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Introduction
The California Department of Parks and 
Recreation, O�-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation 
Division (State Parks) held a formal public 
scoping meeting on November 15, 2023. The 
meeting occurred during the 30-day scoping 
period that was initiated with the publication of 
the Notice of Preparation (NOP) on November 2, 
2023. The scoping period meets the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) public 
involvement requirements for the preparation 
of the Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan Update 
and Environmental Impact Report (EIR). In 
alignment with these requirements, public 
scoping for the Hungry Valley SVRA General 
Plan Update focused on gathering input from the 
public and stakeholders on the environmental 
issues to be analyzed in the EIR. The scoping 
period supplements the numerous outreach 
e�orts completed previously for the project 
since approximately 2016, which has consisted 
of public workshops, surveys, stakeholder 
interviews, fact sheets, and a project website 
with opportunities for online input. These prior 
outreach e�orts have helped de�ne the Preferred 
Alternative and the Hungry Valley SVRA General 
Plan Update overall. 

REPORT FOCUS
This report focuses on collating, analyzing, and 
presenting the public comments and feedback 
received during the scoping period for the Hungry 
Valley SVRA General Plan Update EIR. The report 
provides a summary of the viewpoints, concerns, 
and suggestions expressed by community 
members, stakeholders, and other interested 
parties, including those received during the virtual 
scoping meeting.

This report highlights the primary environmental, 
recreational, and community-related issues 
raised by the public during the scoping period. 
These insights will help guide the scope of the 
analysis in the EIR, ensuring that it addresses key 
concerns raised while aligning with the project�s 
goals and regulatory requirements. 

Moreover, the report is designed to serve as a 
bridge between public input and agency decision-
making, facilitating a transparent and inclusive 
planning process. It underscores the project�s 
commitment to community engagement and 
environmental stewardship, laying a foundation 
for informed and sustainable decisions in Hungry 
Valley SVRA. 
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The California Department of Parks and
Recreation, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation
Division (State Parks) held a formal public
scoping meeting on November 1 5, 2023. The
meeting occurred during the 30-day scoping
period that was initiated with the publication of
the Notice of Preparation (NOP) on November 2,
2023. The scoping period meets the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) public
involvement requirements for the preparation
of the Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan Update
and Environmental Impact Report (EIR). In
alignment with these requirements, public
scoping for the Hungry Valley SVRA General
Plan Update focused on gathering input from the
public and stakeholders on the environmental
issues to be analyzed in the EIR. The scoping
period supplements the numerous outreach
efforts completed previously for the project
since approximately 2016, which has consisted
of public workshops, surveys, stakeholder
interviews, fact sheets, and a project website
with opportunities for online input. These prior
outreach efforts have helped define the Preferred
Alternative and the Hungry Valley SVRA General
Plan Update overall.

REPORT FOCUS
This report focuses on collating, analyzing, and
presenting the public comments and feedback
received during the scoping period for the Hungry
Valley SVRA General Plan Update EIR. The report
provides a summary of the viewpoints, concerns,
and suggestions expressed by community
members, stakeholders, and other interested
parties, including those received during the virtual
scoping meeting.

This report highlights the primary environmental,
recreational, and community-related issues
raised by the public during the scoping period.
These insights will help guide the scope of the
analysis in the EIR, ensuring that it addresses key
concerns raised while aligning with the project’s
goals and regulatory requirements.

Moreover, the report is designed to serve as a
bridge between public input and agency decision-
making, facilitating a transparent and inclusive
planning process. It underscores the project's
commitment to community engagement and
environmental stewardship, laying a foundation
for informed and sustainable decisions in Hungry
Valley SVRA.
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ABOUT HUNGRY VALLEY SVRA
Hungry Valley SVRA is a popular recreation 
area for o�-highway vehicle (OHV) users and 
other recreationists from Southern and Central 
California. The roughly 20,000-acre Hungry Valley 
SVRA is located approximately 60 miles north of 
downtown Los Angeles along Interstate 5 and is 
part of Ventura, Kern, and Los Angeles Counties. 
Hungry Valley SVRA provides a unique experience 
for OHV users. Hungry Valley SVRA provides over 
130 miles of trails for OHV recreation with a wide 
variety of terrain types and topographic features 
that appeal to many types of OHV enthusiasts and 
other outdoor recreationists.

PROJECT OVERVIEW
The proposed Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan 
Update, which is considered the proposed project 
for purposes of CEQA, establishes the long-range 
purpose and vision for Hungry Valley SVRA and 
would update the current General Plan adopted 
in 1981. The purpose of Hungry Valley SVRA is 
to provide a destination for OHV recreation use 
and to o�er a unique experience for visitors 
in and around the Southern California region. 
Hungry Valley SVRA includes six land use areas 
with di�erent characteristics, allowable activities 
and uses, resources, and related management 
guidance. The proposed General Plan Update 
would maintain the existing land use designations 
while modifying allowable OHV recreation 
boundaries of select areas. State Parks would 
manage natural, cultural, and physical resources 
to protect the resources� integrity in alignment 
with the goals and guidelines established in the 
proposed General Plan Update. 
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The proposed Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan
Update, which is considered the proposed project
for purposes of CEQA, establishes the long-range
purpose and vision for Hungry Valley SVRA and
would update the current General Plan adopted
in 1981. The purpose of Hungry Valley SVRA is
to provide a destination for OHV recreation use
and to offer a unique experience for visitors
in and around the Southern California region.
Hungry Valley SVRA includes six land use areas
with different characteristics, allowable activities
and uses, resources, and related management
guidance. The proposed General Plan Update
would maintain the existing land use designations
while modifying allowable OHV recreation
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to protect the resources’ integrity in alignment
with the goals and guidelines established in the
proposed General Plan Update.
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Public Outreach  
and Scoping Summary
During the NOP scoping period, a broad range of 
activities were undertaken to engage the public 
and stakeholders e�ectively. In compliance with 
CEQA, the NOP scoping phase for the Hungry 
Valley SVRA General Plan Update EIR involved 
a 30-day public comment period to gather 
feedback on potential environmental impacts 
to be considered in the EIR. This phase, which 
extended from November 2, 2023, to December 
1, 2023, included a virtual meeting held on 
November 15, 2023. The EIR will integrate the 
public input received during scoping to ensure 
signi�cant environmental impacts are considered 
during the decision-making process. The public 
outreach strategy encompassed various channels 
to ensure broad participation in the process; 
outreach e�orts are described further below. 

The NOP was published to the O�ce of Planning 
and Research State Clearinghouse on November 
2, 2023, to begin the scoping period. The NOP 
was also �led with the County Clerk-Recorder 
O�ces in Ventura, Los Angeles, and Kern 
Counties. An email blast notifying availability of 
the NOP and the virtual scoping meeting was 
sent on November 2, 2023, to a comprehensive 
distribution list, including regulatory agencies, 
local organizations, counties and cities, and 
members of the public. Follow-up email 

reminders were sent the day before the public 
scoping meeting and to specify the end of the 
scoping period. Letters were also mailed to 
contacts on the distribution list when email 
addresses were unavailable. Further, the NOP was 
published via newspaper ads in the Bakers�eld 
Californian on November 5 and 13, 2023 and Los 
Angeles Times on November 18, 2023.  

PROJECT WEBSITE
The project website was originally launched in 
April 2016. The website has been, and continues 
to be, used to post project information and solicit 
feedback from the public. The website is available 
at www.planhungryvalley.com.

The project website serves as a central hub 
for information dissemination and public 
engagement. Designed for accessibility and ease 
of use, the website provides comprehensive 
information, including project details, timelines, 
documentation, and ways for the public to 
participate in the process. 

Regular updates are posted to keep the 
community informed about the latest 
developments, upcoming events, and 
opportunities for public involvement. On 
November 2, 2023, the NOP was posted to the 
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developments, upcoming events, and
opportunities for public involvement. On
November 2, 2023, the NOP was posted to the
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website, to align with the beginning of the 30-day 
public comment period as required by CEQA. The 
website featured an interactive form for public 
comments, allowing visitors to easily submit their 
comments during the scoping period. 

VIRTUAL SCOPING MEETING
The virtual scoping meeting, held on November 
15, 2023, was a key event in the public 
engagement process. This meeting provided an 
opportunity for direct interaction between the 
project team, the community, and stakeholders. 
It included presentations on the project�s goals 
and objectives, potential environmental impacts, 

and the CEQA process, followed by a Q&A session. 
The feedback received during this meeting 
helped reinforce an understanding of community 
perspectives and concerns related to the Hungry 
Valley SVRA General Plan Update and EIR. Oral 
comments were accepted and responded to at 
the meeting; however, for public comments to be 
formally considered as part of the public record, 
they were requested in writing. The meeting 
was recorded and made available on the project 
website for those who could not attend. A copy 
of the PowerPoint presentation is included as 
Appendix A. 
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comments during the scoping period.

