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Introduction 

The Groundwater Recharge Capacity Expansion Project – Ferro Recharge (project) Initial Study-
Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS-MND) was circulated for a 30-day public review period that 
began on July 30, 2024, and concluded on August 29, 2024. The United Water Conservation District 
(United) received five comment letters on the Draft IS-MND. In summary, the comments received 
on the Draft IS-MND did not raise new information about the project’s environmental impacts or 
provide information indicating the project would result in new environmental impacts or impacts 
substantially greater in severity than disclosed in the Draft IS-MND. The California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) does not require formal responses to comments on an IS-MND, only that the 
lead agency consider the comments received [CEQA Guidelines §15074(b)]. Nevertheless, responses 
to the comments are included in this document for informational purposes. 
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Responses to Comments on the Draft IS-MND 

This section includes comments received during the circulation of the Draft IS-MND prepared for the 
project. 

The Draft IS-MND was circulated for a 30-day public review period that began on July 30, 2024, and 
ended on August 29, 2024. Five comment letters were received from the California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Ventura County 
Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD), Ventura County Environmental Health Division (VCEHD), and 
Ventura County Public Works Watershed Planning and Permits Division.   

Comment letters submitted on the Draft IS-MND have been annotated to identify individual 
comments, and are included in Appendix A. The responses to each comment are provided in the 
table below. Each row identifies first the number of the comment letter, and then the number 
assigned to each issue (Row 1.1, for example, indicates that the response is for the first issue raised 
in comment Letter 1). Where a comment results in a change to the text of the Draft IS-MND, a 
notation is made in the response indicating that the text is revised in the Revisions to Draft IS-MND 
column. Changes in text are signified by strikeouts (strikeouts) where text is removed and by 
underlined font (underlined font) where text is added. 

Textual revisions to the Draft IS-MND amplify, correct, supplement, or clarify information in the 
Draft IS-MND, or replace mitigation measures with equal or more effective measures. These 
revisions do not substantively affect the level of impact nor the conclusions presented. Therefore, 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c), recirculation of the Draft IS-MND is not warranted. 
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Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 
Letter 1: California Department of Fish and Wildlife  
1.1 This comment is introductory and 

summarizes CDFW’s regulatory authority, 
the project description, and the project 
setting. 

In the project setting, the commenter states surface 
water in the Ferro Basin is currently controlled by 
United. This is incorrect; United does not currently 
have an infrastructure connection to the Ferro Basin 
and surface water occurs as a result of rainfall. This 
comment does not contain a substantive comment on 
the analysis or conclusions of the Draft IS-MND. No 
further response is required. 

None required.  

1.2 The commenter states the project would 
increase the amount of water diverted 
from the Santa Clara River, which may 
result in the loss of streams and 
associated watershed function and 
biological diversity downstream of the 
Freeman Diversion in addition to 
potentially affecting groundwater-
dependent ecosystems due to changes in 
groundwater elevation. 

As described in Section 7, Description of Project, on 
Pages 6 and 7 of the Draft IS-MND, the project would 
not modify United’s existing water rights and would 
not involve diverting additional water from the Santa 
Clara River beyond existing permitted operations. The 
purpose of the project is to recharge groundwater 
during wet conditions when elevated surface water 
flows are available, and thus would not result in 
substantial reduction of flows or groundwater 
elevation downstream of the Freeman Diversion. 
Accordingly, no changes to the Draft IS-MND are 
required. 

None required.  

1.3  The commenter provides three mitigation 
measures to reduce potential impacts to 
groundwater-dependent ecosystems. 
Mitigation Measure #1 involves 
consultation with CDFW to determine the 
need for a Lake and Streambed Alteration 
Agreement. Mitigation Measure #2 
requires implementation of additional 
mitigation requirements from the Lake 
and Streambed Alteration Agreement. 
Mitigation Measure #3 recommends 
habitat be replaced at a 3:1 ratio on-site if 
vegetation is impacted within the Santa 
Clara River, in addition to implementation 

The mitigation measures are not necessary for the 
proposed project as the project would not involve 
work in or immediately adjacent to the Santa Clara 
River and would not involve removal of riparian 
habitat or vegetation. In addition, indirect, off-site 
impacts would not occur as the project would not 
modify United’s existing water rights and would not 
involve diverting additional water from the Santa 
Clara River beyond existing permitted operations. The 
purpose of the project is to recharge groundwater 
during wet conditions when additional surface water 
flows are available, and thus would not result in 
substantial reduction of flows or groundwater 
elevation downstream of the Freeman Diversion. The 
revisions to the right have been made to the Draft IS-

Section 7, Description of Project, page 7 of the Draft IS-
MND:  
The purpose of the project is to recharge groundwater 
during wet conditions when additional surface water 
flows are available. The project would not modify 
United’s existing water diversion rights and would not 
involve diverting additional water from the Santa Clara 
River beyond existing permitted operations. 
Section 4, Biological Resources, page 31 of the Draft IS-
MND:  
The purpose of the project is to recharge groundwater 
during wet conditions when additional surface water 
flows are available. The project would not modify 
United’s existing water diversion rights and would not 
involve diverting additional water from the Santa Clara 



United Water Conservation District 
Groundwater Recharge Capacity Expansion Project – Ferro Recharge 

 
4 

Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

of an on-site Habitat Mitigation and 
Monitoring Plan. 

MND to clarify that the project would not modify any 
of United’s existing water rights.  
The project site, including the Ferro Basin and Noble 
Basin, is outside of CDFW’s jurisdiction under Fish and 
Game Code Section 1600 et. seq. and a Lake and 
Streambed Alteration Agreement would not be 
required. Therefore, Mitigation Measures #1 and #2 
are not required. Additionally, the project would not 
involve disturbance or vegetation removal within the 
Santa Clara River. Therefore, Mitigation Measure #3 is 
not required. 

River beyond existing permitted operations. Therefore, 
no indirect impacts to these species would occur. 
Section 4, Biological Resources, page 32 of the Draft IS-
MND:  
As described above under Item 4(a), the proposed 
project would not involve alteration or modification to 
the Santa Clara River. The project would not modify 
United’s existing water diversion rights and would not 
involve diverting additional water from the Santa Clara 
River beyond existing permitted operations. 
Section 4, Biological Resources, page 33 of the Draft IS-
MND:  
The Santa Clara River provides passage for wildlife 
movement in the surrounding region; however, the 
project would not physically modify the river nor modify 
United’s existing water diversion rights or involve 
diverting additional water from the Santa Clara River 
beyond existing permitted operations. 
Section 10, Hydrology and Water Quality, page 56 of the 
Draft IS-MND:  
The project would not modify United’s existing water 
diversion rights and would not involve diverting 
additional water from the Santa Clara River beyond 
existing permitted operations. 
Section 10, Hydrology and Water Quality, page 59 of the 
Draft IS-MND:  
Additionally, the project would not modify United’s 
existing water diversion rights and would not involve 
diverting additional water from the Santa Clara River 
beyond existing permitted operations. Therefore, the 
project would not conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of a sustainable groundwater 
management plan. 
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Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

Section 14, Population and Housing, page 71 of the Draft 
IS-MND:  
While the project would result in a minor increase in 
operations and maintenance trips to the Noble Basin and 
Ferro Basin during wet years, no employment increases 
would occur due to these trips. Accordingly, the project 
would not directly result in population growth. The 
project would not modify United’s existing water 
diversion rights and would not involve diverting 
additional water from the Santa Clara River beyond 
existing permitted operations, and therefore would not 
indirectly result in population growth. 

1.4  The commenter recommends United 
provide an in-stream flow analysis and 
evaluation of potential impacts on 
biological resources in the Santa Clara 
River as part of the final environmental 
document. The commenter provides 
minimum requirements for the analysis, 
including defining upstream and 
downstream impacts; evaluating change 
in water depth, wetted perimeter, and 
velocity of the Santa Clara River; use of a 
2-dimensional hydraulic model; map of 
potential changes to channel hydraulics 
overlain on a habitat map; a discussion of 
impact to biological resources in relation 
to hydrological changes, and; annual 
assessment of habitat health.  

As described in Section 7, Description of Project, on 
Pages 6 and 7 of the Draft IS-MND, the project would 
not modify United’s existing water rights and would 
not involve diverting additional water from the Santa 
Clara River beyond existing permitted operations. 
Pursuant to United’s California Division of Water 
Rights License for Diversion and Use of Water (License 
No. 10173) and Permit for Diversion and Use of Water 
(Permit No. 18908), United is authorized to divert up 
to 144,630 acre-feet per year from the Santa Clara 
River. However, since 2016, United has been 
operating at lower diversion rates in accordance with 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 2008 Final 
Biological Opinion. The purpose of the project is to 
recharge groundwater during wet conditions when 
additional surface water flows are available, and the 
project would not result in additional diversions 
beyond those permitted to occur. Therefore, the 
project would not impact flows in the Santa Clara 
River and an in-stream flows analysis is not required. 

None required.  
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Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 
1.5 The commenter states the project may 

impact coast horned lizard and two-
striped garter snake through project 
construction resulting in direct injury or 
mortality of these species or resulting in a 
loss of habitat for these species. 

As discussed under Construction General Best 
Management Practices on page 9 of the Draft IS-MND, 
United would implement pre-activity surveys. If 
wildlife is detected, a qualified biologist would 
temporarily stop activities until the animal leaves the 
area. If the animal does not leave the area on its own, 
a qualified biologist would move the animal out of 
harm’s way. In the case of special status and federal 
or state-listed species, United would consult with the 
appropriate agency in advance, and any relocation 
would be carried out in accordance with regulatory 
authorizations issued under the Endangered Species 
Act and/or California Endangered Species Act, Fish 
and Game Code §§ 1002, 1002.5, 1003, and/or Cal. 
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650.  
The revisions to the right have been made to the Draft 
IS-MND under the Construction General Best 
Management Practices subheading in Section 7, 
Description of Project.  
The commenter further states loss of habitat is 
expected for these species. United respectfully 
disagrees with this statement. The Ferro Basin, and 
the project site in general, is isolated from contiguous 
habitat for coast horned lizard and two-stripped 
garter snake, and the only habitat opportunities 
provided for these species on the project site are 
temporary foraging forays when ruderal vegetation is 
present. However, these species are expected to only 
be present infrequently and at low abundance. The 
Ferro Basin does not provide consistent habitat to 
support a self-sustaining population of either species, 
nor does the roadside adjacent to the project site. As 
a result, mitigation for loss of habitat is not warranted 
for these species. 

Section 7, Description of Project, page 9 of the Draft IS-
MND:  
 Before starting or moving construction vehicles at 

the beginning of each day, operators would a sweep 
shall be conducted, including inspection under all 
vehicles to avoid impacts to any wildlife that may 
have sought refuge on or under equipment. All large 
building materials and pieces with crevices where 
wildlife could potentially hide would also be 
inspected before moving. If wildlife is detected, a 
qualified biologist would temporarily stop activities 
until the animal leaves the area. If the animal does 
not leave the area on its own, a qualified biologist 
would move the animal out of harm’s way. In the 
case of federal or state-listed species, relocation 
would be carried out in accordance with regulatory 
authorizations issued under the Endangered Species 
Act and/or California Endangered Species Act, Fish 
and Game Code §§ 1002, 1002.5, 1003, and/or Cal. 
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650. United would consult with 
CDFW prior to relocation of any special status or 
listed species.  
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Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 
1.6 The commenter provides four mitigation 

measures to reduce potential impacts to 
coast horned lizard and two-striped garter 
snake. Mitigation Measure #1 involves the 
use of a biological monitor to move 
wildlife from work area and monitor the 
site during construction activities. 
Mitigation Measure #2 involves retaining 
a qualified biologist with appropriate 
handling permits to capture, possess, and 
relocate wildlife to avoid harm during 
construction. Mitigation Measure #3 
involves preparation of a Wildlife 
Relocation Plan. Mitigation Measure #4 
involves reporting to CDFW in the event a 
species of special concern is harmed 
during relocation, or a dead or injured 
animal is found during construction. 

The BMPs, provided on page 9 of the Draft IS-MND, 
and as revised in Response 1.5, address the actions in 
the commenter’s recommended mitigation measures. 
As shown in Response 1.5, the BMPs would require 
the use of a qualified biologist to inspect construction 
areas for wildlife, halt work until the animal leaves the 
area, or move the animal from the area, and CDFW 
will be consulted in advance of relocation of any 
special status or listed species. These actions cover 
the commenter’s recommended Mitigation Measures 
#1, #2, #3, and #4. No changes to the Draft IS-MND 
are required.  

None required.  

1.7 The commenter states the project may 
impact burrowing owl due to potential 
suitable habitat at the open areas and 
low-vegetation areas within and 
surrounding the project site. The 
commenter states there are multiple 
records of burrowing owls within five 
miles of the project site.  

