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Initial Study 

1. Project Title 
Casitas-Ojai Water System Consolidation Project 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address 
Casitas Municipal Water District 
1055 Ventura Avenue 
Oak View, California 93022 

3. Contact Person and Phone Number 
Julia Aranda, PE 
Engineering Manager 
jaranda@casitaswater.com 
(805) 649-2251 x107 

4. Project Location 
The project site is comprised of multiple areas in unincorporated Ventura County and the city of 
Ojai, as described below: 

 Private Drive: This site is located in unincorporated Ventura County and consists of a private, 
unnamed roadway extending west from Foothill Road.  

 Foothill Road: This site is located on the border of unincorporated Ventura County and the city 
of Ojai, at the intersection of Foothill Road and Fairview Road. This site is currently developed 
with a public roadway (Foothill Road).  

 Running Ridge Tanks: This site is located in unincorporated Ventura County and consists of 
vegetated land north of Running Ridge Trail at Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 010012021 and 
010013021. This site is partially developed with private residences and with the Running Ridge 
Tanks.  

 Arbolada Tank and Pump Station: This site is located in the city of Ojai and consists of an 
approximately 1.2-acre site south of Fairview Road at APN 020001001. This site is currently 
developed with the Arbolada Tank and Valley View Booster Pump Station (BPS).  

 Ojai East Tank: This site is located in unincorporated Ventura County and consists of an 
approximately 3.7-acre site south of the intersection of Reeves Road and McAndrew Road, at 
APN 030017007. This site is currently developed with the Ojai East Tank and San Antonio BPS.  

 Ojai Water System (OWS) Wellfield: This site is located in the city of Ojai and consists of an 
approximately 3.2-acre site south of Grand Avenue at APN 028011102. This site is currently 
developed with the OWS Wellfield.  

Figure 1 presents the regional location of the project site, and Figure 2 through Figure 6 present the 
location of each project element within a neighborhood context.  

mailto:jaranda@casitaswater.com
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Figure 1 Regional Project Location 
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Figure 2 Project Location, Private Drive and Foothill Road 
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Figure 3 Project Location, Running Ridge 
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Figure 4 Project Location, Arbolada Tank and Pump Station 
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Figure 5 Project Location, Ojai East Tank 
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Figure 6 Project Location, OWS Wellfield 
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5. General Plan Designation and Zoning 
Table 1 provides the City of Ojai and County of Ventura General Plan land use designations and 
zoning for each component of the proposed project. The Foothill Road site is located within a public 
roadway and consequently does not have a land use designation or zoning designation.  

Table 1 Project Site General Plan Land Use Designations and Zoning 
Project Component Land Use Designation Zoning Designation 

Foothill Road Pipeline Not applicable Not applicable 

Private Drive Pipeline Rural Rural Agricultural-2 

Arbolada Tank Demolition Low Density Residential Public 

Running Ridge Tank Abandonment Rural Rural Agricultural-5 

Ojai East Tank Rehabilitation and Construction Rural Rural Exclusive-5 

OWS Water System Wellfield Chloramine Conversion Rural Agricultural 

Sources: County of Ventura 2025; City of Ojai 2008 

Per California Government Code Section 53091, building and zoning ordinances of a county or city 
do not apply to the location or construction of facilities for the production, storage, or transmission 
of water, wastewater, or electrical energy by a local agency. The following information is provided 
for informational purposes.  

According to Section 8104-2 of the Ventura County Code, the Rural Agricultural zone is intended to 
provide for and maintain a rural setting where a wide range of agricultural uses are permitted while 
surrounding residential land uses are protected, and the Rural Exclusive zone is intended to provide 
for and maintain rural residential areas in conjunction with horticultural activities, and to provide 
for a limited range of service and institutional uses which are compatible with and complementary 
to rural residential communities. According to Section 10-2.601 of the City of Ojai’s Municipal code, 
the Public zone is applied to areas appropriate for public facilities, government offices, and cultural 
facilities, and the Agricultural zone is intended to preserve lands suitable for commercial agricultural 
activities, and to protect local agriculture as an economic and environmental resource. 