VIRTUAL SCOPING MEETING
The virtual scoping meeting, held on November
1 5, 2023, was a key event in the public
engagement process. This meeting provided an
opportunity for direct interaction between the
project team, the community, and stakeholders.
It included presentations on the project’s goals
and objectives, potential environmental impacts,

and the CEQA process, followed by a Q&A session.
The feedback received during this meeting
helped reinforce an understanding of community
perspectives and concerns related to the Hungry
Valley SVRA General Plan Update and EIR. Oral
comments were accepted and responded to at
the meeting; however, for public comments to be
formally considered as part of the public record,
they were requested in writing. The meeting
was recorded and made available on the project
website for those who could not attend. A copy
of the PowerPoint presentation is included as
Appendix A.
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Summary of Comments Received

This section provides a comprehensive summary 
of the comments and feedback received from 
the public and stakeholders during the NOP 
scoping period. The EIR will consider all formal 
comments submitted relevant to environmental 
issues associated with the Hungry Valley SVRA 
General Plan Update. Other issues raised, related 
to project components, design, or future use of the 
park, will also be considered during development 
of the Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan Update. 

The feedback encompasses a variety of themes 
and topics, ranging from environmental impact 
concerns to recreational use of Hungry Valley 
SVRA and overall park management. All 
comments have been reviewed and a summary 

of key patterns, prevalent concerns, and areas of 
consensus are provided here. This synthesis will 
help guide the project�s next steps, particularly 
in re�ning the EIR�s focus and ensuring that the 
project development aligns with both regulatory 
requirements and community expectations. 
Comments will not be formally responded to; 
however, the input received will be considered in 
the preparation of the EIR. All formally submitted 
comments are available in Appendix B and 
summarized in Table 1 below. The comments 
received in writing are considered part of the 
public record under CEQA. Oral comments from 
the public scoping meeting are also summarized 
in Table 2 below for informational purposes.
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Table 1. Formal Public Comment Summary

Commenting Entity (Agency/
Organization/Individual) General Theme of Comment(s) Date

Dillon Murray, Cultural Heritage Program 
Planner, Ventura County Planning Division 
(Comment Letter)

Protection of cultural resources November 2, 2023

Cameron Vela, Cultural Resources 
Analyst, Native American Heritage 
Commission (Comment Letter)

Protection of tribal cultural resources, 
compliance with Assembly Bill 52

November 2, 2023

Chuck Willhite (Comment Letter) One-way trails, motocross track, course 
grooming/watering

November 13, 2023

Roxy Cabral, R.E.H.S., Land Use Section, 
Environmental Health Division, Ventura 
County (Comment Letter)

Concession stands and food facilities 
permitting

November 20, 2023

David Hess (Comment Letter) Improvement of recreation experience, 
location of electric vehicle (EV) charging 
stations, use of automated technology to 
improve park 

November 23, 2023

Nicole Collazo, Air Quality Specialist, 
Ventura County Air Pollution Control 
District (Comment Letter)

Air quality impact analysis November 28, 2023

Amy Granat, Managing Director, California 
O�-Road Vehicle Association (Comment 
Letter)

Viability and appropriateness of facilities 
identi�ed in the NOP, funding sources

November 28, 2023

Kristeen Penrod, Director, Science & 
Collaboration for Connected Wildlands 
(Comment Letter)

Wildlife corridors and habitat connectivity December 1, 2023

Bryant Baker, M.S., Director of 
Conservation & Research, Los Padres 
ForestWatch (Comment Letter)

Protection of Los Padres National Forest, 
trail connections from Hungry Valley 
SVRA, wildlife corridors and habitat 
connectivity

December 1, 2023

Dave Ward, AICP, Planning Director, 
County of Ventura, Planning Division 
(Comment Letter)

General Plan EIR process, wildlife 
corridors

December 4, 2023

Bruce Weihs, Senior Oil and Gas Engineer, 
DOC (Comment Letter)

Oil and gas wells, potential project 
con�icts

December 5, 2023

David Mayer, Environmental Program 
Manager, South Coast Region, California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(Comment Letter)

Identifying and mitigating project impacts 
on biological resources

December 18, 2023
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Table 2. Public Scoping Meeting Oral Comments

Commenting Entity (Agency/
Organization/Individual) General Theme of Comment(s) Date

Oral comments received from 
various individuals at public 
scoping meeting

Topics ranged from OHV access, 
trail use, placement of EV charging 
stations, population growth, and 
park modernization.

November 15, 2023

KEY ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 
IDENTIFIED DURING SCOPING
The intent of this section is to highlight the 
substantive environmental issues that were 
identi�ed through the scoping process. 
Accordingly, this section does not summarize the 
most frequent comments and instead identi�es a 
cross-section of key issues relevant to the CEQA 
process. Comments related to planning issues 
that are not relevant to the CEQA process (e.g., 
future park management, facilities use, etc.) 
are also summarized below for informational 
purposes. The issues described below include 
written comments from agencies, stakeholders, 
and the general public. 

It is important to note that this section does not 
identify all issues that will be analyzed in the 
EIR; rather, it identi�es key issues raised during 
scoping. The EIR will address the full scope of 
environmental issues required by CEQA and will 
not be limited to the topics raised in the scoping 
process. The complete record of comments 
compiled in Appendix B will be considered for 
their applicability to de�ne the range of actions, 
potential to avoid or reduce environmental 
impacts, or as mitigation measures. 

Air Quality 
The air quality assessment should consider 
project consistency with the Ventura County 
2022 Air Quality Management Plan and evaluate 
emissions from all project-related activities. It 
was recommended to incorporate construction 
emission reduction measures and evaluate 
impacts in alignment with the state CEQA 

guidelines and other local standards, such as 
the Ventura County Air Quality Assessment 
Guidelines. 

Biological Resources 
The need to balance OHV use with wildlife 
protection was a primary concern. 
Recommendations included ensuring the project 
considers wildlife movement; reducing impacts 
of OHV use on wildlife; and adopting ordinances 
for lighting, fencing, and locating facilities to 
protect wildlife corridors. The value of Hungry 
Valley SVRA and surrounding lands as wildlife 
corridors as well as the need to maintain these 
linkages with project implementation was 
emphasized in multiple comments. Support was 
stated for the proposed General Plan Update and 
its focus on expanding recreational boundaries 
while protecting habitat areas. Additionally, 
the need for detailed analysis in the EIR of the 
potential impacts on habitats and ecosystems 
was emphasized, particularly related to impacts 
of OHV trails and recreation areas, and on the 
preservation of existing wildlife corridors in and 
around the project area through establishment 
of park management plans and coordination 
with transportation agencies. Comprehensive 
biological surveys and inventory of �ora and 
fauna should be completed for the EIR. 

Cultural, Tribal, and Paleontological Resources 
The importance of protecting historical, 
paleontological, and cultural resources in the 
planning area was noted. It was suggested that 
the project include goals, policies, and programs 
for the treatment of these resources and 
assess the historical signi�cance of older sites. 
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Consideration of properties 50 years of age or 
greater was mentioned as a general standard for 
consistency with federal and state requirements. 

Emphasis on the protection of tribal cultural 
resources, the need for early consultation 
with California Native American tribes, and 
the consideration of tribal cultural values 
in project planning and execution was also 
highlighted. Compliance with state regulations 
like CEQA, Assembly Bill 52, and Senate Bill 18, 
particularly in relation to tribal consultation and 
environmental impact analysis, was emphasized. 

Land Use and Planning 
Concerns were raised about how trail connections 
will be managed, especially to Los Padres 
National Forest. The need for cooperation with the 
U.S. Forest Service was emphasized, and for trail 
management to not increase unauthorized use or 
trespass o� designated routes. The importance of 

aligning trail restrictions and management with 
adjacent areas was also mentioned. 

Mineral Resources, Utilities
Concerns were expressed about development 
near oil, gas, or geothermal wells within the 
project area. Several wells in and around the 
project area were identi�ed that may have not 
been properly abandoned or disposed of and 
would require consideration in compliance with 
state law. The input received advised against 
building over or impeding access to such 
wells. The potential dangers of wells leaking 
in the future were stressed, and testing was 
recommended to mitigate these e�ects. If wells 
are impacted by construction, they may need re-
abandonment. It was emphasized that property 
owners or entities proposing construction near 
the wells may be responsible for potential re-
abandonment costs. 
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Consideration of properties 50 years of age or
greater was mentioned as a general standard for
consistency with federal and state requirements.