United agrees burrowing owl have been observed 
within five miles of the project site in previous years. 
During the January 2024 surveys conducted for the 
project, no burrowing owl, burrowing owl sign, or 
small mammal burrows suitable for burrowing owl 
nesting were observed. The area around the project 
site is unsuitable for the species, given the low level of 
cover, low prey availability, and ongoing activities 
such as agricultural and commercial uses and regular 
vehicle traffic. California ground squirrels are not 
abundant around the project site, and no opportunity 
has been identified for burrowing owls to nest on or 
near the project site. 
Mitigation Measure BIO-1 has been revised, as shown 
on the right, to ensure burrowing owls are included in 
the nesting bird pre-construction survey, in the 
unlikely event they occupy the site prior to 
construction. These revisions incorporate 

Section 4, Biological Resources, page 31 of the Draft IS-
MND:  
BIO-1 Nesting Bird Pre-Construction Survey 

and Avoidance 
To avoid impacts to nesting birds, project-related 
activities shall occur outside of the bird breeding 
season (February 1 to September 15) to the extent 
practicable. If construction must occur within the 
bird breeding season, then no more than 7 days 
prior to initiation of ground disturbance and/or 
vegetation removal in areas with potential to 
support nesting birds (i.e., near the eucalyptus 
groves or pepper tree groves vegetation 
communities, or the ornamental landscaping land 
cover type, as well as areas suitable for ground 
nesting species), a nesting bird pre-construction 
survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist 
within the disturbance footprint plus a 100-foot 
buffer (300-feet for raptors if suitable raptor habitat 



United Water Conservation District 
Groundwater Recharge Capacity Expansion Project – Ferro Recharge 

 
8 

Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

recommendations provided by the commenter in 
Comment 1.9. 
Additionally, implementation of the Construction 
General BMPs on page 9 of the Draft IS-MND (as 
revised under Response 1.5) would require pre-
activity surveys performed by a qualified biologist to 
determine if any wildlife, including burrowing owl, or 
their sign are present in the work area. As revised, 
United believes that the included BMPs and mitigation 
measure are sufficient to protect burrowing owl 
during construction, should they occupy the site prior 
to construction. 

is present), where feasible. As the proposed project 
is anticipated to occur in several phases, multiple 
pre-construction nesting bird surveys may be 
necessary to ensure active nest avoidance. Pre-
construction nesting bird surveys shall be 
conducted during the time of day when birds are 
active and shall factor in sufficient time to perform 
this survey adequately and completely. A report or 
email of the nesting bird survey results, if 
applicable, shall be submitted to the United project 
manager for review and approval prior to ground 
and/or vegetation disturbance activities. If 
burrowing owls or signs of their activity are present 
in the project site, United shall consult with CDFW.  
If nests are found, their locations shall be flagged 
with bright orange construction fencing or other 
suitable flagging. An appropriate avoidance buffer 
ranging in size from 25 to 50 feet for passerines, 
and up to 300 feet for raptors, depending upon the 
species and the proposed work activity, shall be 
determined and demarcated by a qualified 
biologist. Active nests shall be monitored at a 
minimum of once per week until it has been 
determined by the qualified biologist that the nest 
is no longer being used by either the young or 
adults. No ground disturbance shall occur within 
this buffer until the qualified biologist confirms that 
the breeding/nesting is completed, and all the 
young have fledged. If project activities must occur 
within the buffer, they shall be conducted at the 
discretion of the qualified biologist. If no nesting 
birds are observed during pre-construction surveys, 
no further actions would be necessary. 
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Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 
1.8 The commenter provides two mitigation 

measures to reduce potential impacts to 
burrowing owl. Mitigation Measure #1 
involves burrowing owl protocol surveys 
prior to construction at the project site 
and within a 500-foot buffer of the project 
site. If burrowing owl is found, Mitigation 
Measure #1 requires preparation of an 
Impact Assessment and Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation Plan to be approved by CDFW. 
Mitigation Measure #2 requires 
compensatory mitigation of burrowing 
owl habitat at a 2:1 ratio to ensure no net 
loss of burrowing owl habitat.  
 

United appreciates the recommendations provided by 
the commenter; however, the Construction BMPs and 
Mitigation Measure BIO-1, as revised in Response 1.7, 
are sufficient to protect burrowing owl during 
construction. As noted in Response 1.7, the area in 
and around the project site is not suitable to sustain a 
population of burrowing owl and does not provide 
nesting opportunities. United respectfully disagrees 
that the project site or adjacent area provides 
burrowing habitat and believes protocol surveys and 
an impact avoidance and mitigation plan are 
unnecessary. Pre-activity surveys performed by a 
qualified biologist, as outlined in the Construction 
BMPs, would identify if burrowing owl are present and 
provide an opportunity to avoid impacts by adjusting 
the work location or stopping work to avoid 
individuals. Mitigation Measure BIO-1 has been 
revised to include work stoppage in the event of a 
burrowing owl observation on or adjacent to the 
project site. Mitigation Measure BIO-1 also requires 
United to consult with CDFW if burrowing owl are 
observed within the project site. Accordingly, the 
Construction BMPs and Mitigation Measure BIO-1 as 
revised are sufficient to avoid impacts to burrowing 
owl. 

None required.  

1.9 The commenter recommends Mitigation 
Measure BIO-1 be revised to change the 
duration of nesting bird season, including 
ground nesting species in the mitigation 
measure, and increase avoidance buffers. 
The commenter recommends rodenticides 
and second-generation anticoagulant 
rodenticides be prohibited during the 
lifetime of the project. The commenter 
also recommends any fencing used during 
and after project construction should be 

United appreciates the recommendations provided by 
the commenter. For consistency with existing and 
current CDFW permits, United is proposing to keep 
the start date for nesting bird season as February 1. 
Additionally, the avoidance buffers currently included 
in Mitigation Measure BIO-1 (25 to 50 feet for 
passerines, and up to 300 feet for raptors) are 
sufficient to avoid impacts to nesting birds. Mitigation 
Measure BIO-1 has been revised to indicate a 300 foot 
buffer for listed species as well as raptors, and the 
Construction BMPs have been revised to prohibit use 
of rodenticides.  

Section 4, Biological Resources, page 31 of the Draft IS-
MND: 
BIO-1 Nesting Bird Pre-Construction Survey 

and Avoidance 
To avoid impacts to nesting birds, project-related 
activities shall occur outside of the bird breeding 
season (February 1 to September 15) to the extent 
practicable. If construction must occur within the 
bird breeding season, then no more than 7 days 
prior to initiation of ground disturbance and/or 
vegetation removal in areas with potential to 
support nesting birds (i.e., near the eucalyptus 
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Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

constructed with materials that are not 
harmful to wildlife.  

Mitigation Measure BIO-1 has been revised, as shown 
on the right, to indicate a 300 foot buffer for listed 
species as well as raptors, and to incorporate the 
commenter’s recommendations for fencing material.  
Additionally, the Construction BMPs on page 9 of the 
Draft IS-MND have been revised to include the 
commenter’s recommendation regarding 
rodenticides.  

groves or pepper tree groves vegetation 
communities, or the ornamental landscaping land 
cover type, as well as areas suitable for ground 
nesting species), a nesting bird pre-construction 
survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist 
within the disturbance footprint plus a 100-foot 
buffer (300-feet for raptors if suitable raptor habitat 
is present), where feasible. As the proposed project 
is anticipated to occur in several phases, multiple 
pre-construction nesting bird surveys may be 
necessary to ensure active nest avoidance. Pre-
construction nesting bird surveys shall be 
conducted during the time of day when birds are 
active and shall factor in sufficient time to perform 
this survey adequately and completely. A report or 
email of the nesting bird survey results, if 
applicable, shall be submitted to the United project 
manager for review and approval prior to ground 
and/or vegetation disturbance activities. If 
burrowing owls or signs of their activity are present 
in the project site, United shall consult with CDFW.  
If nests are found, their locations shall be flagged 
with bright orange construction fencing or other 
suitable flagging that is not harmful to wildlife. An 
appropriate avoidance buffer ranging in size from 
25 to 50 feet for passerines, and up to 300 feet for 
raptors and listed species, depending upon the 
species and the proposed work activity, shall be 
determined and demarcated by a qualified 
biologist. Active nests shall be monitored at a 
minimum of once per week until it has been 
determined by the qualified biologist that the nest 
is no longer being used by either the young or 
adults. No ground disturbance shall occur within 
this buffer until the qualified biologist confirms that 
the breeding/nesting is completed, and all the 
young have fledged. If project activities must occur 
within the buffer, they shall be conducted at the 
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Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

discretion of the qualified biologist. If no nesting 
birds are observed during pre-construction surveys, 
no further actions would be necessary. 

Section 7, Description of Project, page 9 of the Draft IS-
MND:  
Construction General Best Management 

Practices 
The project would incorporate the following general 
best management practices (BMPs) to minimize or 
avoid potential impacts to biological resources 
within the project site: 
 Project-related vehicles would observe a five-

mile-per-hour speed limit within the unpaved 
limits of construction. 

 All open trenches would be fenced and sloped 
to prevent entrapment of wildlife species. 

 All hollow posts and pipes would be capped, 
and metal fence stakes would be plugged with 
bolts or other plugging materials to prevent 
wildlife entrapment and mortality. 

 If construction lighting is required during 
construction hours, lighting would be shielded 
and downcast to avoid potential impacts to 
wildlife migration. 

 No deliberate feeding of wildlife would be 
allowed. 

 No pets would be allowed on the project site. 
 Before starting or moving construction vehicles 

at the beginning of each day, operators would 
a sweep shall be conducted, including 
inspection under all vehicles to avoid impacts 
to any wildlife that may have sought refuge on 
or under equipment. All large building 
materials and pieces with crevices where 
wildlife could potentially hide would also be 
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Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

inspected before moving. If wildlife is 
detected, a qualified biologist would 
temporarily stop activities until the animal 
leaves the area. If the animal does not leave 
the area on its own, a qualified biologist would 
move the animal out of harm’s way. In the 
case of federal or state-listed species, 
relocation should be carried out in accordance 
with regulatory authorizations issued under 
the Endangered Species Act and/or California 
Endangered Species Act, Fish and Game Code 
§§ 1002, 1002.5, 1003, and/or Cal. Code Regs., 
tit. 14, § 650. United would consult with CDFW 
prior to relocation of an special status or listed 
species. 

 Rodenticides and second-generation 
anticoagulant rodenticides would be 
prohibited.  

1.10  The commenter recommends United 
adopts the mitigation measures and 
recommendations made throughout the 
comment letter into the MND. The 
commenter provides a summary of 
suggested mitigation measures and 
recommendations in the form of a draft 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program. 

Please see Responses 1.5 through 1.8. As discussed 
therein, United has incorporated the project 
appropriate revisions and recommendations provided 
by the commenter.  

None required.  

1.11 The commenter requests United reports 
any special-status species and natural 
communities detected during project 
surveys to the California Natural Diversity 
Database. 

Information regarding special-status species and 
natural communities detected during project surveys 
will be uploaded to the California Natural Diversity 
Database.  

None required. 
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Comment 
Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 
1.12 The commenter states environmental 

document filing fees are necessary and 
can be paid upon filing the Notice of 
Determination for the project.  

All necessary environmental filing fees will be paid in 
accordance with Public Resources Code Section 
21089.  
 

None required. 

1.13 This comment concludes the letter.  This comment does not contain a substantive 
comment on the analysis or conclusions of the Draft 
IS-MND. No response is required. 

None required. 

Letter 2: California Department of Transportation 
2.1 This comment is introductory and 

summarizes the project. 
This comment does not contain a substantive 
comment on the analysis or conclusions of the Draft 
IS-MND. No response is required. 

None required. 

2.2 The commenter encourages United to 
enhance pedestrian and bicyclist 
amenities around the project area, 
connecting them to community 
destinations and reducing traffic-related 
fatalities. The commenter provides 
examples of amenities such as Class IV 
bikeways, wide sidewalks, and visual 
indicators such as warning signage. 

As stated in Environmental Checklist Section 17, 
Transportation, of the Draft IS-MND project would not 
involve the construction of new roads or 
reconfiguration of any roadways or intersections that 
could result in a substantial increase in traffic hazards. 
During construction, staging and worker parking 
would occur in designated areas in the project 
alignment outside of Vineyard Avenue. No road 
closures would be required as a result of the project. 
Upon the completion of construction, the pipeline 
would be located underground and thus would not 
substantially increase traffic hazards. Therefore, 
impacts related to substantially increasing 
transportation hazards would be less than significant. 
As such, installation of pedestrian and bicyclist 
amenities is outside the scope of this project. No 
changes to the Draft IS-MND are warranted as a result 
of this comment. 

None required. 