6. Description of Project 
Casitas Municipal Water District (Casitas) acquired the OWS in 2017 from Golden State Water 
Company. The proposed project would integrate the OWS with the Casitas Water System to address 
insufficient storage capacity in the OWS and provide compatible water treatment to both systems. 
The proposed project consists of five main components: pipeline installation; tank demolition and 
construction; tank rehabilitation; water treatment; and booster pump station demolition and 
construction. These four components are discussed in the following subsections. Table 2 presents 
the construction timeframe for each project component. Construction would mostly be limited to 
between 8:00 am and 4:30 pm, Monday through Friday. No nighttime construction would be 
required.  
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Pipelines 
The typical construction sequence for the project would include the following pipeline installation 
activities: 

 Open-cut trench pipeline installation typically consists of trench excavation (including saw 
cutting of pavement where applicable), pipe bedding stabilization, pipe installation, and backfill. 
The construction crew would typically operate a backhoe and/or excavator, compaction 
equipment (attachment to an excavator and hand-operated equipment), dump trucks for 
stockpiling of soils and delivery of backfill material, and utility trucks (with truck-mounted or 
towed generator and hand tools).  

 Temporary paving and ground restoration typically is performed at the completion of each 
segment of pipeline and then final paving is performed at the end of a project once all 
excavation and backfill operations have been completed. 

The maximum depth of excavation would be 10 feet. 

Private Drive Pipeline 

The project would include installation of approximately 450 linear feet of new 6-inch water pipeline 
at the Private Drive site, extending west from Foothill Road in unincorporated Ventura County. The 
western terminus of the new water line would be at a fire hydrant, and the eastern terminus of the 
new water line would connect to an existing 6-inch water line within Foothill Road, at the 
intersection of the private roadway and Foothill Road.  

Construction activities at the Private Drive site are not anticipated to encounter groundwater. 
Water used for hydrostatic testing and disinfection of the new pipeline would be dechlorinated and 
discharged to a local storm drain or sewer in accordance with Casitas’ applicable National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NDPES) permit. During construction, workers would park at Arbolada 
Plant or along the shoulder of the private roadway, Foothill Road, or Fairview Road.   

Foothill Road Pipeline 
The project would include installation of approximately 1,100 linear feet of new 8-inch pipeline at 
the Foothill Road site, which would extend from a new pressure-reducing valve station (south of the 
intersection of Foothill Road and Fairview Road) north where it would connect to an existing 6-inch 
water line at Station 31+78.48 (just north of the intersection of Foothill Road and a private 
driveway).  

If groundwater is encountered during construction activities at the Foothill Road site, groundwater 
would be discharged to an on-site retention pond, or monitored and discharged to a local storm 
drain or sewer in accordance with Casitas’ NPDES permit. Water used for hydrostatic testing and 
disinfection of the new pipeline would be dechlorinated and discharged to a local storm drain or 
sewer in accordance with Casitas’ applicable NPDES permit. During construction, workers would 
park at Arbolada Plant or along the shoulder of Foothill Road.   

Tanks 

Arbolada and Running Ridge Tanks 
The project would include demolition of the existing 1.0-million gallon (MG) concrete tank at the 
Arbolada Tank site. The tank would be drawn down prior to demolition, and any remaining water 
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would be considered nuisance water and appropriately disposed of on-site. Following demolition, 
the site of the former tank would be leveled. The project would also include abandonment of the 
existing Running Ridge tanks, located at the Running Ridge site. No ground disturbance would occur 
for the abandonment of the Running Ridge tanks.  

Ojai East Tank 
The project would include the construction of a 1.0-MG welded steel tank located at the Ojai East 
Tank site. The new tank would have a height of 40 feet and 115-foot diameter. The project would 
also include rehabilitation of an existing 3.0-MG welded steel tank located at the Ojai East Tank site. 
Rehabilitation activities would include removal of interior and exterior coatings, application of a 
new epoxy coating to the interior and exterior of the tank, various structural improvements and 
anchoring to prevent uplift, installation of cathodic protection, and the addition of an exterior 
ladder. Construction of the new 1.0-MG tank would allow for additional storage and redundancy for 
Casitas’ planned operations in east Ojai and would also allow for the existing 3.0-MG tank to be 
taken out of service for the proposed rehabilitation activities.  

Water used for hydrostatic testing and disinfection of the new and rehabilitated tanks would be 
dechlorinated and discharged to a local storm drain or sewer in accordance with Casitas’ applicable 
NPDES permit. During construction, workers would park at the Ojai East Tank site.   

