Appendix A-2

Comments Received in Response to the NOP






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. Thelead 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 “Cadlifornia 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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o Also, Caltrans has published the VMT-focused Transportation Impact Study
Guide (TISG), dated May 20, 2020, and the Caltrans Interim Land Development
and Intergovernmental Review (LD-IGR) Safety Review Practitioners
Guidance, prepared on December 18, 2020. You can review these resources
at the following links:

https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-
planning/documents/sh-743/2020-05-20-approved-vmt-focused-tisg-a11y.pdf

https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-
planning/documents/sbh-743/2020-12-22-updated-interim-ldigr-safety-review-
guidance-a11y.pdf

o Caltrans encourages lead agencies to prepare traffic safety impact analysis for
all developments in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review
process so that, through partnerships and collaboration, California can reach
zero fatalities and serious injuries by 2050.

As a reminder, any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials that
requires the use of oversized transport vehicles on State Highways will need a Caltrans
transportation permit. Caltrans recommends that the Project limit construction traffic to
off-peak periods to minimize the potential impact on State facilities. If construction traffic
is expected to cause issues on any State facilities, please submit a construction traffic
control plan detailing these issues for Caltrans’ review.

Caltrans looks forward to reviewing the forthcoming environmental document. If you have

any questions, please feel free to contact Jaden Oloresisimo, the project coordinator, at
Jaden.Oloresisimo@dot.ca.gov and refer to GTS # 07-VEN-2023-00575.

Sincerely,

Frances D""’%f’

Frances Duong
Acting LDR/CEQA Branch Chief

cc: State Clearinghouse

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people
and respects the environment.”
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example, the Project may be subject to CDFW's lake and streambed alteration regulatory
authority. (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.) Likewise, to the extent implementation of the
Project as proposed may result in “take” as defined by State law of any species protected
under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et seq.) or
the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish & G. Code, §1900 et seq.), the Project
proponent may seek related take authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY
Proponent: American Jewish University

Objective: The Project proponent requests a major modification to Conditional Use Permit
No. 1776 and a discretionary tree permit for the development of additional facilities at
Camp Alonim. Proposed facilities include a welcome center, 13 camper cabins, 3 head
counselor cabins, an arts pavilion, and a parking lot with 58 new parking spaces.
Landscaping improvements would occur around the new structures. In addition to new
development, seven existing structures would be demolished. The Project would require
removal of 74 trees, including nine coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) and one sycamore
(Plantanus sp.) tree, and encroachment of the protected zone of several trees on site.

Location: The 2,588-acre Project is located at 1101 Peppertree Lane in the City of Simi
Valley, Ventura County. The Project site is located near the base of the Santa Susana
Mountains and is bordered by undeveloped open space. The Assessor Parcel Numbers
associated with the Project include 685-0-051, -040, -050, -140, -190, and -210.

Biological Setting: A portion of the Project site is currently developed with the American
Jewish University’s Brandeis-Bardin Campus (campus), which includes Camp Alonim, the
Brandeis Collegiate Institute, and other associated uses. The proposed facilities would be
constructed near the existing campus within 328 acres of the 2,588-acre Project site.
Beyond the immediate borders of the Project site lies Sage Ranch Park and Rocketdyne
Santa Susana Field Lab to the south and residential communities to the north. A biological
baseline assessment was not provided in the NOP to provide information related to the
biological resources (i.e., flora, fauna, watercourses) within the Project site. Through aerial
imagery, it appears that the areas within the 328 acres may support a woodland habitat
and other natural communities.

Based on observations recorded through the California Natural Diversity Database
(CNDDB), the Project has potential to impact various sensitive species, including Crotch’s
bumble bee (Bombus crotchii, CESA candidate endangered), California legless lizard
(Anniella stebbinsi; California Species of Special Concern (SSC)), coastal whiptail
(Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri; SSC), California leaf-nosed bat (Macrotus californicus;
SSC), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus; SSC), and western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis
californicus; SSC).