2.3 The commenter states an encroachment 
permit is required for work performed 
within the State right-of-way, and 
requests United submit a construction 
traffic control plan if construction traffic is 
expected to cause issues on State 
facilities. The commenter states a permit 

Regarding the encroachment permit, as stated in 
Initial Study Section 8, Other Public Agencies Whose 
Approval is Required, of the Draft IS-MND, United 
would be required to obtain a Caltrans Utility 
Encroachment Permit for trenchless pipeline 
installation within the Vineyard Avenue right-of-way. 
United would implement necessary traffic controls in 

None required. 
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Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

is required for oversized transport 
vehicles on State Highways and 
recommends limiting construction traffic 
to off-peak commute hours. In addition, 
the commenter recommends United 
conduct a Traffic Impact Study that 
analyzes construction traffic impacts, 
intersection safety, or queuing on state 
facilities in the vicinity of the proposed 
project. 

accordance with the required Utility Encroachment 
Permit which would facilitate traffic management 
during construction. 
It is not currently anticipated oversized vehicles would 
be required during construction. In the event project 
construction requires the transportation of heavy 
construction equipment or the use of oversized-
transport vehicles on state highways, United’s 
construction contractor would obtain the required 
permit and trips during peak commute hours would 
be limited to the extent feasible.  
Regarding the Traffic Impact Study, as stated in 
Environmental Checklist Section 17, Transportation, of 
the Draft IS-MND, construction would not require 
closure of Vineyard Avenue because the entry and exit 
pits would be located outside of the Vineyard Avenue 
right-of-way. United would be required to implement 
traffic controls in accordance with the required 
Caltrans Utility Encroachment Permit which would 
minimize potential construction traffic related 
impacts. The project would not involve the 
construction of new roads or reconfiguration of any 
roadways or intersections that could result in a 
substantial increase in traffic hazards. During 
construction, staging and worker parking would occur 
in designated areas outside of Vineyard Avenue. 
During operation, the project would not require road 
closures or otherwise substantially impact transit, 
roadway, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. Operation of 
the project would result in a minor increase in vehicle 
trips compared to existing conditions, as United staff 
visits the Noble Basin daily during wet years and 
would subsequently visit the Ferro Basin in the same 
trip. Accordingly, transportation impacts on state 
facilities such as Vineyard Avenue would be less than 
significant, and no further study is needed.  
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Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

Based on the above responses, no changes to the 
Draft IS-MND are warranted as a result of this 
comment. 

Letter 3: Ventura County Air Pollution Control District 
3.1 This comment is introductory and 

summarizes the project. 
This comment does not contain a substantive 
comment on the analysis or conclusions of the Draft 
IS-MND. No response is required. 

None required.  

3.2 The commenter states VCAPCD could not 
locate the language of Mitigation Measure 
AQ-1 in the Draft IS-MND and could not 
verify if the Tier 4 Final requirement is 
incorporated into Mitigation Measure AQ-
1. 

Mitigation Measure AQ-1 is located on Page 24 of the 
Draft IS-MND. As described therein, a minimum of two 
of the five scrapers shall be equipped with United 
States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Tier 
4 Final or better diesel engines, to the extent feasible. 
If the contractor determines equipment with the 
required tier or fuel type is not reasonably available, 
United shall require the contractor to utilize a 
maximum of three scrapers during Ferro Basin 
grading. No changes to the Draft IS-MND are 
necessary as a result of this comment. 

None required.  

3.3 The commenter states VCAPCD 
recommends adding the Tier 4 Final 
requirement and dust BMPs as a standard 
additional approval for building or grading 
permit, for enforceability purposes. The 
commenter requests that the Draft IS-
MND discloses how these provisions will 
be enforced. 

The Tier 4 Final requirement will be enforced through 
Mitigation Measure AQ-1, located on Page 24 of the 
Draft IS-MND. As described therein, construction 
equipment used to grade the Ferro Basin must be 
designated on construction plans and provided to 
United for review and approval prior to the start of 
construction. Mitigation Measure AQ-1 will be within 
the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program and 
enforced by United. As described in Initial Study 
Section 7, Project Description, on Pages 9 and 10 of 
the Draft IS-MND, United would enforce VCAPCD Rule 
55 regulations as a BMP to minimize fugitive dust. No 
changes to the Draft IS-MND are necessary as a result 
of this comment. 

None required.  

3.4 This comment concludes the letter. This comment does not contain a substantive 
comment on the analysis or conclusions of the Draft 
IS-MND. No response is required. 

None required.  
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Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 
Letter 4: Ventura County Environmental Health Division  
4.1 This comment is introductory and 

summarizes the project. 
This comment does not contain a substantive 
comment on the analysis or conclusions of the Draft 
IS-MND. No response is required. 

None required.  

4.2  The commenter states the recharge basin 
may impact surrounding commercial and 
residential uses ability to obtain permits 
to expand the use and/or development of 
their property due to the inability to meet 
the 100-foot setback to the groundwater 
recharge basin or may be required to 
install an alternate on-site wastewater 
treatment system. The commenter states 
new geotechnical and soils reports would 
be required for applicants proposing to 
expand the use and/or development of 
their property as the groundwater 
recharge basin may have the potential to 
increase the water table in the area. The 
commenter states the recharge basin will 
be considered a lake and therefore 
require a minimum 150-foot setback 
between seepage pits and lakes. The 
commenter provides parcels which may 
be affected by the project. 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15145, if a Lead 
Agency finds that a particular impact is too speculative 
for evaluation, the agency should note its conclusion 
and terminate discussion of the impact. Based on the 
County’s list of Recently Approved and Pending 
Projects evaluated as part of the Draft IS-MND, no 
recently proposed or approved projects are adjacent 
to the Ferro Basin. It cannot be determined if or when 
a property owner adjacent to the Ferro Basin would 
submit an application for a permit to expand the use 
and/or development of their property. Because it is 
unknown if future expansion of surrounding 
properties would occur, future expansion of 
properties surrounding Ferro Basin would be 
considered speculative. Therefore, pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15145, the project’s impact on 
future expansion of surrounding properties is not 
discussed in the Draft IS-MND. 
Additionally, the proposed project would not result in 
a substantial change in existing conditions such that 
the development of adjacent parcels would be 
affected. The Ferro Basin currently collects and 
percolates rainfall. The proposed project would 
connect the Ferro Basin to United’s infrastructure to 
allow for additional recharge with diverted surface 
water. No changes to the Draft IS-MND are necessary 
as a result of this comment.  
 

None required.  
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Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 
4.3 The commenter states wastewater during 

construction would be collected via 
portable restroom facilities and this 
septage must be removed by a VCEHD 
permitted pumper truck and must be 
disposed of properly at an approved 
septage disposal facility. 

United and its contractors would adhere to all 
applicable VCEHD requirements, including use of a 
permitted pumper truck and proper disposal. No 
changes to the Draft IS-MND are necessary as a result 
of this comment. 

None required.  

4.4 The commenter states the new recharge 
basin may create a mosquito breeding 
source in the area and standing water on 
site should be managed to ensure it does 
not contribute to potential vectors of 
disease or create public nuisance. The 
commenter states VCEHD responds to and 
maintains records of complaints received 
related to mosquito breeding. 

As stated in the Operation and Maintenance 
discussion on Page 11 of the Draft IS-MND, 
operational activities would include pumping of 
standing water out of pipelines at the end of wet 
seasons. United also maintains bird boxes for nesting 
swallows which aid in mosquito control. Further, the 
average percolation rate of United’s groundwater 
recharge basins is approximately one to four feet per 
day; accordingly, surface water in Ferro Basin would 
constantly be percolating into the ground and would 
likely not be suitable habitat for mosquitoes. No 
changes to the Draft IS-MND are necessary as a result 
of this comment. 

None required.  

4.5 The comment concludes the letter.  This comment does not contain a substantive 
comment on the analysis or conclusions of the Draft 
IS-MND. No response is required. 

None required.  

Letter 5: Ventura County Public Works Watershed Planning and Permits Division  
5.1  This comment is introductory and 

summarizes the project. 
This comment does not contain a substantive 
comment on the analysis or conclusions of the Draft 
IS-MND. No response is required. 

None required.  

5.2 The commenter states the project is 
approximately 100 feet from the Santa 
Clara River which is a jurisdictional redline 
channel, and because new or modified 
stormwater drainage connection to this 
redline channel and/or activities within 
the Ventura County Watershed Protection 
District (Watershed) easement or redline 
channel are proposed, a 

As stated in the Project Description on Page 7 of the 
Draft IS-MND, the proposed pipeline would be 
underneath Vineyard Avenue to connect the Noble 
and Ferro basins. . No new or modified direct 
stormwater drainage connections to the Santa Clara 
River are included in the project, and no activities 
over, under, or within the Santa Clara River are 
proposed. Grading of the Ferro Basin would occur 
adjacent to, but outside of the Watershed easement 

None required.  
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Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

Watercourse/Encroachment Permit must 
be obtained from the Watershed Planning 
and Permits Division.  

covering the Santa Clara River (County of Ventura 
2024). Additionally, United intends to grade the Ferro 
Basin such that water would not be located within the 
Watershed Planning and Permits Division’s easement. 
Accordingly, the project would not encroach upon an 
existing Watershed Planning and Permits Division’s 
easement. United would continue to coordinate with 
the Planning and Permits Division on the proposed 
project. No changes to the Draft IS-MND are necessary 
as a result of this comment.  

5.3 The commenter states proposed 
development shall incorporate mitigation 
to address cumulative impacts due to an 
increase in impervious surfaces. The 
commenter states impact from the 
increase in impervious surfaces and 
stormwater drainage design would be 
required to be mitigated to less-than-
significant under conditions imposed by 
the County of Ventura, the Lead Agency. 
The commenter states the Watershed 
Planning and Permits Division will review 
mitigation during permitting, and the 
project shall not increase peak storm 
runoff in the 10-, 25-, 50-, and 100-year 
storm events. The commenter states the 
Watershed Planning and Permits Division 
determines the project design with 
conditions mentioned above mitigates the 
direct and indirect project-specific and 
cumulative impacts to flood control 
facilities and watercourses to a less-than-
significant level. 

The CEQA Lead Agency for this project is United, not 
the County of Ventura as stated by the commenter. As 
stated in Threshold 10(c)(ii) on Page 57 of the Draft IS-
MND, the project would not add substantial 
impervious surfaces and therefore would not 
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 
runoff compared to existing conditions. As described 
in the Project Description on page 7 of the Draft IS-
MND, the project would consist of the installation of 
two underground pipelines and drainage structures 
Although the project would minimally increase 
impervious surfaces,  any runoff would be retained 
and infiltrated within the existing basins. Therefore, 
the project would not increase peak storm runoff in 
the 10, 25, 50, and 100-year storm events. As 
described in Section 21, Mandatory Findings of 
Significance, on Page 93 of the Draft IS-MND, the 
project’s contribution to significant cumulative 
hydrology and water quality impacts would not be 
cumulatively considerable. Therefore, no mitigation 
measures are required. No changes to the Draft IS-
MND are necessary as a result of this comment.  
 

None required.  
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Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 
5.4 The commenter states the project site is 

located in a Moderate Flood Hazard Zone 
X Shaded, and therefore a flood zone 
clearance is required. The commenter 
states the project would have a less than 
significant impact related to hydraulic 
hazards with the conditions described 
below.  

As described in Threshold 10(c)(iv) on Page 58 of the 
Draft IS-MND, the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency identifies the project site Zone X, which is an 
area outside of the flood hazard zone. The area is also 
“shaded” to indicate there is reduced risk due to a 
levee. Although the Ferro Basin is adjacent to the 
Santa Clara River, an existing levee protects the Ferro 
Basin from flooding and the project site is not subject 
to flood flows. The Ventura County Floodplain 
Management Ordinance (Division 5, Chapter 6 of the 
County’s Municipal Code) sets forth development 
standards in flood hazard zones but does not apply to 
areas designated Zone X by Federal Emergency 
Management Agency; therefore, flood zone 
clearances are not applicable to the proposed project. 
As described in Threshold 10(c)(iv) and Threshold 
10(d) on Page 58 of the Draft IS-MND, the proposed 
project would have no impact related to flooding. No 
changes to the Draft IS-MND are necessary as a result 
of this comment.  

None required.  

5.5 The commenter states operation of the 
Ferro Basin has the potential to encroach 
into the Ventura County Watershed 
Protection District’s flood control 
easement along Santa Clara River and 
Central Avenue Drain, and therefore an 
encroachment permit must be obtained 
prior to the start of construction. The 
commenter includes required documents 
for the permit and states the applicant 
shall also consult with the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles 
District, for a potential Section 408 
permit. 

As detailed in Response 5.2, project activities would 
occur adjacent to, but outside of, the Watershed 
easements covering the Santa Clara River and Central 
Avenue Drain to the north and west of the Ferro 
Basin, respectively. Therefore, no encroachment into 
the Ventura County Watershed Protection District’s 
flood control easement would occur and no 
encroachment permit would be required. However, 
United will procure all applicable permits for the 
project, and will continue to coordinate with 
Watershed staff regarding the adjacent right-of-way 
and levee. No changes to the Draft IS-MND are 
necessary as a result of this comment.  

None required.  
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5.6 The commenter states the project 

requires a Watercourse/Encroachment 
permit and provides required materials 
for the permit application, including 
construction plans, site-specific hydrology 
details, hydraulics studies, and other 
information requested by the Ventura 
County Watershed Protection District. The 
commenter provides documentation, 
timing, monitoring, and reporting 
requirements for this permit. 