Emphasis on the protection of tribal cultural
resources, the need for early consultation
with California Native American tribes, and
the consideration of tribal cultural values
in project planning and execution was also
highlighted. Compliance with state regulations
like CEQA, Assembly Bill 52, and Senate Bill 1 8,
particularly in relation to tribal consultation and
environmental impact analysis, was emphasized.

Land Use and Planning
Concerns were raised about how trail connections
will be managed, especially to Los Padres
National Forest. The need for cooperation with the
U.S. Forest Service was emphasized, and for trail
management to not increase unauthorized use or
trespass off designated routes. The importance of

aligning trail restrictions and management with
adjacent areas was also mentioned.

Mineral Resources, Utilities
Concerns were expressed about development
near oil, gas, or geothermal wells within the
project area. Several wells in and around the
project area were identified that may have not
been properly abandoned or disposed of and
would require consideration in compliance with
state law. The input received advised against
building over or impeding access to such
wells. The potential dangers of wells leaking
in the future were stressed, and testing was
recommended to mitigate these effects. If wells
are impacted by construction, they may need re-
abandonment. It was emphasized that property
owners or entities proposing construction near
the wells may be responsible for potential re-
abandonment costs.
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Public Services and Recreation, Population
The importance of balancing conservation e�orts 
with maintaining and expanding OHV access was 
highlighted. Commenters expressed the need 
for a no-net loss approach where any closed or 
modi�ed trails are compensated with new or 
expanded trails elsewhere. 

The need to consider population growth and 
its impact on park use was emphasized. It was 
recommended that the project address growth 
expectations and potential user con�icts, given 
the park�s popularity and diverse user base. 
Strategies that focus on core values and e�cient 
management were advocated for, including 
leveraging technology for operations like gate 
access.

Wild�re
The potential wild�re risk of electric vehicle 
charging infrastructure was mentioned and 
requested to be assessed in the EIR. 

ISSUES UNRELATED TO 
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 
Comments received that were outside the scope 
of the EIR included the following topic areas and 
general themes:

� Concerns raised about potential increases 
in fees.

� Questions raised about safety measures in 
the park, especially concerning interactions 
between di�erent types of vehicles 
(e.g., four-wheel drives, dirt bikes). The 
maintenance of trails, including those 
a�ected by weather, was also a topic of 
discussion.

� The importance of enhancing the 
recreational experience for various o�-
road enthusiasts was stressed. The project 
should address the diverse needs of users, 
including those a�ected by trail closures or 
changes in available roads and trails.

� There were discussions about the current 

policy of free access through the park to Los 
Padres National Forest and whether this 
would be a�ected by the proposed project. 

� The introduction of EV charging stations 
in the park was discussed, including 
concerns about �nancing (particularly the 
use of OHV Trust Fund money), impact on 
the park�s budget, and potential for these 
stations to attract non-park users (e.g., 
travelers on Interstate 5 [I-5]). Suggestions 
included situating stations within the park, 
away from I-5, and starting with a smaller 
number of stations that could increase as 
demand grows. 

� Requests were made for automation of 
various park facilities, such as entrance 
stations and gates throughout the park. 

� Comments were raised about the viability 
or appropriateness of various facilities 
identi�ed in the NOP, such as the RV 
Campground in the Condor Mesa Area, UAV 
use in the Quail Canyon Special Event Area, 
and EV charging stations as mentioned 
above. 

� Participants discussed the process for 
obtaining permits for special events. There 
were concerns about the initial response 
often being perceived as negative and 
the need for a clearer, more streamlined 
process. 

� The need for plan review and permitting by 
the Ventura County Environmental Health 
Division for food facilities within the project 
area was mentioned. 

� It was suggested that the draft General 
Plan Update should have been available 
for review during the EIR scoping process 
to allow for more detailed review and 
comment.

Although not pertinent to the environmental 
analysis, these comments would be considered 
as part of the Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan 
Update and during ongoing and future park 
management.
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The importance of balancing conservation efforts
with maintaining and expanding OHV access was
highlighted. Commenters expressed the need
for a no-net loss approach where any closed or
modified trails are compensated with new or
expanded trails elsewhere.

The need to consider population growth and
its impact on park use was emphasized. It was
recommended that the project address growth
expectations and potential user conflicts, given
the park's popularity and diverse user base.
Strategies that focus on core values and efficient
management were advocated for, including
leveraging technology for operations like gate
access.

Wildfire
The potential wildfire risk of electric vehicle
charging infrastructure was mentioned and
requested to be assessed in the EIR.

ISSUES UNRELATED TO
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS
Comments received that were outside the scope
of the EIR included the following topic areas and
general themes:

• Concerns raised about potential increases
in fees.

• Questions raised about safety measures in
the park, especially concerning interactions
between different types of vehicles
(e.g., four-wheel drives, dirt bikes). The
maintenance of trails, including those
affected by weather, was also a topic of
discussion.

• The importance of enhancing the
recreational experience for various off-
road enthusiasts was stressed. The project
should address the diverse needs of users,
including those affected by trail closures or
changes in available roads and trails.

• There were discussions about the current

policy of free access through the park to Los
Padres National Forest and whether this
would be affected by the proposed project.

• The introduction of EV charging stations
in the park was discussed, including
concerns about financing (particularly the
use of OHVTrust Fund money), impact on
the park's budget, and potential for these
stations to attract non-park users (e.g.,
travelers on Interstate 5 [1-5]). Suggestions
included situating stations within the park,
away from 1-5, and starting with a smaller
number of stations that could increase as
demand grows.

• Requests were made for automation of
various park facilities, such as entrance
stations and gates throughout the park.

• Comments were raised about the viability
or appropriateness of various facilities
identified in the NOP, such as the RV
Campground in the Condor Mesa Area, UAV
use in the Quail Canyon Special Event Area,
and EV charging stations as mentioned
above.

• Participants discussed the process for
obtaining permits for special events. There
were concerns about the initial response
often being perceived as negative and
the need for a clearer, more streamlined
process.

• The need for plan review and permitting by
the Ventura County Environmental Health
Division for food facilities within the project
area was mentioned.

• It was suggested that the draft General
Plan Update should have been available
for review during the EIR scoping process
to allow for more detailed review and
comment.

Although not pertinent to the environmental
analysis, these comments would be considered
as part of the Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan
Update and during ongoing and future park
management.
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General Plan
Update Process

Step-by-Step: Hungry valley SVRA
General Plan + El R

Project Start-Up & Public Participation 1

Draft Guiding Statements 1

Existing Conditions

Draft Planning Concepts 1

Preferred Planning Concept 1

Preliminary General Plan + Draft E(R

Draft General Plan + Final EIR 1

Final General Plan + Certified EIR

$ Completed Step in Planning Process

0 Current Step in Planning Process

O Future Step in Planning Process

<1 Opportunities to Ge! Involved
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Prepare Draft EIR

Publish Draft EIR
Public Comment
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Prepare Final EIR,
including Responses to

Comments

Certify Final EIR and
Render Decision on
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HjMi  lEAf i ’ l  wr?Kr- J! !-£ JM E R ’ ‘ A t. I’ R F «ƴ 0 U H - GET UPDATES

Get Updates
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AB 52  
  
AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:   
  

1. Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project:  
Within fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public 
agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or 
tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have 
requested notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:  

a. A brief description of the project.  
b. The lead agency contact information.  
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation.  (Pub. 
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).  
d. A ìCalifornia Native American tribeî is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is 
on the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).  
(Pub. Resources Code §21073).  

  
2. Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribeís Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a 
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report:  A lead agency shall 
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native 
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project. 
(Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration, 
mitigated negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1(b)).  

a. For purposes of AB 52, ìconsultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4 
(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).  

  
3. Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe:  The following topics of consultation, if a tribe 
requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:  

a. Alternatives to the project.  
b. Recommended mitigation measures.  
c. Significant effects.  (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).  
  

4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation:  The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:  
a. Type of environmental review necessary.  
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.  
c. Significance of the projectís impacts on tribal cultural resources.  
d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe 
may recommend to the lead agency.  (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).  
  

5. Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process:  With some 
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural 
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be 
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency 
to the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10.  Any information submitted by a 
California Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a 
confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in 
writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(1)).  

  
6. Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document:  If a project may have a 
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agencyís environmental document shall discuss both of 
the following:  

a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.  
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed 
to pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact on 
the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).  
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AB 52

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1. Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project:
Within fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public
agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or
tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have
requested notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:

a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).
d. A “California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is
on the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

2. Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe’s Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.
(Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e) ) and prior to the release of a negative declaration,
mitigated negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4
(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

3. Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe
requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.
b. Recommended mitigation measures.
c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
c. Significance of the project's impacts on tribal cultural resources.
d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe
may recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

5. Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process: With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency
to the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10. Any information submitted by a
California Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a
confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in
writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(1)).

6. Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: If a project may have a
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:

a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed
to pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact on
the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).
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7. Conclusion of Consultation:  Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the 
following occurs:  

a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on 
a tribal cultural resource; or  
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot 
be reached.  (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).  
  

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document:  Any 
mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2 
shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring 
and reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, 
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable.  (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (a)).  
  
9. Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation:  If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead 
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no 
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if 
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the 
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code §21084.3 (b). (Pub. Resources 
Code §21082.3 (e)).  

  
10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse 
Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:  

a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:  
i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural 
context.  
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally 
appropriate protection and management criteria.  

b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values 
and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:  

i. Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.  
ii. Protecting the traditional use of the resource.  
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.  

c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate 
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.  
d. Protecting the resource.  (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).  
e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally 
recognized California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect 
a California prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold 
conservation easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed.  (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)).  
f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave 
artifacts shall be repatriated.  (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991).  
   

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or 
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource:  An Environmental 
Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be 
adopted unless one of the following occurs:  

a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public 
Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code 
§21080.3.2.  
b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise 
failed to engage in the consultation process.  
c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources 
Code §21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days.  (Pub. Resources Code 
§21082.3 (d)).  

  
The NAHCís PowerPoint presentation titled, ìTribal Consultation Under AB 52:  Requirements and Best Practicesî may 
be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation_CalEPAPDF.pdf  
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7. Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the
following occurs:

a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on
a tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot
be reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document: Any
mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2
shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring
and reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3,
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (a)).

9. Reguired Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code §21084.3 (b) . (Pub. Resources
Code §21082.3 (e)).

10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse
Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:

a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:
i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural
context.
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.

b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values
and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

i. Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
ii. Protecting the traditional use of the resource.
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.
d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).
e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally
recognized California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect
a California prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acguire and hold
conservation easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)) .
f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave
artifacts shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991).

11. Prereguisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental
Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be
adopted unless one of the following occurs:

a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public
Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
§21080.3.2.
b. The tribe that reguested consulfgfion failed to provide comments to the leod ogency or otherwise
foiled to engoge in the consulfgfion process.
c. The leod ogency provided notice of the project to the tribe in complionce with Public Resources
Code §21080.3.1 (d) ond the tribe foiled to reguest consulfgfion within 30 doys. (Pub. Resources Code
§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC's PowerPoint presentotion titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Reguirements and Best Practices” may
be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation CalEPAPDF.pdf
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SB 18  
  
SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and 
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of 
open space. (Gov. Code §65352.3).  Local governments should consult the Governorís Office of Planning and 
Researchís ìTribal Consultation Guidelines,î which can be found online at: 
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09_14_05_Updated_Guidelines_922.pdf.  
  
Some of SB 18ís provisions include:  
  

1. Tribal Consultation:  If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a 
specific plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC 
by requesting a ìTribal Consultation List.î If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government 
must consult with the tribe on the plan proposal.  A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to 
request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe.  (Gov. Code §65352.3  
(a)(2)).  
2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation.  There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal consultation.  
3. Confidentiality:  Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and 
Research pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information 
concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public 
Resources Code §5097.9 and §5097.993 that are within the cityís or countyís jurisdiction.  (Gov. Code §65352.3 
(b)).  
4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation:  Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:  

a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures 
for preservation or mitigation; or  
b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes 
that mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or 
mitigation. (Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governorís Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 18).  

  
Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with 
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and 
SB 18.  For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and ìSacred Lands 
Fileî searches from the NAHC.  The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/.  
  
NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments  
  
To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation 
in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends 
the following actions:  
  

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center 
(https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=30331) for an archaeological records search.  The records search will 
determine:  

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.  
b. If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.  
c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.  
d. If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.  
  

2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report 
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.  

a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted 
immediately to the planning department.  All information regarding site locations, Native American 
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and 
not be made available for public disclosure.  
b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the 
appropriate regional CHRIS center.  
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SB 18

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of
open space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research’s “Tribal Consultation Guidelines,” which can be found online at:
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09 14 05 Updated Guidelines 922.pdf.

Some of SB 18’ s provisions include:

1. Tribal Consultation: If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a
specific plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC
by requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government
must consult with the tribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to
request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(a) (2)).
2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal consultation.
3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and
Research pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information
concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public
Resources Code §5097.9 and §5097.993 that are within the city’s or county’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(b) ).
4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:

a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures
for preservation or mitigation; or
b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes
that mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or
mitigation. (Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor's Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and
SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred Lands
File” searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/.

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation
in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends
the following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=3033l ) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.
b. If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.
c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.
d. If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and
not be made available for public disclosure.
b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.

Page 4 of 5

B-6



Ap
pe

nd
ix

 B
: F

or
m

al
 P

ub
lic

 C
om

m
en

ts

B - 7

HUNGRY VALLEY SVRA PUBLIC INPUT SYNTHESIS #4

Page 5 of 5 

 
3. Contact the NAHC for: 

a. A Sacred Lands File search.  Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the 
Sacred Lands File, nor are they required to do so.  A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for 
consultation with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the 
projectís APE. 
b. A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the 
project site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation 
measures. 

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources) 
does not preclude their subsurface existence. 

a. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for 
the identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code 
Regs., tit. 14, §15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(f)).  In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a 
certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with knowledge of cultural resources 
should monitor all ground-disturbing activities. 
b. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions 
for the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally 
affiliated Native Americans. 
c. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions 
for the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains.  Health 
and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §15064.5, 
subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes to be 
followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American human remains and 
associated grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email address: 
Cameron.Vela@nahc.ca.gov.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
Cameron Vela 
Cultural Resources Analyst 
 
 cc:  State Clearinghouse  
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3. Contact the NAHC for:
a. A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the
Sacred Lands File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for
consultation with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the
project’s APE.
b. A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the
project site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation
measures.

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources)
does not preclude their subsurface existence.

a. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for
the identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 14, § 15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5(f)). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a
certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with knowledge of cultural resources
should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.
b. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions
for the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally
affiliated Native Americans.
c. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions
for the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains. Health
and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §15064.5,
subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes to be
followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American human remains and
associated grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact  me at my email address:
Cameron.Vela@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Cameron Vela
Cultural Resources Analyst

cc: State Clearinghouse
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VENTURA COUNTY
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT

Memorandum

TO: Katie Metraux, Project Manager                DATE: November 28, 2023

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

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Hungry 
Valley SVRA General Plan Update Project (RMA 23-019)

Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) staff has reviewed the subject Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) for the draft environmental impact report (DEIR), which will analyze the 
environmental impacts of a proposed general plan update to the Hungry Valley State Vehicular 
Recreation Area, (SVRA) which would include modifying allowable off-highway vehicle 
recreation boundaries in select areas. A portion of the SVRA lies in the northeastern boundary of 
Ventura County in the Los Padres National Forest. The Lead Agency is the California Department 
of Parks and Recreation.

APCD has the following comments regarding the projectís NOP.

NOP Comments

1) The air quality assessment should consider project consistency, as included  in the Ventura 
County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines, with the recently adopted 2022 Air Quality 
Management Plan (AQMP). The 2022 AQMP is the air plan to attain the 2015 federal 8-hr ozone 
standard with updated emission factors and population forecasts. The 2016 AQMP was the plan to 
attain the 2008 federal ozone standard; that standard has been met. More information on the 2022 
AQMP can be found here http://www.vcapcd.org/AQMP-2022.htm.

2) The Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines (AQAG) can also be used to evaluate 
all potential air quality impacts. The AQAG are also downloadable from our website here: 
http://www.vcapcd.org/environmental-review.htm. Specifically, the air quality assessment should 
consider reactive organic compound (ROC) and nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions from all project-
related motor vehicles for all proposed uses, energy emissions such as heating, lighting and 
electricity, and area emissions such as landscaping equipment and maintenance. We note that the 
AQAG has not been updated since 2003 and the recommended list of mitigation measures in the 
AQAG are also limited and outdated. Current air quality determinations follow the same 
methodology but using different tools (CalEEMod vs. URBEMIS, updated OEHHA standards 
health risk assessments). Construction emission reduction measures, including for construction 
required or needed for projects related to vegetation and sediment removal, such as requiring Tier 
4 off-road construction equipment can reduce pollutants by up to 85% and is highly recommended 
if emissions are above local and state thresholds adopted. This mitigation can also be quantified 
using the CalEEMod air emissions model. Another reduction measure is using 2010 and newer 
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VENTURA COUNTY
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT

Memorandum

TO: Katie Metraux, Project Manager DATE: November 28, 2023

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

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Hungry
Valley SVRA General Plan Update Project (RMA 23-019)

Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) staff has reviewed the subject Notice of
Preparation (NOP) for the draft environmental impact report (DEIR), which will analyze the
environmental impacts of a proposed general plan update to the Hungry Valley State Vehicular
Recreation Area, (SVRA) which would include modifying allowable off-highway vehicle
recreation boundaries in select areas. A portion of the SVRA lies in the northeastern boundary of
Ventura County in the Los Padres National Forest. The Lead Agency is the California Department
of Parks and Recreation.