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist the County in
adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially significant,
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CDFW recommends the EIR provide an on- or off-site mitigation plan and discuss the
suitability of selected location(s) for mitigating impacts to oak trees and oak woodlands.
The EIR should provide information about reference sites, with similar species and
habitat as being mitigated and the suitability of selected reference site(s) to inform the
Project’s mitigation plan. The mitigation plan should provide specific mitigation goals
and required measures to establish self-sustaining oak trees and oak woodlands.

Reptile Species. The Project site may provide suitable habitat for coastal whiptail and
California legless lizard. Both species are designated as SSC. CDFW considers
impacts to SSC a significant direct and cumulative adverse effect without implementing
appropriate avoidance and/or mitigation measures [CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15064,
15065, 15125(c), and 15380].

CDFW recommends the EIR thoroughly discuss the potential for impacts to these
species, assume their presence, and include a mitigation measure or measures which
provide compensatory mitigation for Project impacts on SSC.

Bats Species. In urbanized areas, numerous bat species are known to roost in trees
and structures throughout Ventura County. Bats may use trees and man-made
structures (e.g., cracks and crevices in large concrete structures) for daytime and
nighttime roosts. Bats and roosts could be impacted by removal of trees, vegetation,
and/or structures supporting roosting bats. This could result in injury and/or mortality of
bats, as well as loss of roosting habitat. Bats and roosts could also be impacted by
increased noise, human activity, dust, and ground vibrations.

CDFW recommends that a qualified bat specialist be retained to identify potential
daytime, nighttime, wintering, and hibernation roost sites and conduct bat surveys
within these areas (plus a 100-foot buffer as access allows) to identify roosting bats
and any maternity roosts. CDFW recommends using acoustic recognition technology to
maximize detection of bats.

If the Project would impact bats, CDFW recommends the EIR include measures to
avoid and minimize impacts on bats, roosts, and maternity roosts. A qualified bat
specialist should be retained to identify potential daytime, nighttime, wintering, and
hibernation roost sites and conduct bat surveys within these areas (plus a 100-foot
buffer as access allows) to identify roosting bats and any maternity roosts.

Wetlands, Streams, and Riparian Areas. Based on a review of the National
Hydrography Dataset , the Project site appears to contain a stream (USGS 2023).
CDFW recommends the County conduct a delineation to determine the presence and
lateral extent of wetlands, streams, and riparian areas. The results of the study and
mitigation measures for avoidance and minimization of impacts should be discussed in
the EIR.

CDFW has regulatory authority over activities in streams and/or lakes that will
substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of, or substantially change or use any
material from the bed, channel, or bank (which may include associated riparian
resources) of any river, stream, or lake, or deposit or dispose of debris, waste, or other
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material containing crumbled, flaked, or ground pavement where it may pass into any
river, stream, or lake. For any such activities, the Project applicant (or “entity”) must
provide written notification to CDFW pursuant to section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and
Game Code. Based on this notification and other information, CDFW determines
whether a Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement (LSAA) with the applicant is
required prior to conducting the proposed activities. CDFW'’s issuance of a LSAA will
require CEQA compliance actions by CDFW as a Responsible Agency. CDFW as a
Responsible Agency under CEQA may consider the County’s Environmental Impact
Report for the Project. To minimize additional requirements by CDFW pursuant to
section 1600 et seq. and/or under CEQA, the document should fully identify the
potential impacts to any stream or riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance,
mitigation, monitoring, and reporting commitments for issuance of the LSAA.

Facility Sites. The EIR should include a discussion of the criteria used to select the
locations of new facilities and disclose any considerations for natural resources that
were used in the decision-making process. Comprehensive biological surveys should
be conducted at each proposed facility site, and the survey results should be included
in the EIR.

Lighting Design. Artificial night lighting can affect plants and wildlife through attraction
and disorientation, loss of connectivity, interference with pollination and foraging, and
disruption of circadian rhythms and lunar and seasonal cycles (Barrientos et al 2023).
Methods for minimizing adverse effects of artificial night lighting include lighting only
where light is necessary, turning lights off when they are not in use (e.g., motion
detector), only using as much light as is needed, directing the light only where it is
needed, and using the lowest possible correlated color temperature for the goal of the
lighting.