As detailed in Response 5.2 and Response 5.5, project 
activities would occur adjacent to, but outside of, the 
Watershed Planning and Permits Division’s easements 
covering the Santa Clara River and Central Avenue 
Drain to the north and west of the Ferro Basin, 
respectively. Therefore, no encroachment into the 
Ventura County Watershed Protection District’s flood 
control easement would occur and no encroachment 
permit would be required. Therefore, the 
Watercourse/Encroachment permit and associated 
requirements listed by the commenter are 
inapplicable to the project. No changes to the Draft IS-
MND are necessary as a result of this comment. 

None required.  

5.7 The commenter states to comply with the 
Ventura County Floodplain Management 
Ordinance and Ventura County General 
Plan policies HAZ-2.1, HAZ-2.2, HAZ-2.3 
and HAZ-2.5, United shall obtain a Flood 
Zone Clearance from the Ventura County 
Public Works Agency Floodplain Manager. 
The commenter provides documentation, 
timing, monitoring, and reporting 
requirements for this clearance. 

As described in Threshold 10(c)(iv) on Page 58 of the 
Draft IS-MND, the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency identifies the project site as within Zone X 
Shaded, which is an area with moderate flood hazard 
outside of the special flood hazard zone. Although the 
Ferro Basin is adjacent to the Santa Clara River, an 
existing levee protects the Ferro Basin from flooding 
and the project site is not subject to flood flows. The 
Ventura County Floodplain Management Ordinance 
(Division 5, Chapter 6 of the County’s Municipal Code) 
sets forth development standards in flood hazard 
zones but does not apply to areas designated Zone X 
Shaded by Federal Emergency Management Agency; 
therefore, the Ventura County Floodplain 
Management Ordinance is inapplicable to the project.  
Ventura County General Plan policies HAZ-2.1, HAZ-
2.2, HAZ-2.3 and HAZ-2.5 relate to limiting land use in 
the regulatory floodway, using best available flood 
hazard information, prohibiting incompatible land 
uses in floodplains, and requiring a recordation of a 
Notice of Flood Hazard for discretionary entitlements 
within areas subject to flooding. As described in 
Threshold 10(c)(iv) on Page 58 of the Draft IS-MND, 
the Federal Emergency Management Agency identifies 

None required.  
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Number Summary of Comment Response to Comment  Revisions to Draft IS-MND 

the project site as within Zone X Shaded, which is an 
area outside of the Special Flood Hazard Area. The 
project site is not within a regulatory floodway. 
Because the project site is located outside of a Special 
Flood Hazard Area as designated by the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, the project would 
not introduce incompatible uses in a floodplain and 
would not require Flood Zone Clearance. No changes 
to the Draft IS-MND are necessary as a result of this 
comment.  

5.8 This comment concludes the letter. This comment does not contain a substantive 
comment on the analysis or conclusions of the IS-
MND. No response is required. 

None required.  
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Errata to the Draft IS-MND 

This section presents specific text changes made to the Draft IS-MND since its publication and public 
review. The changes are presented in the order in which they appear in the original Draft IS-MND 
and are identified by the Draft IS-MND page number. Changes in text are signified by strikeouts 
(strikeouts) where text is removed and by underlined font (underlined font) where text is added.  

Textual revisions to the Draft IS-MND amplify, correct, supplement, or clarify information in the 
Draft IS-MND, or replace mitigation measures with equal or more effective measures. These 
revisions do not substantively affect the level of impact nor the conclusions presented. Therefore, 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5(c), recirculation of the Draft IS-MND is not warranted. 

Revisions to the Draft IS-MND  
Section 7, Description of Project, page 7:  

The purpose of the project is to recharge groundwater during wet conditions when additional 
surface water flows are available. The project would not modify United’s existing water diversion 
rights and would not involve diverting additional water from the Santa Clara River beyond existing 
permitted operations.  

Section 7, Description of Project, page 9:  

Construction General Best Management Practices 
The project would incorporate the following general best management practices (BMPs) to 
minimize or avoid potential impacts to biological resources within the project site: 

 Project-related vehicles would observe a five-mile-per-hour speed limit within the unpaved 
limits of construction. 

 All open trenches would be fenced and sloped to prevent entrapment of wildlife species. 
 All hollow posts and pipes would be capped, and metal fence stakes would be plugged with 

bolts or other plugging materials to prevent wildlife entrapment and mortality. 
 If construction lighting is required during construction hours, lighting would be shielded and 

downcast to avoid potential impacts to wildlife migration. 
 No deliberate feeding of wildlife would be allowed. 
 No pets would be allowed on the project site. 
 Before starting or moving construction vehicles at the beginning of each day, operators 

would a sweep shall be conducted, including inspection under all vehicles to avoid impacts 
to any wildlife that may have sought refuge on or under equipment. All large building 
materials and pieces with crevices where wildlife could potentially hide would also be 
inspected before moving. If wildlife is detected, a qualified biologist would temporarily stop 
activities until the animal leaves the area. If the animal does not leave the area on its own, a 
qualified biologist would move the animal out of harm’s way. In the case of federal or state-
listed species, relocation would be carried out in accordance with regulatory authorizations 
issued under the Endangered Species Act and/or California Endangered Species Act, Fish 
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and Game Code § 1002, 1002.5, 1003, and/or Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650. United would 
consult with CDFW prior to relocation of any special status or listed species. 

 Rodenticides and second-generation anticoagulant rodenticides would be prohibited.  

Environmental Checklist Section 4, Biological Resources, page 31: 

The purpose of the project is to recharge groundwater during wet conditions when additional 
surface water flows are available. The project would not modify United’s existing water diversion 
rights and would not involve diverting additional water from the Santa Clara River beyond existing 
permitted operations. Therefore, no indirect impacts to these species would occur.  

Environmental Checklist Section 4, Biological Resources, page 31:  

BIO-1 Nesting Bird Pre-Construction Survey and Avoidance 
To avoid impacts to nesting birds, project-related activities shall occur outside of the bird 
breeding season (February 1 to September 15) to the extent practicable. If construction must 
occur within the bird breeding season, then no more than 7 days prior to initiation of ground 
disturbance and/or vegetation removal in areas with potential to support nesting birds (i.e., 
near the eucalyptus groves or pepper tree groves vegetation communities, or the ornamental 
landscaping land cover type, as well as areas suitable for ground nesting species), a nesting bird 
pre-construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within the disturbance 
footprint plus a 100-foot buffer (300-feet for raptors if suitable raptor habitat is present), where 
feasible. As the proposed project is anticipated to occur in several phases, multiple pre-
construction nesting bird surveys may be necessary to ensure active nest avoidance. Pre-
construction nesting bird surveys shall be conducted during the time of day when birds are 
active and shall factor in sufficient time to perform this survey adequately and completely. A 
report or email of the nesting bird survey results, if applicable, shall be submitted to the United 
project manager for review and approval prior to ground and/or vegetation disturbance 
activities. If burrowing owls or signs of their activity are present in the project site, United shall 
consult with CDFW.  

If nests are found, their locations shall be flagged with bright orange construction fencing or 
other suitable flagging that is not harmful to wildlife. An appropriate avoidance buffer ranging in 
size from 25 to 50 feet for passerines, and up to 300 feet for raptors and listed species, 
depending upon the species and the proposed work activity, shall be determined and 
demarcated by a qualified biologist. Active nests shall be monitored at a minimum of once per 
week until it has been determined by the qualified biologist that the nest is no longer being 
used by either the young or adults. No ground disturbance shall occur within this buffer until the 
qualified biologist confirms that the breeding/nesting is completed, and all the young have 
fledged. If project activities must occur within the buffer, they shall be conducted at the 
discretion of the qualified biologist. If no nesting birds are observed during pre-construction 
surveys, no further actions would be necessary. 

Environmental Checklist Section 4, Biological Resources, page 32 of the Draft IS-MND:  

As described above under Item 4(a), the proposed project would not involve alteration or 
modification to the Santa Clara River. The project would not modify United’s existing water 
diversion rights and would not involve diverting additional water from the Santa Clara River beyond 
existing permitted operations.  
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Environmental Checklist Section 4, Biological Resources, page 33 of the Draft IS-MND:  

The Santa Clara River provides passage for wildlife movement in the surrounding region; however, 
the project would not physically modify the river nor modify United’s existing water diversion rights 
or involve diverting additional water from the Santa Clara River beyond existing permitted 
operations.  

Environmental Checklist Section 10, Hydrology and Water Quality, page 56 of the Draft IS-MND:  

The project would not modify United’s existing water diversion rights and would not involve 
diverting additional water from the Santa Clara River beyond existing permitted operations. 

Environmental Checklist Section 10, Hydrology and Water Quality, page 59 of the Draft IS-MND:  

Additionally, the project would not modify United’s existing water diversion rights and would not 
involve diverting additional water from the Santa Clara River beyond existing permitted operations. 
Therefore, the project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a sustainable 
groundwater management plan. 

Environmental Checklist Section 14, Population and Housing, page 71 of the Draft IS-MND:  

While the project would result in a minor increase in operations and maintenance trips to the Noble 
Basin and Ferro Basin during wet years, no employment increases would occur due to these trips. 
Accordingly, the project would not directly result in population growth. The project would not 
modify United’s existing water diversion rights and would not involve diverting additional water 
from the Santa Clara River beyond existing permitted operations, and therefore would not indirectly 
result in population growth.  
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August 26, 2024 

Hannah Garcia-Wickstrum 
United Water Conservation District 
1701 North Lombard Street, Suite 200 
Oxnard, CA 93030 
hannahg@unitedwater.org 

Subject: Mitigated Negative Declaration for Groundwater Recharge Capacity 
Expansion Project – Ferro Recharge, SCH #2024071176, United Water 
Conservation District, Ventura County 

Dear Hannah Garcia-Wickstrum: 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has reviewed the Mitigated 
Negative Declaration (MND) for the Groundwater Recharge Capacity Expansion Project 
– Ferro Recharge (Project) proposed by the United Water Conservation District 
(United). CDFW appreciates the opportunity to provide comments regarding aspects of 
the Project that could affect fish and wildlife resources and may be subject to CDFW’s 
regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code. 

CDFW’s Role 

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those 
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State [Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7, 
subdivision (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, § 15386, subdivision (a)]. CDFW, in its trustee capacity, 
has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, 
native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically sustainable populations of those 
species (Id., § 1802). Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, CDFW is charged by law to 
provide, as available, biological expertise during public agency environmental review 
efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that have the potential to 
adversely affect State fish and wildlife resources. 

CDFW expects that it may need to exercise regulatory authority as provided by the Fish 
and Game Code, including lake and streambed alteration regulatory authority (Fish & G. 
Code, § 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent implementation of the Project as 
proposed may result in “take”, as defined by State law, of any species protected under 
the California Endangered Species Act (CESA; Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et seq.), or 
CESA-listed rare plant pursuant to the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish & G. 
Code, §1900 et seq.), CDFW recommends United obtain appropriate authorization 
under the Fish and Game Code. 
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Project Summary 

Project Applicant: United Water Conservation District. 

Objective: United proposes to construct an undercrossing beneath Vineyard Avenue 
and install pipelines to connect the Ferro Basin to the Noble Basin. This will enable the 
conveyance of water to the Ferro Basin for artificial groundwater recharge. United 
estimates connecting the basins would, on average, provide capacity for an additional 
2,000 to 3,000 acre-feet of groundwater recharge per year. Project construction would 
occur over approximately six to eight months and would start as early as July 2025. 
Construction activities would generally occur from 6:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. Trenchless pipeline installation may require constant (24 hours a day, 
seven days a week) construction activities. The proposed pipeline would be installed via 
open cut trench on either side of Vineyard Avenue, and via trenchless methods 
underneath Vineyard Avenue in accordance with California Department of 
Transportation requirements. The Project would also involve grading and contouring the 
embankments along the pipeline alignment and in the Ferro Basin to facilitate recharge. 

Location: The Project site is in unincorporated Ventura County, approximately one mile 
north of the Oxnard city limits and three miles northeast of the Camarillo city limits. The 
Project site traverses State Route 232 (Vineyard Avenue) in an undeveloped area 
between properties located at 5625 Vineyard Avenue and 5721 Vineyard Avenue. The 
Project site is generally surrounded by agricultural and agricultural commercial land 
uses. Agricultural land uses and produce retailers are located to the north and south, 
the Ferro Basin is located to the west, and the Noble Basin is located to the east. 
Residences are located approximately 500 feet northeast of where the pipeline would 
intersect Vineyard Avenue. The Project site is located approximately 0.3 mile east of the 
Santa Clara River. 

Biological Setting: Both the Noble and Ferro Basins are regularly disturbed areas that 
are predominantly vegetated, primarily around the margins, with non-native plants. 
Several bird species can be observed in the basin, and inactive bird nests were 
identified in trees adjacent to the Noble Basin during the field assessment. The Ferro 
Basin is adjacent to the Santa Clara River and, at the time of the field assessment, had 
been recently disced. Discing involves removing vegetation and disturbing surface soils 
to a depth of approximately six inches. United discs the Ferro Basin approximately once 
per year for vegetation control and to maintain a permeable surface. Surface water 
availability in the Ferro Basin is intermittent and controlled by United. 