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

NOP Comments

1) The air quality assessment should consider project consistency, as included in the Ventura
County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines, with the recently adopted 2022 Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP). The 2022 AQMP is the air plan to attain the 2015 federal 8-hr ozone
standard with updated emission factors and population forecasts. The 2016 AQMP was the plan to
attain the 2008 federal ozone standard; that standard has been met. More information on the 2022
AQMP can be found here http://www.vcapcd.org/AQMP-2022.htm.

2) The Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines (AQAG) can also be used to evaluate
all potential air quality impacts. The AQAG are also downloadable from our website here:
http://www.vcapcd.org/environmental-review.htm. Specifically, the air quality assessment should
consider reactive organic compound (ROC) and nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions from all project-
related motor vehicles for all proposed uses, energy emissions such as heating, lighting and
electricity, and area emissions such as landscaping equipment and maintenance. We note that the
AQAG has not been updated since 2003 and the recommended list of mitigation measures in the
AQAG are also limited and outdated. Current air quality determinations follow the same
methodology but using different tools (CalEEMod vs. URBEMIS, updated OEHHA standards
health risk assessments). Construction emission reduction measures, including for construction
required or needed for projects related to vegetation and sediment removal, such as requiring Tier
4 off-road construction equipment can reduce pollutants by up to 85% and is highly recommended
if emissions are above local and state thresholds adopted. This mitigation can also be quantified
using the CalEEMod air emissions model. Another reduction measure is using 2010 and newer
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on-road engine vehicles for exporting material that comply with California State Regulation for 
In-Use On-Road Diesel Vehicles Title 13, CCR §2025 since they emit less diesel emissions. 
 
3)  The air quality impact section should be in accordance with the state CEQA Guidelines impact 
criteria found in its Appendix G, Environmental Checklist Form, outlined below.  
 
ï Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality management plan. 
ï Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected 
   air quality violation. 
ï Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
   the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air 
   quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for 
   ozone precursors). 
ï Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. 
ï Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) affecting a substantial number of 
people. 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NOP. If you have any questions, you may contact 
me at nicole@vcapcd.org. 
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on-road engine vehicles for exporting material that comply with California State Regulation for
In-Use On-Road Diesel Vehicles Title 13, CCR §2025 since they emit less diesel emissions.

3) The air quality impact section should be in accordance with the state CEQA Guidelines impact
criteria found in its Appendix G, Environmental Checklist Form, outlined below.

• Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality management plan.
• Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected

air quality violation.
• Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which

the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors).

• Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.
• Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) affecting a substantial number of
people.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NOP. If you have any questions, you may contact
me at nicole@vcapcd.org.
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SSCC  WWiillddllaannddss  

SScciieennccee  &&  CCoollllaabboorraattiioonn  ffoorr  CCoonnnneecctteedd  WWiillddllaannddss  
                        PP..OO..  BBooxx  11005522,,  FFaaiirr  OOaakkss,,  CCAA  9955662288  

                  wwwwww..ssccwwiillddllaannddss..oorrgg 
 

December 1, 2023 
 
Katie Metraux, Project Manager 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division 
P.O. Box 942896 
Sacramento, California 92496 
Email: info@PlanHungryValley.com 
 
SUBJECT: Response to Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact 

Report for the Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area 
General Plan Update 

 
Dear Ms. Metraux,    
 
Thank you for providing this opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) for the General Plan Update for Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA). 
SC Wildlandsí mission is to protect and restore systems of connected wildlands that support native species 
and the ecosystems upon which they rely. As such, our comments largely focus on the potential impacts of 
the proposed project on habitat connectivity and wildlife movement corridors and the need to ensure that 
wildlife movement is maintained and enhanced within the context of the proposed actions.  
 
Hungry Valley sits at the southern extent of the Tehachapi Connection (Penrod et al. 2003) and also overlaps 
the Sierra Madre-Castaic Linkage (Penrod et al. 2005). Areas important for wildlife movement should have a 
sensitive area designation to ensure that any new facilities are sited outside of high-quality habitats and areas 
important for wildlife movement. Please consider adopting any applicable Ventura County Habitat 
Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor (HCWC) ordinances (e.g., lighting, fencing, setbacks for crossings), so that 
all new facilities and upgrades to existing facilities are consistent with or more restrictive than what's in the 
HCWC. All proposed actions for Hungry Valley SVRA and the associated cumulative impacts should consider 
the context of these regionally significant landscape level connections, including the extensive existing 
conservation investments and policies that have been put in place specifically to conserve connectivity. 
 
The Tehachapi Connection (Penrod et al. 2003), linking the Sierra Nevada and Sierra Madre mountains, has 
statewide importance as the sole wildland connection between the Sierra Nevada-Cascade system that 
stretches for over 2000 miles from Kern County into British Columbia, and the 800 mile long upland system 
comprised of the Sierra Madre (the coast ranges from San Francisco to Los Angeles), Transverse (Santa 
Monica, San Gabriel, San Bernardino Mountains), and Peninsular Ranges (San Jacinto, Santa Ana, Palomar, 
and Laguna Mountains of San Diego County, and the Sierra Juarez of Baja). This linkage is also situated at 
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www.scwildlands.org

December 1, 2023

Katie Metraux, Project Manager
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento, California 92496
Email: info@PlanHungryValley.com

SUBJECT: Response to Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report for the Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area
General Plan Update

Dear Ms. Metraux,

Thank you for providing this opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) for the General Plan Update for Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA).
SC Wildlands’ mission is to protect and restore systems of connected wildlands that support native species
and the ecosystems upon which they rely. As such, our comments largely focus on the potential impacts of
the proposed project on habitat connectivity and wildlife movement corridors and the need to ensure that
wildlife movement is maintained and enhanced within the context of the proposed actions.

Hungry Valley sits at the southern extent of the Tehachapi Connection (Penrod et al. 2003) and also overlaps
the Sierra Madre-Castaic Linkage (Penrod et al. 2005). Areas important for wildlife movement should have a
sensitive area designation to ensure that any new facilities are sited outside of high-quality habitats and areas
important for wildlife movement. Please consider adopting any applicable Ventura County Habitat
Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor (HCWC) ordinances (e.g., lighting, fencing, setbacks for crossings), so that
all new facilities and upgrades to existing facilities are consistent with or more restrictive than what's in the
HCWC. All proposed actions for Hungry Valley SVRA and the associated cumulative impacts should consider
the context of these regionally significant landscape level connections, including the extensive existing
conservation investments and policies that have been put in place specifically to conserve connectivity.

The Tehachapi Connection (Penrod et al. 2003), linking the Sierra Nevada and Sierra Madre mountains, has
statewide importance as the sole wildland connection between the Sierra Nevada-Cascade system that
stretches for over 2000 miles from Kern County into British Columbia, and the 800 mile long upland system
comprised of the Sierra Madre (the coast ranges from San Francisco to Los Angeles), Transverse (Santa
Monica, San Gabriel, San Bernardino Mountains), and Peninsular Ranges (San Jacinto, Santa Ana, Palomar,
and Laguna Mountains of San Diego County, and the Sierra Juarez of Baja). This linkage is also situated at
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the juncture of several ecoregions, including the Sierra Nevada, South Coast, Central Valley, and the Mojave 
Desert. The Tehachapi Mountains have been described as a ìbiogeographic crossroadsî and a ìcrucible of 
evolutionî, and are home to a stunning variety of plant and animal life (White et al. 2003). The recent state-
wide mountain lion genetic study (Gustafson et al. 2022) identifies the Tehachapi Mountains as part of the 
Sierra population segment, which is the most genetically diverse and a critically important and valuable 
source population for restoring genetic diversity to lion populations in the Transverse Ranges to the south 
and west (and beyond).  
 