CDFW recommends the County require a lighting plan that discusses the criteria used
in selecting the various types of lighting fixtures, a schedule detailing the hours the
various lights will be on, and steps taken to minimize adverse effects. If the County has
developed best management practices for lighting design, those protocols should be
discussed in the EIR.

Nesting Birds and Raptors. CDFW recommends the EIR include a measure to fully
avoid impacts to nesting birds and raptors. To the extent feasible, no construction,
ground-disturbing activities (e.g., mobilizing, staging, and excavating), and vegetation
removal should occur during the avian breeding season which generally runs from
February 1 through September 1 (as early as January 1 for some raptors) to avoid take
of birds, raptors, or their eggs. If impacts to nesting birds and raptors cannot be
avoided, CDFW recommends the EIR include measures to minimize impacts on
nesting birds and raptors. Prior to starting ground-disturbing activities and vegetation
removal, a qualified biologist should conduct nesting bird and raptor surveys to identify
nests. The qualified biologist should establish no-disturbance buffers to minimize
impacts on those nests. CDFW generally recommends a minimum 100-foot no
disturbance buffer around active passerine nests. For raptors, the no disturbance buffer
should be expanded to 500 feet. Reductions in the nest buffer may occur in
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habitat, including Significant Natural Areas identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish
and Game Code.

d. Aninventory of rare, threatened, endangered, and other sensitive species on site
and within the area of potential effect. Species to be addressed should include all
those which meet the CEQA definition (see CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). This
should include sensitive invertebrates, fish, reptile, amphibian, bird, and mammal
species. Seasonal variations in use of the Project area should also be addressed.
Focused species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year and
time of day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are
required. Acceptable species-specific survey procedures should be developed in
consultation with CDFW and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Biological Impacts. To provide a thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and

cumulative impacts expected to adversely affect biological resources, with specific
measures to offset such impacts, the following should be addressed in the EIR.

a. A discussion of potential adverse impacts from lighting, noise, human activity, exotic
species, recreational uses, and drainage. Mitigation measures proposed to alleviate
such impacts should be included.

b. A discussion regarding indirect Project impacts on biological resources, including
resources in nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian
ecosystems, and any designated and/or proposed or existing reserve lands.

Mitigation for Project-related Biological Impacts. The EIR should include mitigation
measures for Project-related impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and native vegetation
communities (sage scrub, chaparral, native grassland, riparian, or oak woodlands or
savannahs) as well as naturalized habitat such as non-native grasslands where they
support or provide essential habitat for native wildlife (e.g., for raptor foraging, etc.).
Mitigation measures should emphasize avoidance of functional habitat blocks and/or
reduction of Project impacts. For unavoidable impacts, compensatory mitigation
(conservation/protection of habitat on or offsite) should be discussed in detail.

Incidental Take Authorization. Take of any species protected under the California
Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et seq.) or the Native Plant
Protection Act (NPPA,; Fish & G. Code, §1900 et seq.) is prohibited, except as
authorized by state law (Fish & G. Code, §§ 2080, 2085).

If the Project, Project construction, or any Project-related activity during the life of the
Project will result in take of any such species, CDFW recommends that the Project
proponent seek appropriate take authorization prior to implementing the Project.
Appropriate authorization may include an incidental take permit (ITP), a consistency
determination, or other options (Fish & G. Code §§ 2080.1, 2081, subds. (b), (c)). Early
consultation is encouraged, as significant modification to a Project and mitigation
measures may be required to obtain a CESA Permit. CDFW recommends that the
County ensure the Project proponent is aware of any potential take that may result from
the Project. CDFW recommends the EIR contain biological mitigation, monitoring, and
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CAL FIRE

Subdivision Review Program Mission

To identify existing subdivisions located in the State
Responsibility Area (SRA) or a Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zone identified pursuant to GC 51178, without a
secondary means of egress route that are at significant
fire risk. And provide recommendations in creating a
secondary access to the subdivision, improvements to
existing access roads, and other fire safety measures.