Species determined to have some potential to occur within the Project vicinity include: 
Least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus), Tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), 
burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), coast horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii), two- 
striped garter snake (Thamnophis hammondii), Southern California steelhead 
(Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus), Santa Ana sucker (Catostomus santaanae), and 
partially armored threespine stickleback (Gasterosteus aculeatus). Migratory and 
common bird species have the potential to nest within the Project area. The Project 
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would likely require removal of three trees in the Project site, which could result in direct 
impacts to nesting birds. Additionally, the Project could adversely affect protected 
nesting birds through construction noise, dust, and other indirect disturbances. 

Comments and Recommendations 

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist United in adequately 
identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially significant, direct and 
indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. Editorial comments or other 
suggestions may also be included to improve the document. 

Comment #1: Impacts to Aquatic and Riparian Resources; Lake and Streambed 
Alteration Agreement (LSAA) 

Issue: Project activities may reduce water availability for biological resources in the 
Santa Clara River, a stream subject to Fish and Game Code, section 1600 et. seq. 
Impacts to biological resources (including groundwater dependent ecosystems, fishes, 
and nearby vegetation communities) may result from the proposed Project. 

Specific Impact: The Project proposes to increase the amount of water diverted from 
the Santa Clara River (at the Vern-Freeman Diversion Dam). The water would be 
conveyed to the Ferro Basin for additional groundwater recharge. Reduced flows in the 
Santa Clara River may result in the loss of streams and associated watershed function 
and biological diversity downstream of the Vern-Freeman Diversion Dam, which is 
approximately 3.1 miles upstream of the Project. Increased water diversion may also 
significantly alter hydrologic and geomorphic processes of the Santa Clara River and 
may affect groundwater dependent ecosystems. 

Why Impact Would Occur: The Project may result in impacts to the Santa Clara River, 
which is expected to result in loss of natural drainage patterns, soils, and associated 
vegetation. These actions may also result in changes to the streams, altering hydrologic 
and geomorphic processes that may impact plant and wildlife species. CDFW is 
concerned that the conveyance of water from the Santa Clara River to the Ferro Basin 
may potentially reduce flows and impact groundwater elevation, downstream of the 
Vern-Freeman Diversion Dam, negatively impacting surrounding groundwater 
dependent ecosystems, groundwater dependent ecosystem vegetation, wildlife, and fish 
passage. 

Regarding groundwater dependent ecosystems, the Department of Water Resource’s 
Natural Communities Commonly Associated with Groundwater Dataset identifies many 
potential groundwater dependent ecosystems in the Projects geographic boundary 
adjacent to the Santa Clara River (DWR 2024). The potential groundwater dependent 
ecosystems identified likely comprise phreatophytic vegetation, which rely on water 
supply from the groundwater table. This vegetation is a critical contributor to habitat and 
forage for a wide range of species and can be sensitive to depth to groundwater 
threshold impacts (Naumburg et al. 2005, Froend and Sommer 2010). This sensitivity to 
groundwater level thresholds means that localized pumping and recharge actions 
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altering groundwater levels (such as those potentially resulting from the Project) can 
impact phreatophyte vegetation health. Both decreasing (drying out) or increasing 
(drowning) groundwater elevation has the potential to stress phreatophytes depending 
on the plant species and the groundwater elevation and duration (e.g., short term 
wetness/dryness versus prolonged wetness/dryness). 

Evidence Impact Would Be Significant: CDFW has a vested interest in the 
sustainable management of groundwater, as many sensitive ecosystems and resources 
are dependent on groundwater. The Santa Clara River Valley – Oxnard Groundwater 
Basin (including subbasins) is considered a high priority basin that is critically over 
drafted (as determined by the Department of Water Resources) and is subject to the 
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA). In addition, the Department of 
Water Resources documented declining groundwater levels due to long-term overdraft. 
This may lead to potential for adverse impacts to streams and habitat in Santa Clara 
River Valley Oxnard Groundwater Basin attributable to groundwater pumping according 
to the SGMA Basin Prioritization (DWR 2020). Absent SGMA requirements for 
environmental considerations and protections, it is incumbent upon the Santa Clara 
River Valley Oxnard Watermaster to consider and manage impacts to public trust 
resources, including groundwater dependent ecosystems and interconnected surface 
waters in the Project. Per CEQA Guidelines, section 15065(a), a project may have a 
significant effect on biological resources if the project substantially reduces the habitat 
of a fish or wildlife species; threatens to eliminate a plant community; or has the 
potential to restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species. By 
impacting sites like groundwater dependent ecosystems without mitigation, the Project 
may have a significant effect on biological resources by further eliminating plant 
communities, fish passage, and reducing habitat for wildlife species. 

Recommended potentially feasible mitigation measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: The Project applicant (or “entity”) must provide written 
notification to CDFW pursuant to section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code. 
Based on this notification and other information, CDFW shall determine whether a LSAA 
is required prior to conducting the proposed activities. Please visit CDFW’s Lake and 
Streambed Alteration Program webpage for more information (CDFW 2024a). 

CDFW’s issuance of an LSAA for a Project that is subject to CEQA will require CEQA 
compliance actions by CDFW as a Responsible Agency. As a Responsible Agency, 
CDFW may consider the CEQA document of the Lead Agency for the Project. To 
minimize additional requirements by CDFW pursuant to section 1600 et seq. and/or 
under CEQA, the CEQA document should fully identify the potential impacts to streams 
or riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring, and 
reporting commitments for issuance of the LSAA. 

Mitigation Measure #2: Any LSAA issued for the Project by CDFW may include 
additional measures protective of streambeds on and downstream of the Project such 
as additional erosion and pollution control measures. To compensate for any on-site 
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and off-site impacts to riparian resources, additional mitigation conditioned in any LSAA 
may include the following: avoidance of resources, on-site or off-site creation, 
enhancement, or restoration, and/or protection and management of mitigation lands in 
perpetuity. 

Mitigation Measure #3: If impacts to vegetation within the stream, such as willow 
thicket, mulefat thicket, and riparian scrub cannot be avoided, CDFW suggests 
mitigation should be achieved entirely on site if possible. CDFW recommends that 
impacts be mitigated at no less than 3:1. CDFW recommends that an on-site Habitat 
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (HMMP) be developed. An HMMP should provide 
specific, detailed, and enforceable measures. 

Recommendation #1: CDFW recommends United provide an in-stream flows analysis 
and an evaluation of potential impacts on biological resources as part of the final 
environmental document. Appropriate avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation 
measures should be developed as a result of this analysis to mitigate any impacts to 
biological resources. At a minimum, the analysis should provide the following: 

Changes to Hydrology and Hydraulics 

1. CDFW recommends United determine and define the extent of up and 
downstream direct and indirect impacts to the Santa Clara River that may result 
from the proposed Project. Assess potential Project-related impacts on biological 
resources within this study reach (including any potential groundwater dependent 
ecosystems). 

2. An analysis of potential Project-related changes. This includes water depth 
(percent change), wetted perimeter (acres gained/lost), and velocity (percent 
change). Comparing total wetted area may be useful in quantifying the effects on 
groundwater dependent ecosystems, assuming that infiltration rates are 
proportional to wetted area. 

3. CDFW recommends using a 2-D hydraulic model of proposed versus existing 
habitat to determine whether habitat changes are expected and, if so, to what 
degree. 

4. A map of potential changes to channel hydraulics overlain on a map of plant 
communities and habitat for sensitive wildlife species and birds. 

5. A discussion of Project-related impacts on biological resources in relation to 
changes in hydrology throughout the reach. 

6. CDFW recommends using Normalized Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI) and 
Normalized Difference Moisture Index (NDMI) to assess habitat health for the 
reach on an annual basis. 

Comment #2: Impacts to Species of Special Concern 
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Issue: The Project may impact coast horned lizard and two-striped garter snake, both 
species designated as California Species of Special Concern (SSC). 

Specific impacts: Project construction and activities, directly or through habitat 
modification, may result in direct injury or mortality (trampling, crushing), reduced 
reproductive capacity, population declines, or local extirpation of an SSC. Also, loss of 
foraging, breeding, or nursery habitat for an SSC may occur. 

Why impacts would occur: A review of the California Natural Diversity Database 
(CNDDB) (CDFW 2024b) as well as iNaturalist (2018) have occurrences of both species 
adjacent to the Project site. However, only a vegetation field assessment was 
conducted, preventing detection of special status wildlife species. In addition, focused 
surveys for amphibian and reptile species were not conducted for the MND to determine 
presence/absence on site. Any appropriate avoidance, minimization, or mitigation 
measures were not included in the MND in the event an SSC is discovered on site. 
Impacts to an SSC could result from ground-disturbing activities and vegetation 
removal. Wildlife may be trapped or crushed under structures. Large equipment, 
equipment and material staging, and vehicle and foot traffic could trample or bury 
wildlife. SSC could be injured or killed. Impacts on these SSC are more likely to occur 
because these are cryptic species that are less mobile and seek refuge under 
structures. As such, there is potential for the Project to impact SSC. 

Evidence impacts would be significant: An SSC is a species, subspecies, or distinct 
population of an animal native to California that currently satisfies one or more of the 
following (not necessarily mutually exclusive) criteria: 

 is extirpated from the State or, in the case of birds, is extirpated in its primary 
season or breeding role; 

 is listed as ESA-, but not CESA-, threatened, or endangered; meets the State 
definition of threatened or endangered but has not formally been listed; 

 is experiencing, or formerly experienced, serious (noncyclical) population 
declines or range retractions (not reversed) that, if continued or resumed, could 
qualify it for State threatened or endangered status; and/or 

 has naturally small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to risk from any 
factor(s), that if realized, could lead to declines that would qualify it for CESA 
threatened or endangered status (CDFW 2024c). 

CEQA provides protection not only for CESA-listed species, but for any species 
including but not limited to SSC which can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing. 
These SSC’s meet the CEQA definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species 
(CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). Therefore, take of SSC could require a mandatory finding 
of significance (CEQA Guidelines, § 15065). 
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Impacts to any sensitive or special status species should be considered significant 
under CEQA unless they are clearly mitigated below a level of significance. The MND 
does not provide mitigation for potential impacts on SSC’s. Inadequate avoidance, 
minimization, and mitigation measures for impacts to sensitive or special status species 
will result in the Project continuing to have a substantial adverse direct, indirect, and 
cumulative effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species by CDFW. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: Biological Monitor - To avoid direct injury and mortality of any 
SSC, CDFW recommends United require a qualified biologist on site to move out of 
harm’s way wildlife of low mobility that would be injured or killed. Wildlife should be 
protected, allowed to move away on its own (non-invasive, passive relocation), or 
relocated to suitable habitat adjacent to the Project site. In areas where any SSC was 
found, work may only occur in these areas after a qualified biologist has determined it is 
safe to do so. Even so, qualified biologists should advise workers to proceed with 
caution near flagged areas. A qualified biologist should be on site daily during initial 
ground and habitat disturbing activities and vegetation removal. Then, the qualified 
biologist should be on site weekly or bi-weekly (once every two weeks) for the 
remainder of Project until the cessation of all ground disturbing activities to ensure that 
no wildlife of any kind is harmed. 

Mitigation Measure #2: Scientific Collecting Permit – CDFW recommends United 
retain a qualified biologist with appropriate handling permits, or should obtain 
appropriate handling permits to capture, temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife to 
avoid harm or mortality in connection with Project construction and activities. CDFW has 
the authority to issue permits for the take or possession of wildlife, including mammals; 
birds, nests, and eggs; reptiles, amphibians, fish, plants; and invertebrates (Fish & G. 
Code, §§ 1002, 1002.5, 1003). Effective October 1, 2018, a Scientific Collecting Permit 
is required to monitor project impacts on wildlife resources, as required by 
environmental documents, permits, or other legal authorizations; and, to capture, 
temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with 
otherwise lawful activities (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650). Please visit CDFW’s 
Scientific Collection Permits webpage for information (CDFW 2024d). Pursuant to the 
California Code of Regulations, title 14, section 650, United/qualified biologist must 
obtain appropriate handling permits to capture, temporarily possess, and relocate 
wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with Project construction and activities. 

Mitigation Measure #3: Wildlife Relocation Plan - Prior to initial ground and habitat 
disturbing activities and vegetation removal, CDFW recommends United retain a 
qualified biologist to prepare a Wildlife Relocation Plan. The Wildlife Relocation Plan 
should describe all wildlife species that could occur within the Project site and proper 
handling and relocation protocols. The Wildlife Relocation Plan should include species- 
specific relocation areas, at least 200 feet outside of the Project site and in suitable and 
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safe relocation areas. No wildlife nests, eggs, or nestlings may be removed or relocated 
at any time. 