The Tehachapi Connection connects extensive protected lands in the region. Protected areas to the south 
include Los Padres National Forest, Wind Wolves Preserve, Bitter Creek National Wildlife Refuge, and 
Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area. Protected areas to the north include Sequoia National 
Forest and extensive lands administered by Bureau of Land Management. At the time the linkage report was 
completed in 2003 (Penrod et al.), about 12% (78,355 of 663,257 total acres) of the linkage design was 
protected, mostly in land administered by the Bureau of Land Management. Since that time, an additional 
25,213 acres have been protected in fee (CPAD 2021b) and 118,103 acres has been protected under 
conservation easements (CCED 2021b) with an additional 89,281 acres committed for conservation in future 
Tejon Ranch set asides (TRC et al. 2008), such that 310,952 acres or 47% of the Linkage Design is now 
protected, conserved, or committed to conservation. An additional 119,655 acres in the linkage are conserved 
as working rangelands through the Land Conservation Act (i.e., Williamson Act), such that 65% of the linkage 
(430,607 out of 663,257 acres) is protected or conserved, providing contiguous protected lands stretching 
over 55 miles through the Tehachapi Linkage, connecting Sequoia and Los Padres National Forests and 
Hungry Valley SRVA. 
 
The Tehachapi Connection overlaps or has been integrated into several federal, state, and local polices that 
support conservation in the linkage. The Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP; BLM 2016) 
includes several federal land conservation designations within the linkage and beyond to conserve 
connectivity. For example, the DRECP includes the Tehachapi Linkage Wildlife Allocation area, one of only 
two such Wildlife Allocation areas in the plan, which overlaps 41,629 acres of the linkage but the total area 
is 161,646 acres (BLM 2016), expanding the linkage to encompass virtually all habitat north of State Route 
58 in between the major strands of the delineated linkage design (Penrod et al. 2003) all the way to Sequoia 
National Forest! The DRECP (BLM 2016) also includes the Pacific Crest Trail Special Resource Management 
Area that overlaps 21,399 acres in the eastern strand of the linkage. The DRECP also includes several Areas 
of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) that overlap and expand beyond the linkage, including Middle 
Knob ACEC (18,147 of 20,533 acres in the linkage); Horse Canyon ACEC (2,842 of 6,892 acres in the 
linkage); and the Jawbone Butterbredt ACEC (2,911 of 190,513 in the linkage), which is contiguous with the 
247,787acre Mojave Ground Squirrel ACEC (BLM 2016). In addition, the Los Angeles County San Andreas 
Significant Ecological Area (2019) overlaps 6,988 acres in the southwest area of the linkage, which is 
contiguous with Hungry Valley SVRA.  
 
The Sierra Madre-Castaic Linkage serves to connect the Sierra Madre Ranges of Los Padres National Forest 
with the Castaic Ranges of the Angeles National Forest (Penrod et al. 2005a). The linkage encompasses a 
diversity of natural communities and has several main branches, reflecting variation in the habitat needs of 
different target focal species. The northern branch, which overlaps Hungry Valley SVRA, is dominated by 
pinyon-juniper woodland, sagebrush, and desert scrub habitats. The recent California mountain lion genetics 
study (Gustafson et al. 2022) indicates that this is an important connectivity area between the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains and the Coast and Transverse Ranges. 
 

HUNGRY VALLEY SVRA PUBLIC INPUT SYNTHESIS #4
A

p
p

e
n

d
ix

 B
: 

F
o

rm
a

l. 
P

u
b

lic
 C

o
m

m
e

n
ts

the juncture of several ecoregions, including the Sierra Nevada, South Coast, Central Valley, and the Mojave
Desert. The Tehachapi Mountains have been described as a “biogeographic crossroads” and a “crucible of
evolution”, and are home to a stunning variety of plant and animal life (White et al. 2003). The recent state-
wide mountain lion genetic study (Gustafson et al. 2022) identifies the Tehachapi Mountains as part of the
Sierra population segment, which is the most genetically diverse and a critically important and valuable
source population for restoring genetic diversity to lion populations in the Transverse Ranges to the south
and west (and beyond).

The Tehachapi Connection connects extensive protected lands in the region. Protected areas to the south
include Los Padres National Forest, Wind Wolves Preserve, Bitter Creek National Wildlife Refuge, and
Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area. Protected areas to the north include Sequoia National
Forest and extensive lands administered by Bureau of Land Management. At the time the linkage report was
completed in 2003 (Penrod et al.), about 12% (78,355 of 663,257 total acres) of the linkage design was
protected, mostly in land administered by the Bureau of Land Management. Since that time, an additional
25,213 acres have been protected in fee (CPAD 2021b) and 118,103 acres has been protected under
conservation easements (CCED 2021b) with an additional 89,281 acres committed for conservation in future
Tejon Ranch set asides (TRC et al. 2008), such that 310,952 acres or 47% of the Linkage Design is now
protected, conserved, or committed to conservation. An additional 119,655 acres in the linkage are conserved
as working rangelands through the Land Conservation Act (i.e., Williamson Act), such that 65% of the linkage
(430,607 out of 663,257 acres) is protected or conserved, providing contiguous protected lands stretching
over 55 miles through the Tehachapi Linkage, connecting Sequoia and Los Padres National Forests and
Hungry Valley SRVA.

The Tehachapi Connection overlaps or has been integrated into several federal, state, and local polices that
support conservation in the linkage. The Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP; BLM 2016)
includes several federal land conservation designations within the linkage and beyond to conserve
connectivity. For example, the DRECP includes the Tehachapi Linkage Wildlife Allocation area, one of only
two such Wildlife Allocation areas in the plan, which overlaps 41,629 acres of the linkage but the total area
is 161,646 acres (BLM 2016), expanding the linkage to encompass virtually all habitat north of State Route
58 in between the major strands of the delineated linkage design (Penrod et al. 2003) all the way to Sequoia
National Forest! The DRECP (BLM 2016) also includes the Pacific Crest Trail Special Resource Management
Area that overlaps 21,399 acres in the eastern strand of the linkage. The DRECP also includes several Areas
of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) that overlap and expand beyond the linkage, including Middle
Knob ACEC (18,147 of 20,533 acres in the linkage); Horse Canyon ACEC (2,842 of 6,892 acres in the
linkage); and the Jawbone Butterbredt ACEC (2,911 of 190,513 in the linkage), which is contiguous with the
247,787acre Mojave Ground Squirrel ACEC (BLM 2016). In addition, the Los Angeles County San Andreas
Significant Ecological Area (2019) overlaps 6,988 acres in the southwest area of the linkage, which is
contiguous with Hungry Valley SVRA.

The Sierra Madre-Castaic Linkage serves to connect the Sierra Madre Ranges of Los Padres National Forest
with the Castaic Ranges of the Angeles National Forest (Penrod et al. 2005a). The linkage encompasses a
diversity of natural communities and has several main branches, reflecting variation in the habitat needs of
different target focal species. The northern branch, which overlaps Hungry Valley SVRA, is dominated by
pinyon-juniper woodland, sagebrush, and desert scrub habitats. The recent California mountain lion genetics
study (Gustafson et al. 2022) indicates that this is an important connectivity area between the Sierra Nevada
Mountains and the Coast and Transverse Ranges.
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The Sierra Madre-Castaic Connection connects extensive protected lands in the region. Protected areas to 
the west include Los Padres National Forest and Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area, and 
further north Wind Wolves Preserve, Carrizo Plain National Monument, and Bitter Creek National Wildlife 
Refuge. Protected areas to the east include Angeles National Forest and Castaic Lake State Recreation 
Area. At the time the Sierra Madre-Castaic Linkage report was released in 2005a (Penrod et al.), roughly 
75% of the linkage (299,208 of 398,944 acres) was conserved. Since that time, an additional 4,331 acres 
have been protected or conserved via fee title or conservation easements. In addition, 18,538 acres in the 
southern branch of the linkage is conserved as working rangelands through the Land Conservation Act in 
Ventura County, such that 81% of the linkage is now protected or conserved. 
 
The Sierra Madre-Castaic Linkage also overlaps or has been integrated into several federal, state, and local 
polices that support conservation in the linkage. Federal land conservation designations in the linkage include 
Sespe Wilderness, Chumash Wilderness, Dick Smith Wilderness, and Matilija Wilderness, as well as Piru 
Creek and Sespe Creek National Wild and Scenic Rivers. Roughly 18,596 acres of the linkage is included in 
Los Angeles Countyís Significant Ecological Areas ordinance. In addition, 56,206 acres of the southern 
branch of the linkage is included in Ventura Countyís Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor (HCWC) 
Overlay Zone (2019) and associated ordinances (e.g., nighttime lighting, fencing, wildlife crossing structures, 
surface waters). The County of Ventura also administers contracts for 18,538 acres of rangelands on several 
ranches in the southern branch of the linkage that are enrolled in the California Land Conservation Act (LCA) 
Program (i.e., Williamson Act), which are contracts between the County and qualifying landowners that 
restricts land use to agricultural or open space uses; contracts automatically renew annually. The City of  
Ojaiís General Plan 2045 Update section on Biological Resources, Natural Resources, and Open Space 
Existing Conditions Report (2021) refers to the County of Venturaís HCWC. The linkage also includes 
208,746 acres of designated critical habitat for California condor, southwestern willow flycatcher, 
conservancy fairy shrimp, vernal pool fairy shrimp, California red-legged frog and the arroyo toad.  
 
