office in the 'Provided by'
section of your previous Official Species list if you have any questions or concerns.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/26/2016 05:55 PM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development Project

Project Location Map:

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON (((-119.08527374267578 34.215634934148014, 119.08493041992186 34.20569774640114, -119.06956672668457 34.2056622543451, 119.06965255737305 34.21552847048936, -119.08527374267578 34.215634934148014)))
Project Counties: Ventura, CA

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/26/2016 05:55 PM

3
A-46

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development Project

Endangered Species Act Species List
There are a total of 11 threatened or endangered species on your species list. Species on this list should be considered in
an effects analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain
fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species. Critical habitats listed under the
Has Critical Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area. See the Critical habitats within your
project area section further below for critical habitat that lies within your project. Please contact the designated FWS
office if you have questions.

Amphibians

Status

Has Critical Habitat

California red-legged frog (Rana

Threatened

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Endangered

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Endangered

Final designated

Endangered

Final designated

draytonii)
Population: Entire

Birds
Coastal California gnatcatcher
(Polioptila californica californica)
Population: Entire

Least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii
pusillus)
Population: Entire

Marbled murrelet (Brachyramphus
marmoratus)
Population: CA, OR, WA

Southwestern Willow flycatcher
(Empidonax traillii extimus)
Population: Entire

Crustaceans
Riverside fairy shrimp

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/26/2016 05:55 PM
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Condition(s)

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development Project

(Streptocephalus woottoni)
Population: Entire

Vernal Pool fairy shrimp

Threatened

Final designated

(Branchinecta lynchi)
Population: Entire

Flowering Plants
California Orcutt grass (Orcuttia

Endangered

californica)
Gambel's watercress (Rorippa

Endangered

gambellii)
Marsh Sandwort (Arenaria

Endangered

paludicola)
Spreading navarretia (Navarretia

Threatened

Final designated

fossalis)

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/26/2016 05:55 PM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: Camarillo Airport Northeast Hangar Development Project

Critical habitats that lie within your project area
There are no critical habitats within your project area.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/26/2016 05:55 PM
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Airport Consultants
www.coffmanassociates.com

KANSAS CITY
(816) 524-3500

PHOENIX
(602) 993-6999

237 N.W. Blue Parkway
Suite 100
Lee's Summit, MO 64063

4835 E. Cactus Road
Suite 235
Scottsdale, AZ 85254