Mitigation Measure #4: Injured or Dead Wildlife – If any SSC are harmed during 
relocation or a dead or injured animal is found, work in the immediate area should stop 
immediately, the qualified biologist should be notified, and dead or injured wildlife 
documented immediately. A formal report should be sent to CDFW and United within 
three calendar days of the incident or finding. The report should include the date, time of 
the finding or incident (if known), and location of the carcass or injured animal and 
circumstances of its death or injury (if known). Work in the immediate area may only 
resume once the proper notifications have been made and additional mitigation 
measures have been identified to prevent additional injury or death. 

Comment #3: Impact on Burrowing Owl 

Issue: The Project may impact burrowing owl. 

Specific impacts: While burrowing owls were not detected during the conducted 
surveys, there may be suitable habitat on site for this species. Vegetation removal and 
grading activities may result in permanent loss of suitable overwintering habitat for 
burrowing owls. Project construction activities (e.g., equipment staging, mobilization, 
and grading) may also disrupt natural burrowing owl behavior. 

Why impact would occur: There are multiple records of burrowing owl within five miles 
of the Project on CNDDB (CDFW 2024e) as well as iNaturalist (2018). The MND states, 
“United staff conducted a vegetation field assessment of the project site.” Wildlife or 
species-specific surveys were not conducted for the Project. California ground squirrels 
(Otospermophilus beecheyi) are known to be in the area and routinely provide burrows 
that are used by burrowing owls. The open areas and low vegetation in and around the 
Project site may provide suitable habitat for burrowing owls. The MND does not provide 
any avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures specific to this SSC. Without any 
surveys such as a preconstruction survey, burrow owls may go undetected within the 
Project site. Heavy machinery utilized during construction may result in death or injury 
of undetected burrowing owl. 

Evidence impacts would be significant: Take of individual burrowing owls and their 
nests is defined by Fish and Game Code, section 86 and prohibited by sections 3503, 
3503.5, and 3513. Take is defined in Fish and Game Code, section 86 as “hunt, pursue, 
catch, capture or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture or kill.” Without 
appropriate take avoidance surveys prior to Project operations including, but not limited 
to, ground and vegetation disturbing activities, adverse impacts to burrowing owl may 
occur because species presence/absence has not been verified. 

In addition, burrowing owl qualifies for enhanced consideration afforded to species 
under CEQA, that can be shown to meet the criteria for listing as endangered, rare, or 
threatened (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380(d)). Inadequate avoidance and mitigation 
measures will result in the Project continuing to have a substantial adverse direct and 
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cumulative effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by CDFW. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: Burrowing Owl Surveys - To reduce impacts to burrowing 
owl, the Project proponent shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct protocol-level 
surveys adhering to CDFW’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFW 2012). 
All survey efforts shall be conducted prior to any Project activities that could result in 
habitat disturbance to soil, vegetation, or other sheltering habitat for burrowing owl. 
Burrowing owl protocol surveys shall be conducted on the Project site and within 500 
feet of the Project site where there is suitable habitat. In California, the burrowing owl 
breeding season extends from February 1 to August 31 with some variations by 
geographic location and climatic conditions. Survey protocol for breeding season owl 
surveys states to conduct four survey visits: 1) at least one site visit between February 
15 and April 15, and 2) a minimum of three survey visits, at least three weeks apart, 
between April 15 and July 15, with at least one visit after June 15. 

If an occupied burrow or burrowing owl is found within the development footprint, the 
biologist shall prepare an Impact Assessment and Burrowing Owl Mitigation Plan in 
accordance with the 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation. The Project 
proponent shall contact CDFW to develop appropriate mitigation and management 
procedures and a final Burrowing Owl Mitigation Plan shall be submitted to United and 
CDFW for review and approval prior to Project activities. 

Mitigation Measure #2: Burrowing Owl Compensatory Mitigation – If the Project will 
impact burrowing owl and associated habitat, the Project proponent shall offset impacts 
on habitat supporting an SSC at a minimum of 2:1 to ensure no net loss of burrowing 
owl habitat. The Project proponent shall set aside comparable replacement habitat to be 
protected in perpetuity under a conservation easement dedicated to a local land 
conservancy or other appropriate entity, which should include an appropriate 
endowment to provide for the long-term management of mitigation lands. 

Additional Recommendations 

Recommendation #1: The MND provides mitigation for nesting birds; however, 
language in the Project’s mitigation measure for nesting birds may not fully mitigate 
impacts to nesting birds in and around the Project site. CDFW recommends United 
revise Mitigation Measure BIO-1 by adding underlined language and removing the 
language with a strikethrough: 

“To avoid impacts to nesting birds, project-related activities shall occur outside of 
the bird breeding season (February 1January 15 to September 15) to the extent 
practicable. If construction must occur within the bird breeding season, then no 
more than 3 days prior to initiation of ground disturbance and/or vegetation 
removal in areas with potential to support nesting birds (i.e., near the eucalyptus 
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groves or pepper tree groves vegetation communities, or the ornamental 
landscaping land cover type, as well as areas suitable for ground nesting 
species), a nesting bird pre-construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified 
biologist within the disturbance footprint plus a 100-foot buffer (300-feet for raptors 
if suitable raptor habitat is present), where feasible. As the proposed project is 
anticipated to occur in several phases, multiple pre-construction nesting bird 
surveys may be necessary to ensure active nest avoidance. Preconstruction 
nesting bird surveys shall be conducted during the time of day when birds are 
active and shall factor in sufficient time to perform this survey adequately and 
completely. A report or email of the nesting bird survey results, if applicable, shall 
be submitted to the United project manager for review and approval prior to 
ground and/or vegetation disturbance activities. 

If nests are found, their locations shall be flagged with bright orange construction 
fencing or other suitable flagging. An appropriate avoidance buffer ranging in size 
from 25 to 50 100 to 300 feet for unlisted passerines, and up to 300 500 feet for 
raptors and listed species, depending upon the species and the proposed work 
activity, shall be determined and demarcated by a qualified biologist. Active nests 
shall be monitored at a minimum of once per week until it has been determined by 
the qualified biologist that the nest is no longer being used by either the young or 
adults. No ground disturbance shall occur within this buffer until the qualified 
biologist confirms that the breeding/nesting is completed, and all the young have 
fledged. If project activities must occur within the buffer, they shall be conducted 
at the discretion of the qualified biologist. If no nesting birds are observed during 
pre-construction surveys, no further actions would be necessary.” 

Recommendation #2: Rodenticides and second-generation anticoagulant rodenticides 
should be prohibited during the life of the Project. 

Recommendation #3: CDFW recommends that any fencing used during and after the 
Project be constructed with materials that are not harmful to wildlife. Prohibited 
materials should include, but are not limited to, spikes, glass, razors, or barbed wire. 
Use of chain link and steel stake fence should be avoided or minimized as this type of 
fencing can injure wildlife or create barriers to wildlife dispersal. All hollow posts and 
pipes should be capped to prevent wildlife entrapment and mortality. These structures 
mimic the natural cavities preferred by various bird species and other wildlife for shelter, 
nesting, and roosting. Raptor’s talons can become entrapped within the bolt holes of 
metal fence stakes resulting in mortality. Metal fence stakes used on the Project site 
should be plugged with bolts or other plugging materials to avoid this hazard. Fences 
should not have any slack that may cause wildlife entanglement. 

Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan 

CDFW recommends United adopt the mitigation measures and recommendations in this 
letter into the MND. Mitigation measures must be fully enforceable through permit 
conditions, agreements, or other legally binding instruments [Pub. Resources Code, § 
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21081.6; CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.4(a)(2)]. As such, CDFW has provided comments 
and recommendations to assist United in developing mitigation measures that are (1) 
consistent with CEQA Guidelines, section 15126.4; (2) specific; (3) detailed (i.e., 
responsible party, timing, specific actions, location), and (4) clear for a measure to be 
fully enforceable and implemented successfully via mitigation, monitoring, and/or 
reporting program (Pub. Resources Code, § 21081.6; CEQA Guidelines, § 15097). 

United is welcome to coordinate with CDFW to further review and refine the Project’s 
mitigation measures. Per Public Resources Code, section 21081.6(a)(1), CDFW has 
provided United with a summary of our suggested mitigation measures and 
recommendations in the form of an attached Draft Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting 
Plan (MMRP; Attachment 1). 

Environmental Data 

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and 
negative declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make 
subsequent or supplemental environmental determinations. (Pub. Resources Code, § 
21003, sub. (e)) Accordingly, please report any special status species and natural 
communities detected during Project surveys to the CNDDB. The CNNDB field survey 
form can be filled out and submitted online (CDFW 2024e). The types of information 
reported to CNDDB can be found at the following link: 
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-and-Animals. 

Environmental Document Filing Fees 

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment 
of environmental document filing fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the 
Notice of Determination by the Lead Agency and serve to help defray the cost of 
environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the environmental document filing fee is 
required in order for the underlying project approval to be operative, vested, and final. 
(Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 
21089.) 

Conclusion 

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the MND to assist United in 
identifying and mitigating Project impacts on biological resources. To ensure significant 
impacts are adequately mitigated to a level less-than-significant, the feasible mitigation 
measures described above should be incorporated as enforceable conditions in the 
MND for the Project. CDFW requests an opportunity to review and comment on any 
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response that United has to our comments and to receive notification of any forthcoming 
hearing date(s) for the Project [CEQA Guidelines, § 15073(e)]. 

Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to Felicia Silva, 
Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist), at Felicia.Silva@wildlife.ca.gov or (562) 
292-8105 to schedule a meeting with CDFW. 

Sincerely, 

 
Heather A. Pert 
Environmental Program Manager 

Attachments 

Attachment A Draft Mitigation and Monitoring Plan 

 
EC: California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Baron Barrera, Senior Environmental Scientist (Supervisory) 
Felicia Silva, Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist) 
Cindy Hailey, Staff Services Analyst 
CEQA Program Coordinator – Sacramento 

OPR 
State Clearinghouse - State.Clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov 
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Attachment A: Draft Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan 

CDFW recommends the following language to be incorporated into the Project’s environmental document. 
 

Biological Resources (BIO) 

Mitigation Measure (MM) or Recommendation (REC) Timing Responsible 
Party 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
MM-BIO-1-LSA 
Notification 

The Project applicant (or “entity”) must provide written notification 
to CDFW pursuant to section 1600 et seq. of the FGC. Based on 
this notification and other information, CDFW shall determine 
whether a Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement is 
required prior to conducting the proposed activities. Please visit 
CDFW’s Lake and Streambed Alteration Program webpage for 
more information (CDFW 2024a). 

CDFW’s issuance of an LSA Agreement for a Project that is 
subject to CEQA will require CEQA compliance actions by CDFW 
as a Responsible Agency. As a Responsible Agency, CDFW may 
consider the CEQA document of the Lead Agency for the Project. 
To minimize additional requirements by CDFW pursuant to section 
1600 et seq. and/or under CEQA, the CEQA document shall fully 
identify the potential impacts to streams or riparian resources and 
provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring, and reporting 
commitments for issuance of the LSA Agreement. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Prior to 
issuance of 
development 
permit 

 
 
 
 
 
 

United Water 
Conservation 

District 
(United)/Project 

Applicant 

 

 
MM-BIO-2-LSAA 
Mitigation 

Any LSA Agreement issued for the Project by CDFW may include 
additional measures protective of streambeds on and downstream 
of the Project such as additional erosion and pollution control 
measures. To compensate for any on-site and off-site impacts to 
riparian resources, additional mitigation conditioned in any LSA 
Agreement may include the following: avoidance of resources, on- 
site or off-site creation, enhancement, or restoration, and/or 
protection and management of mitigation lands in perpetuity. 

 
Prior to 
issuance of 
development 
permit 

 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 
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MM-BIO-3- 
Impacts to 
Vegetation 

If impacts to vegetation within the stream, such as willow thicket, 
mulefat thicket, and riparian scrub cannot be avoided, mitigation 
shall be achieved entirely on site if possible. Impacts will be 
mitigated at no less than 3:1. An on-site Habitat Mitigation and 
Monitoring Plan (HMMP) will be developed. The HMMP shall 
provide specific, detailed, and enforceable measures. 

Prior to 
issuance of 
development 
permit 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
REC-1- 
Hydrology 
Analysis 

CDFW recommends United provide an in-stream flows analysis 
and an evaluation of potential impacts on biological resources as 
part of the final environmental document. Appropriate avoidance, 
minimization, and/or mitigation measures should be developed as 
a result of this analysis to mitigate any impacts to biological 
resources. At a minimum, the analysis should provide the following: 
Changes to Hydrology and Hydraulics 

2. CDFW recommends United determine and define the 
extent of up and downstream direct and indirect impacts to 
the Santa Clara River that may result from the proposed 
Project. Assess potential Project-related 
impacts on biological resources within this study reach 
(including any potential groundwater dependent 
ecosystems). 