Hungry Valley SVRA abuts a California Department of Fish and Wildlife Priority Wildlife Barrier (2022) on 
Interstate 5. There are several existing bridges on I-5, as well as Caltrans Adaptation priorities and planned 
transportation improvement projects in the 
vicinity of Hungry Valley SVRA, including a 
project for Tejon Pass Overcrossing Bridge 
Seismic Retro. These transportation 
improvement projects may provide opportunities 
for wildlife crossing improvements. For 
example, there is a 3-mile stretch of Interstate 5 
south of the village of Gorman and north of the 
interchange with SR138 (PM 82.08 to PM 84.9 
Los Angeles County), where improved 
crossings are needed (Penrod et al. 2003). Four 
concrete box culverts about 5 feet tall and wide 
are spaced one-half to 1 mile apart, and 
suggest locations for bridged undercrossings. 
Each culvert opens directly into Hungry Valley 
State Park on the west end of the culvert, and 
the eastern freeway frontage by the Michener 
Conservation Easement administered by Tejon 
Ranch Conservancy (TRC). In addition, Gorman Post Ranch (private inholding currently for sale) is 

Culvert on Interstate-5 for Gorman Creek with Hungry Valley 
State Park in the foreground. Note steep degraded slopes on 
far side of I-5.  
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The Sierra Madre-Castaic Connection connects extensive protected lands in the region. Protected areas to
the west include Los Padres National Forest and Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area, and
further north Wind Wolves Preserve, Carrizo Plain National Monument, and Bitter Creek National Wildlife
Refuge. Protected areas to the east include Angeles National Forest and Castaic Lake State Recreation
Area. At the time the Sierra Madre-Castaic Linkage report was released in 2005a (Penrod et al.), roughly
75% of the linkage (299,208 of 398,944 acres) was conserved. Since that time, an additional 4,331 acres
have been protected or conserved via fee title or conservation easements. In addition, 18,538 acres in the
southern branch of the linkage is conserved as working rangelands through the Land Conservation Act in
Ventura County, such that 81% of the linkage is now protected or conserved.

The Sierra Madre-Castaic Linkage also overlaps or has been integrated into several federal, state, and local
polices that support conservation in the linkage. Federal land conservation designations in the linkage include
Sespe Wilderness, Chumash Wilderness, Dick Smith Wilderness, and Matilija Wilderness, as well as Piru
Creek and Sespe Creek National Wild and Scenic Rivers. Roughly 18,596 acres of the linkage is included in
Los Angeles County’s Significant Ecological Areas ordinance. In addition, 56,206 acres of the southern
branch of the linkage is included in Ventura County’s Habitat Connectivity and Wildlife Corridor (HCWC)
Overlay Zone (2019) and associated ordinances (e.g., nighttime lighting, fencing, wildlife crossing structures,
surface waters). The County of Ventura also administers contracts for 18,538 acres of rangelands on several
ranches in the southern branch of the linkage that are enrolled in the California Land Conservation Act (LCA)
Program (i.e., Williamson Act), which are contracts between the County and qualifying landowners that
restricts land use to agricultural or open space uses; contracts automatically renew annually. The City of
Ojai’s General Plan 2045 Update section on Biological Resources, Natural Resources, and Open Space
Existing Conditions Report (2021) refers to the County of Ventura’s HCWC. The linkage also includes
208,746 acres of designated critical habitat for California condor, southwestern willow flycatcher,
conservancy fairy shrimp, vernal pool fairy shrimp, California red-legged frog and the arroyo toad.

Hungry Valley SVRA abuts a California Department of Fish and Wildlife Priority Wildlife Barrier (2022) on
Interstate 5. There are several existing bridges on I-5, as well as Caltrans Adaptation priorities and planned
transportation improvement projects in the
vicinity of Hungry Valley SVRA, including a
project for Tejon Pass Overcrossing Bridge
Seismic Retro. These transportation
improvement projects may provide opportunities
for wildlife crossing improvements. For
example, there is a 3-mile stretch of Interstate 5
south of the village of Gorman and north of the
interchange with SR138 (PM 82.08 to PM 84.9
Los Angeles County), where improved
crossings are needed (Penrod et al. 2003). Four
concrete box culverts about 5 feet tall and wide
are spaced one-half to 1 mile apart, and
suggest locations for bridged undercrossings.
Each culvert opens directly into Hungry Valley
State Park on the west end of the culvert, and
the eastern freeway frontage by the Michener
Conservation Easement administered by Tejon
Ranch Conservancy (TRC). In addition, Gorman Post Ranch (private inholding currently for sale) is

Culvert on Interstate-5 for Gorman Creek with Hungry Valley
State Park in the foreground. Note steep degraded slopes on
far side of 1-5.
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contiguous with the future TRC dedication. Either a bridged undercrossing or a vegetated wildlife overpass 
may be feasible here.  
 
All proposed actions should consider opportunities for wildlife crossing improvements on Interstate 5 and 
impacts of the proposed actions to wildlife movement at the regional scale. All proposed circulation 
improvements and permanent erosion control measures associated with transportation infrastructure in the 
park should incorporate climate resilient wildlife crossing structures that address the needs of multiple 
taxonomic groups. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input. Please contact us if we can provide further input on the 
importance of Hungry Valley SVRA to regional wildlife movement. Weíre happy to provide data and 
information to the environmental review process.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
Kristeen Penrod, Director 
SC Wildlands 
www.scwildlands.org 
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contiguous with the future TRC dedication. Either a bridged undercrossing or a vegetated wildlife overpass
may be feasible here.

All proposed actions should consider opportunities for wildlife crossing improvements on Interstate 5 and
impacts of the proposed actions to wildlife movement at the regional scale. All proposed circulation
improvements and permanent erosion control measures associated with transportation infrastructure in the
park should incorporate climate resilient wildlife crossing structures that address the needs of multiple
taxonomic groups.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input. Please contact us if we can provide further input on the
importance of Hungry Valley SVRA to regional wildlife movement. We’re happy to provide data and
information to the environmental review process.

Respectfully submitted,

Kristeen Penrod, Director
SC Wildlands
www.scwildlands.org
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AAI I1 ITV  I fFMYI IH  A RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCYlUUN I VEW UKA DAVE WARD
v Planning Director

SUSAN CURTIS
Assistant Planning Director

December 4, 2023

Katie Metraux, Project Manager
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento, California 92496

SUBJECT: Response to Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report
for the Hungry Valley State Vehicular Recreation Area General Plan
Update

Dear Katie Metraux,

Thank you for providing the Ventura County Planning Division (Planning Division) with
the opportunity to comment regarding the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an
Environmental Impact Report (ElR)forthe General Plan Update for Hungry Valley State
Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA). The Planning Division coordinates with neighboring
jurisdictions and provides review and comment on environmental documents prepared
for projects that could affect the unincorporated area. The SVRA is an important
recreational resource managed by the California Department of Parks and Recreation
(State Parks), providing campgrounds, trails, and opportunities for visitors to enjoy open
space. The Planning Division is supportive of the proposed General Plan update,
expanded facility improvements, trail upgrades, and appreciates the protection of
important habitat areas.

The proposed project is an environmental review for an update to the General Plan, which
establishes the long-range purpose and vision for Hungry Valley SVRA while modifying
allowable off-highway vehicles (OHV) recreation boundaries. The General Plan provides
a framework to manage impacts from OHV and related uses while maintaining natural,
cultural, and physical resources in alignment with the goals and guidelines that would be
established in the update. The draft Hungry Valley SVRA Final Preferred Alternative
includes a map of land use areas and brief text describing the different characteristics,
allowable uses, resources, and related management mandates that include a Distributed
Riding Area, Trails Only Area, Native Grasslands Management Area, Quail Canyon
Special Event Area, Oak Woodland Natural Preserve, and three cultural preserves.