Land Use Planning
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Fire Hazard Planning - The Big Picture

Emergency Management

The goal of fire hazard planning is to
reduce the impact of wildland fire in the
short, near, medium and long term by
looking beyond jurisdictional boundaries.







Assembly Bill 2911 (Friedman 2018)

Where did this all come from?

“One of the key areas that is our responsibility to take a hard
look at is wildfire prevention, as well as recovery from fires.
As one of the many consequences of climate change, we are
seeing precipitation levels alter dramatically from historical
trends. With that, the [ands that are home to communities throughout
California are at a rapidly increasing risk of severe, disaster-level, fires. From
Butte County to the hills of our district, to the forests and mountains
surrounding Redding and Santa Rosa, we have already seen devastation.” -
said Friedman




Assembly Bill 2911 (Friedman 2018)

2017 Fire History

Redwood Valley Fire - Mendocino County Tubbs Fire - Napa & Sonoma County

* 36,523 acres 36,807 acres

* 546 structures destroyed * 5,636 structures destroyed

* gdeaths « 22 deaths

Atlas Fire - Napa & Solano County Thomas Fire - Ventura & Santa Barbara County
* 51,624 acres . 281,893 acres

» 783 structures destroyed * 1,063 structures destroyed

* 6 deaths »  2deaths

Nuns Fire - Napa & Sonoma County
* 54,382 acres

. 1,355 structures destroyed

« 3 deaths










Fire Satety Survey

14 CCR § 1267.00 Definitions

(a) The following definitions apply to Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), Division 1.5,
Chapter 7, Subchapter 1, Article 2.

Dwelling unit: A “dwelling unit” has the same definition as a “residential unit” below.

Local responsibility area (LRA): Those areas of land classified by the Board of Forestry and Fire Protection
(Board) where the financial responsibility of preventing and suppressing wildfires is not that of the state or
federal government, pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) 4125.

Residential unit: Any building or portion thereof which contains living facilities, including provisions for
sleeping, eating, cooking and/or sanitation, for one or more persons. Manufactured homes, mobilehomes, and
factory-built housing are considered residential units (14 CCR § 1271.00).

Road: Any surface designed, improved, or ordinarily used for vehicle travel. Includes public and private streets
and lanes.

State Responsibility Area (SRA): as defined in Public Resources Code 4102.

Subdivision: an existing development of more than thirty (30) residential units, not necessarily subdivided as
defined in Government Code 66424.

Very high fire hazard severity zone (VHFHSZ): as defined in Government Code 51177(i) and identified purs
to Government Code 51178.




Fire Safety Survey

14 CCR § 1267.01 Fire Safety Survey

(2a) On or before July 1, 2021, and every five years thereafter, the board, in consultation with the State Fire
Marshal, shall survey local governments, including counties, cities, and fire districts, to identify existing
subdivisions without an adequate secondary egress route in all SRA or LRA mapped as a very high fire hazard
severity zone.

(i) An adequate secondary egress route is a road, navigable by a passenger vehicle weighing 6,000 pounds
or less, of equal construction standard to the primary road. The secondary road does not have to be rated to
carry the same quantity of traffic (e.g., a two-lane paved road and a one-lane paved road is acceptable).

(i) An adequate secondary egress route is not:
(A) a road with locked gates or limited access; or

(B) aroad that directs traffic to the same outlet road as the primary road or results in a circular traffic flow,
to the extent practicable.

(b) Local government officials, including elected officials, fire officials, or representatives of agencies that govern
land use planning and subdivision design, may request the board and the State Fire Marshal survey specific
subdivisions in their jurisdiction.