3. An analysis of potential Project-related changes. This 
includes water depth (percent change), wetted perimeter 
(acres gained/lost), and velocity (percent change). 
Comparing total wetted area may be useful in quantifying 
the effects on groundwater dependent ecosystems, 
assuming that infiltration rates are proportional to wetted 
area. 

4. CDFW recommends using a 2-D hydraulic model of 
proposed versus existing habitat to determine whether 
habitat changes are expected and, if so, to what degree. 

5. A map of potential changes to channel hydraulics overlain 
on a map of plant communities and habitat for sensitive 
wildlife species and birds. 

6. A discussion of Project-related impacts on biological 
resources in relation to changes in hydrology throughout 
the reach. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prior to 
issuance of 
development 
permit 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 
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 7. CDFW recommends using Normalized Difference 

Vegetation Index (NDVI) and Normalized Difference 
Moisture Index (NDMI) to assess habitat health for the 
reach on an annual basis. 

  

 
 
 
 

 
MM-BIO-4- 
Biological 
Monitor 

To avoid direct injury and mortality of any SSC, CDFW 
recommends United require a qualified biologist on site to move 
out of harm’s way wildlife of low mobility that would be injured or 
killed. Wildlife shall be protected, allowed to move away on its own 
(non-invasive, passive relocation), or relocated to suitable habitat 
adjacent to the Project site. In areas where any SSC was found, 
work may only occur in these areas after a qualified biologist has 
determined it is safe to do so. Even so, the qualified biologist shall 
advise workers to proceed with caution near flagged areas. A 
qualified biologist shall be on site daily during initial ground and 
habitat disturbing activities and vegetation removal. Then, the 
qualified biologist shall be on site weekly or bi-weekly (once every 
two weeks) for the remainder of Project until the cessation of all 
ground disturbing activities to ensure that no wildlife of any kind is 
harmed. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
During Project 
Activities 

 
 
 
 
 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 

 
 
 
 
 
 
MM-BIO-5- 
Scientific 
Collecting 
Permit 

United shall retain a qualified biologist with appropriate handling 
permits, or shall obtain appropriate handling permits to capture, 
temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or 
mortality in connection with Project construction and activities. 
CDFW has the authority to issue permits for the take or possession 
of wildlife, including mammals; birds, nests, and eggs; reptiles, 
amphibians, fish, plants; and invertebrates (Fish & G. Code, §§ 
1002, 1002.5, 1003). Effective October 1, 2018, a Scientific 
Collecting Permit is required to monitor project impacts on wildlife 
resources, as required by environmental documents, permits, or 
other legal authorizations; and, to capture, temporarily possess, 
and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with 
otherwise lawful activities (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650). Please 
visit CDFW’s Scientific Collection Permits webpage for information 
(CDFW 2024d). Pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, 
title 14, section 650, United/qualified biologist must obtain 
appropriate handling permits to capture, temporarily possess, and 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Prior to 
issuance of 
development 
permit 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 
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 relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with 

Project construction and activities. 
  

 
 
 
MM-BIO-6- 
Wildlife 
Relocation Plan 

Prior to initial ground and habitat disturbing activities and 
vegetation removal, United shall retain a qualified biologist to 
prepare a Wildlife Relocation Plan. The Wildlife Relocation Plan 
shall describe all wildlife species that could occur within the Project 
site and proper handling and relocation protocols. The Wildlife 
Relocation Plan shall include species-specific relocation areas, at 
least 200 feet outside of the Project site and in suitable and safe 
relocation areas. No wildlife nests, eggs, or nestlings may be 
removed or relocated at any time. 

 

 
Prior to 
issuance of 
development 
permit 

 
 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 

 
 
 
 
MM-BIO-7- 
Injured or Dead 
Wildlife 

If any SSC are harmed during relocation or a dead or injured 
animal is found, work in the immediate area shall stop immediately, 
the qualified biologist shall be notified, and dead or injured wildlife 
documented immediately. A formal report shall be sent to CDFW 
and United within three calendar days of the incident or finding. 
The report shall include the date, time of the finding or incident (if 
known), and location of the carcass or injured animal and 
circumstances of its death or injury (if known). Work in the 
immediate area may only resume once the proper notifications 
have been made and additional mitigation measures have been 
identified to prevent additional injury or death. 

 
 
 

 
During Project 
Activities 

 
 
 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 

 
 
 
 
MM-BIO-8- 
Burrowing Owl 
Survey 

To reduce impacts to burrowing owl, the Project proponent shall 
retain a qualified biologist to conduct protocol-level surveys 
adhering to CDFW’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation 
(CDFW 2012). All survey efforts shall be conducted prior to any 
Project activities that could result in habitat disturbance to soil, 
vegetation, or other sheltering habitat for burrowing owl. Burrowing 
owl protocol surveys shall be conducted on the Project site and 
within 500 feet of the Project site where there is suitable habitat. In 
California, the burrowing owl breeding season extends from 
February 1 to August 31 with some variations by geographic 
location and climatic conditions. Survey protocol for breeding 
season owl surveys states to conduct four survey visits: 1) at least 

 
 

 
Prior to 
issuance of 
development 
permit 

 
 
 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 
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 one site visit between February 15 and April 15, and 2) a minimum 

of three survey visits, at least three weeks apart, between April 15 
and July 15, with at least one visit after June 15. 
If an occupied burrow or burrowing owl is found within the 
development footprint, the biologist shall prepare an Impact 
Assessment and Burrowing Owl Mitigation Plan in accordance with 
the 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation. The Project 
proponent shall contact CDFW to develop appropriate 
mitigation/management procedures and a final Burrowing Owl 
Mitigation Plan shall be submitted to United and CDFW for review 
and approval prior to Project activities. 

  

 

 
MM-BIO-9- 
Burrowing Owl 
Compensatory 
Mitigation 

If the Project will impact burrowing owl and associated habitat, the 
Project proponent shall offset impacts on habitat supporting an 
SSC at a minimum of 2:1 to ensure no net loss of burrowing owl 
habitat. The Project proponent shall set aside comparable 
replacement habitat to be protected in perpetuity under a 
conservation easement dedicated to a local land conservancy or 
other appropriate entity, which shall include an appropriate 
endowment to provide for the long-term management of mitigation 
lands. 

 

 
Prior to 
issuance of 
development 
permit 

 
 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 

 
 
 
 
 

 
REC-2-Nesting 
Birds 

The MND provides mitigation for nesting birds; however, language 
in the Project’s mitigation measure for nesting birds may not fully 
mitigate impacts to nesting birds in and around the Project site. 
CDFW recommends United revise Mitigation Measure BIO-1 by 
adding underlined language and removing the language with a 
strikethrough: 

“To avoid impacts to nesting birds, project-related activities 
shall occur outside of the bird breeding season (February 
1January 15 to September 15) to the extent practicable. If 
construction must occur within the bird breeding season, 
then no more than 3 days prior to initiation of ground 
disturbance and/or vegetation removal in areas with 
potential to support nesting birds (i.e., near the eucalyptus 
groves or pepper tree groves vegetation communities, or the 
ornamental landscaping land cover type, as well as areas 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Prior to ground 
moving 
activities 

 
 
 
 
 

 
United/Project 

Applicant 
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 suitable for ground nesting species), a nesting bird pre- 

construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified 
biologist within the disturbance footprint plus a 100-foot 
buffer (300-feet for raptors if suitable raptor habitat is 
present), where feasible. As the proposed project is 
anticipated to occur in several phases, multiple pre- 
construction nesting bird surveys may be necessary to 
ensure active nest avoidance. Preconstruction nesting bird 
surveys shall be conducted during the time of day when 
birds are active and shall factor in sufficient time to perform 
this survey adequately and completely. A report or email of 
the nesting bird survey results, if applicable, shall be 
submitted to the United project manager for review and 
approval prior to ground and/or vegetation disturbance 
activities. 

If nests are found, their locations shall be flagged with bright 
orange construction fencing or other suitable flagging. An 
appropriate avoidance buffer ranging in size from 25 to 50 
100 to 300 feet for unlisted passerines, and up to 300 500 
feet for raptors and listed species, depending upon the 
species and the proposed work activity, shall be determined 
and demarcated by a qualified biologist. Active nests shall 
be monitored at a minimum of once per week until it has 
been determined by the qualified biologist that the nest is no 
longer being used by either the young or adults. No ground 
disturbance shall occur within this buffer until the qualified 
biologist confirms that the breeding/nesting is completed, 
and all the young have fledged. If project activities must 
occur within the buffer, they shall be conducted at the 
discretion of the qualified biologist. If no nesting birds are 
observed during pre-construction surveys, no further actions 
would be necessary.” 

  

REC-3- 
Rodenticides 

Rodenticides and second-generation anticoagulant rodenticides 
shall be prohibited during the life of the Project. 

Prior to 
finalizing 

United/Project 
Applicant 
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  CEQA 

document 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
REC-4-Wildlife 
fencing 

CDFW recommends that any fencing used during and after the 
Project be constructed with materials that are not harmful to 
wildlife. Prohibited materials shall include, but are not limited to, 
spikes, glass, razor, or barbed wire. Use of chain link and steel 
stake fence shall be avoided or minimized as this type of fencing 
can injure wildlife or create barriers to wildlife dispersal. All hollow 
posts and pipes shall be capped to prevent wildlife entrapment 
and mortality. These structures mimic the natural cavities 
preferred by various bird species and other wildlife for shelter, 
nesting, and roosting. Raptor’s talons can become entrapped 
within the bolt holes of metal fence stakes resulting in mortality. 
Metal fence stakes used on the Project site shall be plugged with 
bolts or other plugging materials to avoid this hazard. Fences 
shall not have any slack that may cause wildlife entanglement. 

 
 
 
 
 
Prior to 
finalizing 
CEQA 
document 

 
 
 
 
 
 

United/Project 
Applicant 

 



 

 

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.” 
 

  

STATE OF CALIFORNIA------- CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

DISTRICT 7 
100 S. MAIN STREET, MS 16 
LOS ANGELES, CA  90012 
PHONE (213) 266-3562 
FAX (213) 897-1337 
TTY  711 
www.dot.ca.gov 

 
 Making Conservation  

a California Way of Life 
 

August 29, 2024 
 
Hannah Garcia-Wickstrum 
United Water Conservation District 
1701 North Lombard Street, Suite 200 
Oxnard, CA 93030 

RE: Groundwater Recharge Capacity 
Expansion Project – Ferro Recharge: 
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) 
GTS # 07-VEN-2024-00607 
SCH # 2024071176 
Vic. VEN 232       PM 3.084 

               
Dear Hannah Garcia-Wickstrum: 
 
Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the 

environmental review process for the above-referenced project. The Project proposes to 

construct an undercrossing beneath Vineyard Avenue and install pipelines to connect the 

Ferro Basin to the Noble Basin, which would enable the conveyance of water to the Ferro 

Basin for artificial groundwater recharge. United estimates connecting the basins would, 

on average over time, provide capacity for an additional 2,000 to 3,000 acre-feet of 

groundwater recharge per year. Project construction would occur over approximately six 

to eight months, and would start as early as July 2025; however, in the event of project 

delays, United would delay construction to begin as late as June 2027. Construction 

activities would generally occur from 6:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m., Monday through Friday; 

trenchless pipeline installation may require constant (24 hours a day, 7 days a week) 

construction activities. The proposed pipeline would be installed via open-cut trench on 

either side of Vineyard Avenue, and via trenchless methods underneath Vineyard Avenue 

in accordance with California Department of Transportation requirements. The project 

would also involve grading and contouring of the embankments along the pipeline 

alignment and in the Ferro Basin to facilitate recharge. The United Water Conservation 

District is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

 

The closest state facility is VEN 232. After reviewing the project’s documents, Caltrans 

has the following comments: 

  
Caltrans aims to reach zero traffic-related fatalities and serious injuries by 2050 as there 

is a direct link between impact speeds and the likelihood of fatality or serious injury. To 

achieve this goal, Caltrans encourages the Lead Agency to enhance pedestrian and 

2.1
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“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment.” 
 

bicyclist amenities around the project area, connecting them to community destinations. 

Effective strategies include constructing physically separated facilities like Class IV 

bikeways, wide sidewalks, curb extensions, pedestrian refuge islands, and landscaping. 

Additionally, visual indicators such as warning signage, flashing beacons, crosswalks, 

and striping should complement physical design improvements, signaling to motorists 

that they should expect pedestrians and cyclists.  

 

Caltrans will require an Encroachment Permit for work performed within the State Right-
of-way. Caltrans recommends that the Lead Agency conduct a Traffic Impact Study that 
includes the analysis and determination of any transportation and construction traffic 
impacts to the highway, intersection safety, or queuing on State Facility in the vicinity of 
the proposed project. Caltrans recommends limiting large truck travel and construction 
traffic to off-peak commute hours. Additionally, Caltrans requires a permit for any heavy 
construction equipment and or materials that require the use of oversized transport 
vehicles on State highways. If construction traffic is expected to cause issues on any 
State facilities, please submit a construction traffic control plan detailing these issues for 
Caltrans’ review. 
 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Jaden Oloresisimo, the project 

coordinator, at Jaden.Oloresisimo@dot.ca.gov and refer to GTS # 07-VEN-2024-00607. 