In addition to expanding the recreational boundaries of the SVRA to include 845 acres of
land in the Northwest Condor Mesa area of Kern County, the following improvements are
proposed within the General Plan Update (also see map in Exhibit A):

HALL OF ADMINISTRATION #1740
(805) 654-2481 * FAX (805) 554-2509 * 800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009 - vcrnna.org
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• OHV Trails and Access Points1

Proposed NEW Trails and Access Points
o New entry (A3) and trail from Frazier Mountain Road to the new proposed Condor

Mesa RV Campground (G3)
o New trails in the Condor Mesa Area (T1).
o A New Road Runner Trail (C4*) for connectivity between the main body of Hungry

Valley SVRA and the isolated parcel of State Parks land surrounded by Los Padres
National Forest.

o A new maintenance-only connection to the park is proposed from the proposed
office buildings at the northern boundary (C5).

Existing Social Trails or Previously Undesignated Trails
o Incorporate trail connections with USFS lands in Los Padres National Forest west

and southwest of Hungry Valley SVRA (near Condor Mesa Area) (T1).
o A trail connection will be formalized at Stipa Trail (Cl), to connect the trails in the

main body of Hungry Valley SVRA to the proposed new trails in the Condor Mesa
Area.

c Trail connections are proposed to be formalized from Sterling Canyon Trail to East
Frazier and Tejon Trails (C2* and C3*, respectively), to improve connectivity
between Hungry Valley SVRA and Los Padres National Forest.

• Circulation improvements
c Repaving Gold Hill Road (R1’) and paving Hungry Valley Road (R2) and Quail

Canyon Road (R3), including permanent erosion control measures where
necessary.

• Facilities
Upgrades for Existing Facilities

c Existing maintenance and administration buildings (F2) are proposed for upgrades
to meet current accessibility and safety standards (occur in existing footprint).
Buildings that are not able to be upgraded to meet current standards will be
demolished.

o The current Visitor Center at the North Entrance will be repurposed into a storage
facility.

Proposed New Facilities
o New operational support office buildings would be constructed at the northern

boundary adjacent to the Gorman House (F1).
o A new Visitor Center (V1) is proposed at the Smith Forks Campground.
o A community event area (E2) is proposed far local, community-oriented or State

Parks events in the Condor Mesa Area along Frazier Mountain Park Road,
o A reservable group campground near the Smith Forks Campground (G2), with

restrooms.
o A new RV campground with full hookups (G3) in the Condor Mesa Area along

Frazier Mountain Park Road.

• Recreation
o A new designated unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) area (U1) within the Quail

Canyon Special Event Area with geofencing to restrict use to designated area.

1 Items in this list denoted with an asterisk indicate they are located within Ventura County.
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o A new kid's track (KT*) near the Edison Canyon Campground.
o A new skills track (ST*) near the Smith Forks Campground,
o A new staging area (SA*) near the Smith Forks Campground that includes

designated parking area, shade ramadas, and OHV loading/offloading ramps.

• Amenities
o Automatic payment systems at entrance kiosks.
o Electric vehicle charging stations (EV*).
o A mobile concession (MC) for seasonal use and/or special events within the Quail

Canyon Special Event Area. The newly constructed permanent concessions
facility near the ATV Campground will remain as is (PC).

General Plan Review
The uncontrolled use of off-road highway vehicles can significantly degrade and destroy
native habitats and impact wildlife movement throughout the landscape. The proposed
expansion of OHV trails and recreation areas in Hungry Valley can reasonably be
foreseen to impact natural resources directly and indirectly within and beyond the SVRA
boundaries. California PRC § 5090.02 states that these recreational areas should be
provided and managed for sustained long term use. Accordingly, the EIR should include
analysis of the draft General Plan, technical studies and background reports, alternatives
analysis, and cumulative impact analyses.

Currently, the information available on the Hungry Valley SVRA website does not include
a draft General Plan for review. The documents available summarize public workshops
and fact sheets. There is also a “Final Preferred Alternative7' with a map that shows areas
for park expansion and improvements along with brief text. There is not enough
information about the General Plan to evaluate potentially significant impacts and
determine that the park can be expanded and improved without causing significant
impacts to the environment while sustaining long term use. The NOP should have been
released with a draft General Plan for public review and the General Plan should include
the State mandated elements.

More detailed maps and other specific information on the number, length, and exact
location of existing trails and facilities will be needed for an EIR baseline. There should
also be an assessment of habitat types and geologic hazards (slopes, erosion issues, fire
evacuations etc.) within the EIR analysis. For example, the 1981 General Plan refers to
numerous monitoring and management studies that are not available on the website (e.g.,
Native Grasslands Management Plan in response to nearby OHV use) and biologicai
policies (pg. 24-26) that require corrective actions (e.g., revegetation policy) as well as
habitats (e.g., riparian area).

The General Plan should include, and the EIR should evaluate, planned changes to the
facilities, OHV trails, and roads. The EIR should determine if these changes will require
additional State Parks monitoring and management actions for long term use and those
actions should be included in the General Plan as a policy or program. The EIR
alternatives analysis should determine whether any of the new facilities can be sited
outside of high-quality habitats, and if they cannot be sited in areas with fewer impacts,
then the impacts should be mitigated to the maximum extent feasible.
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Regional Wild life Corridors
The Sierra Madre-Casta ic Linkage (South Coast) and the Tehachapi Connection are two
of eight regional wildlife corridor linkages used by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW) and California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) for conservation
and climate action planning2 (see map in Exhibit B). Human disturbance has been well
documented to significantly alter wildlife movement 3' 4'5. The Hungry Valley SVRA as
shown in Exhibit B is sited within a critical junction point between the two linkages, Exhibit
D shows existing bridges on Interstate 5, as well as Caltrans’ adaptation priority projects
and planned transportation improvement projects that may provide opportunities for
wildlife crossing improvements. These bridges and culverts serve as wildlife crossing
structures and should be considered in the EIR’s analysis of wildlife movement.

If needed to support wildlife movement and to mitigate impacts from new development
the General Plan and EIR should include more “sensitive area” designations and a
"Wildlife Movement Corridor Protection Plan” as described in PRC § 5090.43 and §
5090.39 to allow for wildlife to safely move through the SRVA. To identify the most
appropriate areas to conserve for wildlife movement, a qualified biologist should evaluate
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts to wildlife movement. Then the project should be
revised, or adequate mitigation measures should be included for any potentially
significant impacts identified. Adequate wildlife movement analysis should include
identification of impacts and barriers to species' natural movements needed to sustain
populations. All impacts to the movement and migration of vulnerable species should be
mitigated to the extent feasible6. It is important that designs utilize the latest science-
based research on lighting7, fencing3 and other mitigation measures for all infrastructure
improvements9116 . In addition, as mentioned previously, the EIR alternative analysis
should demonstrate that the proposed new facilities are sited outside high-quality habitats
and areas important for wildlife movement. Please coordinate with Caltrans to plan
methods for wildlife to utilize their crossing structures as shown in Exhibit D.

In closing, the Ventura County General Plan is supportive of parks and recreation
resources; however, a draft Hungry Valley SVRA General Plan should be available for
this EIR scoping process. The EIR should include a cumulative impact analysis of wildlife

2 http://www.5cwildland5.orK/repc1rt5/Cafiforr1iaE5sentiaiHabitatConnectMtyProiect.pcif and

California Essential Habitat Connectivity Pro ject https :/ /wi ld life .ca,go v/Conservat  i on / PIa nni ng/Co nnect ivi ty/ CEHC

" ht tps: / /www.nat j re.com/ar t ic les/s4155g-020-01380- l

* https ://esajoornals.onlinelibra  ry. wiley.com/d p.i/10. 1002/ecs 2.3487
h fifths :/ /ww w.sclen cedai!y.co rn/rei ea s es/ 2023/01/23  0119 093 130.Mm
b An example of a CEQA wi ldl i fe rnuvertienL analysis can be found wi th in the County's ini t ia l  Study Assessment

Guidelines and tnitiBl Study Biological Assessment Template
7 h tt p 5 : / /ww w.s cie n ce.a rs/toc/sci  ence/380/6 5 50 , https ://w w w.blm.gov/noc/blnn-librarv/niEht-skv-and-dark-

environments-best-manafiement-practices-artificial-l iRht-niRht
5 h ftps ://a zdot -Kov/sites/dcfa uIt/fi les/2 019/0 6/wi id Ii fc funnel fend ng.p df
5 https://fws.ftCw/media/reducinK-bird-collisjans-building5-iind-buildinK-gl35s-be5t-practice5
1D hit ps;//conserva tip neor r idǏ r p rg/ tech n icaI-guides/
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movement. We appreciate State Park’s efforts to update the 1981 General Plan and
support park improvements and responsible long-term expansion of the SVRA.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on this Notice of Preparation. If you have
any questions about this letter, please contact Abigail Convery at
Abigail.Convery@ventura.org or 805.654.2489.

Sincerely,

Dave Ward, Al CP I Planning Director
County of Ventura, Planning Division
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