Conducting Subdivision Review Surveys

Berryessa Pines
Create Subdivision Survey

Berrysssa Pines




Conducting Subdivision Review Surveys

ArcGIS Survey 123

Subdivision Survey 2020 Production

Subdivision Name:

Berrysssz Highlancs

— Part I: Site Information @

— Part II: Site Information and Fire Survey O

— Part lll: Subdivision Review Recommendations




Conducting Subdivision Review Surveys

Survey Report

Is there a secondary egress route in the subdivision? (PRC 4290.5,

- Access and Evacuation @
14 CCR 1267.01(a)(i)(ii)) {

o
{ ) Yes
-/

| () No
p—

Is the secondary egress route navigable by a passenger vehicle
weighing 6,000 pounds or less, of equal construction standard of
the primary road? (14 CCR 1267.01(a)(i))

‘ ',: Yes
|
[

No ‘

Q

| | Isthere another road with locked gates or limited access; or a road
that directs traffic to the same outlet road as the primary road or
results in a circuler traffic flow, to the extent practicable? (14 CCR
1267.01(a)(ii))

i ~
[ Yes
P

O no




Conducting Subdivision Review Surveys

Recommendation Report

1 Part lll: Subdivision Review Recommendations &

. Access and Evacuation Recommendations:

Create ¢ seconcary access 10 the subdivision.

‘ IMzke imorcvements to the existing secondary access o tha subdivisicn.

l

| Install reflective addressing signs for struciures end roeds in conformance with 14
’ CCR§1274.01,1274.02, 1274.03, and 1274.0< arc the California Fire code,
|

Californiz Ccce cf Regulaticns, it 24, part 9.

Install relective avacuztion route stret signs directing residents from their locel

J &> . e I - .

| ) rozds to the nearest collector roac(s) and/cr artarial hignway(s) (see Californic

i Fighway Design manual for definitions), bzsed on the standards fo- emargancy
|

managamart sign ng in the Californiz Manuzl on Uniform Treffic Control Devices.










Current Situation

Top 20 Most Destructive California Wildfires

FIRE NAME (CAUSE) DATE COUNTY ACRES STRUCTURES DEATHS
1 CAMP FIRE (Powerlines) November 2018 Burte 153.336 18.504 85
2 TUBBS (Electrical) October 2017 Napa & Sonoma 36.807 5.636 20
3 TUNNEL - Oakland Hills (Rekindle) October 1991 Alameda 1.600 2,900 25
4 CEDAR (Human Related) October 2003 San Diego 273.246 2520 15
£ NORTH COMPLEX rUrdcr Investigation)~ August. 2020 Butte. Plumas. & Yuba 318.935 2.332 15
6 VAILLEY (Electrical) September 2015 Lake. Napa & Sonoma 76.067 1.955 o
7 WITICH (Powerlires) October 2007 San Diego 197.990 1.650 2
8 WOOLSEY (Under Investigction) November 2018 Ventura 96.949 1.643 3
9 CARR (Human Related) July 2018 Shasta County. Trinity 229.651 1.614 S
10 GLASS FIRE (Under Investigation )™ September 2020 Napa & Sonoma 67.454 1.520 0
1 k};gcl;l}ffg;\gs;iﬁOMPLm August 2020 Lake. Napas. io;zma. Yolo & 363.220 1.491 6
12 CZU LIGHTNING COMPLEX (Lightning) August 2020 Santa Cruz. San Mateo $6.509 1.490 1
13 NUNS (Poweriine) October 2017 Sonoma 54.382 1.355 3
14 THOMAS (Powerline) December 2017 Ventura & Santa Barbara 281.893 1.063 2
13 OLD (Humar Relatec) October 2003 San Bernardiro 91.281 1.003 6
16 JONES (Undetermined) October 1999 Shasta 26.200 954 1
17 AUGUST COMPLEX (L'nder Investigesion) Sevtember 2015 .;}I e;ziaoazglgnmﬁ:t&:fg:;:;a 1.032.649 935 1
18 BUTTE (Powerlines) September 2015 Amador & Calaveras 70.86S 921 2
19 CREEEK FIRE (Under Investigation)™ September 2020 Fresno & Madera 377.693 856 0
20 ATLAS (Poweriine) October 2017 Napa & Solano 51.624
"Structures” include homes. outbuildings tbarzms. garages. sheds. etc) and commeraal provertes destroyved.
This list does not include fire jurisdicion. These are tke Top 20 regardless of whether they were state. federal. or local respornsibility.
_Siwmbars ot Snal