 

Sincerely, 
 
  
Anthony Higgins 
Acting LDR/CEQA Branch Chief  
  
cc: State Clearinghouse  
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VENTURA COUNTY 

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT 

Memorandum 

TO: Hannah Garcia-Wickstrum, Environmental Scientist        DATE:  August 27, 2024

FROM: Nicole Collazo, Air Quality Specialist, VCAPCD Planning Division 

SUBJECT: Request for Review for Mitigated Negative Declaration for the United Water

Conservation District Groundwater Recharge Capacity Expansion Project (RMA 

24-022)

Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) staff has reviewed the subject Draft 

Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the project referenced above, which analyzed the 

environmental impacts of a project to construct a pipeline connecting Ferro Basin and Noble Basin 

as a way to capture stormwater recharge. The project location is  between 5625 and 5721 Vineyard 

Avenue in El Rio. The Lead Agency is the United Water Conservation District. 

APCD has the following comments regarding the project’s MND. 

Item 1- Page 23, MM AQ-1. The construction estimate for the project was over the recommended 

threshold and therefore MM AQ-1 was recommended to ensure construction emissions would be 

under 25 lbs./day NOx, primarily from grading operations. APCD could not locate the language 

of MM AQ-1 anywhere in the MND document provided in the website and could not verify if the 

Tier 4 Final requirement is incorporated into MM AQ-1. Please include this MM in the MND.  

Item 2- MM AQ-1. APCD recommends adding the Tier 4 Final requirement and dust best 

management practices as a standard condition of approval for building or grading permit, for 

enforceability purposes and to ensure emissions to not contribute to a daily air quality violation 

and to avoid a potential dust nuisance violation should construction operations not be in 

compliance with APCD Rule 55, Fugitive Dust. Please disclose in the MND how these provisions 

will be enforced.  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the project’s MND. If you have any questions, you 

may contact me at nicole@vcapcd.org. 
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c0uNrY fvENruRA
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY

CHARLES R. GENKEL

Environmental Health Director

August 28,2024

United Water Conservation District

1701 North Lombard Street, Suite 200

Oxnard, California 93030

ATTN: Hannah Garcia-Wickstrum, Environmental Scientist

RMA 24-022, Groundwater Recharge Capacity Expansion Project- Ferro Recharge

Ventura County Environmental Health Division (Division) staff reviewed information

submitted for the subject project.

The United Water Conservation District proposes to construct an undercrossing

beneath Vineyard Avenue and install pipelines to connect the Ferro Basin to the Noble

Basin, which would enable the conveyance of water to the Ferro Basin groundwater

recharge.

The Division provides the following comments:

1. Surrounding residences and commercial facilities utilize onsite wastewater

treatment systems (OWTS), also known as septic systems for domestic waste

disposal. The addition of the recharge basin may impact the use of

surrounding residences. Owners of adjacent properties may not be able to

obtain permits to expand the use and/or development of their property due to

the inability to meet the 10O-foot setback to this proposed groundwater

recharge basin or may be required to install an alternate OWTS, with

supplemental treatment components for nitrogen and pathogen reduction.

New Geotechnical / Soils and Engineering Report prepared by a Qualified

Professional will be required of applicants proposing to expand the use/ and

or development of their properties within the surrounding area as the new

recharge basin may have the potential to increase the water table in the area.

The recharge basin will be considered a lake by this Division as its intent is to

divert water from the Santa Clara River when additional surface water flows

are available and will not be used as a direct source for potable water.

Ventura County Building Code Appendix H requires a minimum 10O-foot

horizontal separation, or setback, between disposal fields and lakes. A

minimum 1SO-foot horizontal separation, or setback, between seepage pits

and lakes is required.

CC G:\Admin\TECH SERVICES\FINALED Letters\Land Use\SR0022290 ODR RMA REF 24-022 United Water Conservation District
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The following adjacent properties may be affected by the addition: APN 128-

0-040-1 25, I 28-0-040-160, 1 28-0-040-1 35, 1 28-0-040-1 95, 1 28-0-040-17 5,

1 29-0-030 -235, 1 29-0-030 -280, 1 29-0-030 -21 5, 1 29-0-030 -265, 1 29-0-030-

1 90, 1 33-0-1 90-1 1 0, 129-0-020-060.

Please visit our website for further information regarding construction and

setback requirements to OWTS:

http s : //vcrm a. org/e n/onsife-was tew ate r-tre at me nt- sy sfems

2. Wastewater during construction is to be collected via portable restroom

facilities. The project will not require permanent on-site personnel and does

not include installation of permanent restroom facilities. Septage from

portable toilets must be removed by a Ventura County Environmental Health

Division (EHD) permitted pumper truck and must be disposed of properly at

an approved septage disposal facility'

h ttp s t/vcrm a. org/e n /se pti c'ta n k- p u m pe r-tru cks

3. The new recharge basin may create a mosquito breeding source in the area.

Standing water onsite should be managed to ensure it does not contribute to

the harborage and/or breeding potential of vectors of disease or create a

public nuisance. Ventura County Environmental Health Division (EHD) staff

respond to, and maintain records of, any complaints received related to

mosquito breeding.

For more information regarding vector control and the mosquito abetment

program, please visit our website:

h tt p s t/v cr m a. o rg /e n /ve cto r'co n tro l' p r o g r a m

lf you have any questions, please contact me at (805) 654-2830 or

Roxy. Cabral@ventura.org

Roxy Cabral, R.E.H.S.

Land Use Section

Environmental Health Division

CC G:\Admin\TECH SERVICES\FINALED Letters\Land Use\SR0022290 ODR RMA REF 24-022 United Water Conservation District
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WATERSHED PROTECTION
WATERSHED PLANNING AND PERMITS DIVISION
800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, California 93009

M E M O R A N D U M

DATE: August 13, 2024

TO: Philip Hess, Case Planner
County of Ventura

FROM: Yunsheng Su, PWA-WP Case Reviewer 

SUBJECT: RMA24-022 (IS-MND) Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin, 
Oxnard, CA, 93030  
APN:129003028   
CEQA Review Comments and Conditions

Pursuant to your request dated 8/9/2024, this office has reviewed the submitted materials 
and provides the following comments. 

PROJECT LOCATION: 
Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin, Oxnard, CA, 93030
Location Map:

5.1
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RMA24-022 (IS-MND) Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin, Oxnard, CA, 93030
August 13, 2024
Page 2 of 5

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
United operates and maintains approximately 600 acres of groundwater recharge 
basins, which are used to percolate water and recharge groundwater supplies with 
Santa Clara River water diverted at the Freeman Diversion. In previous years when 
conditions were dry with less precipitation, United did not have a need for additional 
groundwater recharge capacity as its current basins were sufficient to recharge the 
allowable amount of water United is permitted to divert from the Santa Clara River. 
However, with wetter conditions and above average precipitation occurring over the last 
two years, an opportunity exists to recharge additional surface water within the 
allowable diversion amounts. The Noble Basin and Ferro Basin, located along Vineyard 
Avenue, are among the groundwater recharge basins United operates. The Ferro Basin 
is not currently connected to United’s diversion and recharge infrastructure and, as 
such, cannot be used for artificial groundwater recharge. United proposes to construct 
an undercrossing beneath Vineyard Avenue and install pipelines to connect the Ferro 
Basin to the Noble Basin, which would enable the conveyance of water to the Ferro 
Basin for artificial groundwater recharge. United estimates connecting the basins would, 
on average over time, provide capacity for an additional 2,000 to 3,000 acre-feet of 
groundwater recharge per year. Project construction would occur over approximately six 
to eight months, and would start as early as July 2025; however, in the event of project 
delays, United would delay construction to begin as late as June 2027. Construction 
activities would generally occur from 6:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m., Monday through Friday; 
trenchless pipeline

APPLICATION COMPLETENESS:
Complete - from our area of concern. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS:
Item 31a. Flood Control Facilities/Watercourses – Ventura County Public Works 
Agency, Watershed Protection is deemed to be Less Than Significant.

The proposed project is situated about 100 feet from the Santa Clara River, which is a 
WP jurisdictional redline channel. The applicant’s submitted materials indicate new or 
modified direct stormwater drainage connections to this WP channel, activities within the 
WP’s easement, or activities over, under, or within the redline channel have been 
proposed. A Watercourse/Encroachment Permit must be obtained from WP.

The proposed development shall incorporate mitigation measures to address cumulative 
impacts due to the proposed increase in imperviousness. It is understood that impacts 
from the proposed increase in impervious area and stormwater drainage design within 
the project site will be required to be mitigated to less than significant under the conditions 
imposed by County of Ventura (the Lead Agency). WP will review the mitigation measures 
in detail during the permitting process. Project shall not increase peak storm runoff in the 
10-, 25-, 50-, and 100-yr storms consistent with District policy and WP-2 Ordinance.
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WP staff determines that the proposed project design with the conditions mentioned 
above mitigates the direct and indirect project-specific and cumulative impacts to flood 
control facilities and watercourses. Therefore, the environmental impact is less than 
significant (LS) on redline channels under the jurisdiction of the Ventura County Public 
Works Agency - Watershed Protection.

Item 17b. Hydraulic Hazards - FEMA is deemed to be Less Than Significant.
The project site is in a location identified by the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) as an area of Moderate Flood Hazard Zone X Shaded. This is evidenced on 
FEMA Map Panel 06111C0770E effective January 20, 2010. Therefore, a flood zone 
clearance is required. The proposed development with the condition described below is 
therefore, deemed to be Less Than Significant for Hydraulic Hazards - FEMA.

WATERSHED PROTECTION COMMENTS:
Operation of Ferro Basin has a potential of encroaching into the Ventura County 
Watershed Protection District's (District) flood control easement along Santa Clara River 
and Central Avenue Drain. An encroachment permit must be obtained before 
commencement of construction. Please provide the following documents along with the 
permit application:
1. A detailed grading plan of Ferro Basin.

2. A study report in which the operating water surface elevation(s) are identified and the 

boundaries of the water bodies at design/operating water surface elevation(s) are delineated.

3. A geotechnical study report in which levee stability analyses for Santa Clara River levee and 

Central Avenue Drain levee under Ferro Basin operational conditions are performed.

4. Ferro Basin Operation and Maintenance plan.

The applicant shall consult with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, LA District for a potential 

Section 408 permit.

WATERSHED PROTECTION CONDITIONS:
Watercourse/Encroachment Permit
Purpose: To comply with the Ventura County Watershed Protection District (County) 
Ordinance, and mitigate potential impacts such as obstructing, impairing, diverting, 
impeding, or altering the characteristics of the flow of water to jurisdictional channels by 
designing and constructing appropriate surface drainage and flood control facilities to 
protect life and property from damage or destruction from flood and storm waters. 
 
Requirement: The Permittee shall obtain a Watercourse/Encroachment Permit. The 
permit application shall include the following:

a. Construction plans prepared, signed, and stamped by a California licensed civil 
engineer including but not limited to, a site plan depicting general drainage 
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trends, existing and proposed topography with elevations, proposed 
improvements in both plan and profile, and construction details that meet the 
standards of the County of Ventura and the WP.

b. Site specific hydrology for existing and proposed conditions that conforms to the 
WP’s Hydrology Manual.

c. Hydraulics using a methodology and/or computer model applicable to the 
proposed improvements and acceptable to the WP. The final model shall confirm 
there are no adverse impacts to Santa Clara River including no loss of storage 
volume and no increase in water surface elevation for the 1-percent chance flood 
peak discharge on adjacent parcels.

d. Any other information or studies required by the Permit Section to administer the 
requirements of watershed Ordinance WP-2. 

 
Documentation: A WP Permit application package shall be prepared and signed by the 
Permittee or a duly authorized agent and submitted to and logged by the WP Permit 
Section.
 
Timing: The applicant shall obtain an encroachment permit prior to obtaining a building 
permit or grading permit or prior to project start date if no grading or building permits are 
required.
 
Monitoring and Reporting: Prior to permit closure, WP staff shall inspect the 
improvements to assure that construction was completed, in accordance with the 
approved plans and the Permit.

Flood Zone Clearance
Purpose: To comply with the Ventura County Floodplain Management Ordinance and 
Ventura County General Plan policies HAZ-2.1, HAZ-2.2, HAZ-2.3 and HAZ-2.5.

Requirement: The Applicant shall obtain a Flood Zone Clearance from the Ventura 
County Public Works Agency Floodplain Manager.

Documentation: A Flood Zone Clearance issued by the Public Works Agency Floodplain 
Manager.

Timing: The Flood Zone Clearance shall be obtained by the Applicant prior to obtaining 
a building permit.

Monitoring and Reporting: A copy of the approved Flood Zone Clearance shall be 
provided to the Building and Safety Department as well as maintained in the case file by 
the Public Works Agency.
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If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me by email at 
Yunsheng.Su@Ventura.Org or by phone at 805-654-2005.

END OF TEXT.
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