Current Situation

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection

1979—1980
1980—1981
1981 —1982
1982—1983
1983—1984
1984—19385
1985—1986
1986—1987
1987—1988
1988— 1989
1989—1990
1990—1991
19931 —21992
1992—1993
1993—1994
1994—1995
18995—31996
1996—1997
1997—1998
1998—1999
1999—2000

Emergency Fund
n Expenditures

essi

Fire Suppressio

—— : i

$11,978,000
$21.,178,000
$12,582,000
5$8,619,000

$12,358,000
$16,847,000
$35,510,0C0
$14,795,0C0
$56,769,000
$57,983,000
$39,345,0C0
$70,825,0C0
$22,524,000
$85,591,0C0
$65,679,000
$69,858.000
$60.4 million
S107 million
$47.7 million
$43 .8 million

S§178.5 million

Fiscal Yeac
2000— 2001
2001 —2002
2002—2003
2003—2004
2004 —2005
2005— 2006
2006 — 2007
2007 — 2008
2008—2009
200S5—2010
2010—2011

2011 —2012
2012—2013
2013—2014

2014—2015
2015—2016
2016—2017
2017—2018
2018—2019
2019—2020*

2020—2021%"*

Expenditures
S1l124amillion
S$166 million
S135 million
S252million
$170million
S$117 million
$206million
$524amillion
$499million
$274+ million
$90.1 million
S$S140million
S$S310million
S$242 million
S402 million
$608 million
$534 million
$773 million
S890 million

$691 million (EST)
$372 million (EST)

Septrember 2020

www. nre.ca




Thank you... questions?

Please contact our Subdivision Review Program:

Deputy Chief Matt Damon, Matt.Damon(@fire.ca.gov , (916) 247-1156
Assistant Chief Carmel Barnhart, Carmel.Barnhart@fire.ca.gov, (916) 208-0043
Battalion Chief Jeff Hakala, Jeff.Hakala@fire.ca.gov , (916) 201-2732
Battalion Chief Rudy Baltazar, Rudy.Baltazar@fire.ca.gov, (916) 809-2909

Office Technician Melinda Pritchard, Melinda.Pritchard@fire.ca.gov , (916) 568-3812
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Charles Lange
2678 Lakeshore Blvd.
Lakeport, CA 95453

December 5, 2023

Re: Conditional Use Permit for American Jewish University — Camp Alonim Project
Case Number PL22-0032

To Whom It May Concern:

Please be advised that I am part owner of the 6.2 acre parcel located at 5586 Island Oak Street in the
City of Simi Valley directly North of the above referenced Project. In this regard, it is absolutely
imperative to the residents in the surrounding area of my property that they be given a legal secondary
access in and out of the above referenced project for fire safety purposes in exchange for allowing the
above referenced development any additional access through our neighborhoods. Presently, our
neighborhood is only served by a single primary source of ingress and egress, failing to meet the
current fire safety standards established for neighborhoods like ours. Any approval of the above
referenced project could materially adversely affect our neighborhood’s fire escape routes in the event
of an emergency placing lives at risk. Therefore, the above referenced development must provide both
itself as well as our neighborhood with a legal secondary access to meet current fire safety standards. It
would be completely unacceptable to allow the scope of traffic potentially generated by the proposed
development above without improving fire accessibility for both our neighborhood as well as for the
American Jewish University.

The owners of 5586 Island Oak Street have been waiting for many years to develop their property with
only 21 additional homes added to the area. Based upon average per unit occupancy in the area
pursuant to the most recent census data, such a development would only increase the population
accessing the area by 60 people. Meanwhile, the American Jewish University is proposing a
development that could increase traffic through our neighborhood by more than 1,000 people for a
given event. It is inconceivable that such a development could be allowed without a fully legal
reciprocal secondary access so that both our neighborhood as well as the American Jewish University
can meet current fire safety standards.

Thank you very much,

Charles Lange