Treatment 

Ojai Water System Wellfield Chloramine Conversion 

The project would include converting the treatment system of the OWS Wellfield from chlorine to 
chloramines. Construction activities would include installation of a new, approximately 2,700-linear-
foot, 16-inch discharge line which would connect to the existing water line in Grand Avenue at the 
northern terminus to the existing San Antonio BPS, located at the OWS Wellfield site; as well as 
construction of a new free chlorine analyzer, new sample point for chlorine analyzer, new ammonia 
injection point, and new ammonia storage tanks and dosing pumps at the OWS Wellfield site. The 
OWS Wellfield chloramine conversion would provide treatment uniformity in Casitas’ operations, 
making OWS water consistent with the water currently provided to existing Casitas customers.  

If groundwater is encountered during construction activities or facilities need to be temporarily 
dewatered, such water would be discharged to an existing retention pond at the OWS Wellfield site 
(on the west side of San Antonio Creek) or at the San Antonio Pump Plant. Construction workers 
would park at the OWS Wellfield site.  

Pump Stations 

Arbolada Booster Pump Station 
The project would include construction of a temporary pump station at the northwest corner of the 
Arbolada Tank site and a new BPS in the southeastern portion of the Arbolada Tank site. The 
temporary BPS would keep the OWS operational until all project components are complete. The 
new Arbolada BPS would replace the existing Arbolada BPS (which would be demolished) located at 
the Arbolada Tank site and Valley View BPS, located further north on Foothill Road. The 
replacement of the Arbolada BPS with a redesigned pump configuration would eliminate the need 
for the aging Valley View BPS.  
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Table 2 Project Component Construction Durations 
Project Component Construction Duration 

Private Drive Pipeline 6 to 8 weeks 

Foothill Road Pipeline 6 to 8 weeks 

Arbolada and Running Ridge Tanks 3 to 4 months 

Ojai East Tanks 6 to 8 months 

Ojai Water System Chloramine Conversion 6 to 8 months 

Arbolada Booster Pump Station 6 to 8 months 

Standard Construction Measures 
The proposed project would implement the following measures throughout construction activities. 

 Vibration Best Practices: To avoid potential vibration-related impacts or effects to adjacently 
located historic-period buildings, structures, or objects, vibratory rollers would not be used 
within 37 feet of off-site buildings or structures over 50 years of age. Additionally, when grading 
or earthwork activities occur within 21 feet of off-site buildings or structures over 50 years of 
age, only equipment with 100 horsepower or less would be used.   

 Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD) Measures: 
 Rule 55 (Fugitive Dust): This rule requires fugitive dust generators, including construction 

and demolition projects, to implement control measures limiting the amount of dust from 
vehicle track-out, earth moving, bulk material handling, and truck hauling activities. The rule 
would apply during construction and operational activities. 

 Rule 55.1 (Paved Roads and Public Unpaved Roads): This rule requires fugitive dust 
generators to begin the removal of visible roadway accumulation within 72 hours of any 
written notification from the VCAPCD. The use of blowers is expressly prohibited under any 
circumstances. This rule also requires controls to limit the amount of dust from any 
construction activity or any earthmoving activity on a public unpaved road. This rule would 
apply throughout all construction activities. 

 Rule 55.2 (Street Sweeping Equipment): This rule requires the use of PM10-efficient street 
sweepers for routine street sweeping and for removing vehicle track-out pursuant to Rule 
55. This rule would apply during all construction activities. 

 Title 13, Section 2449 – In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets: This regulation aims to 
reduce emissions of nitrogen oxides (NOx), diesel particulate matter (PM), and other 
pollutants from in-use off-road diesel vehicles by requiring fleet owners to retrofit, repower, 
or replace older engines and comply with idling limits and reporting requirements 

 Title 13, Section 2485 – Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-Fueled Commercial 
Motor Vehicle Idling: This rule prohibits unnecessary idling of diesel-fueled commercial 
vehicles to reduce public exposure to toxic diesel exhaust, with specific limits on idling time 
and exemptions for certain operational needs. 

7. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting 
The land use setting in the vicinity of the project site is predominantly characterized by rural, low-
density residential, and open space uses. Table 3 provides surrounding land uses for each 
component of the proposed project.  



Casitas Municipal Water District 
Casitas-Ojai Water System Consolidation Project 

 
12 

Table 3 Project Site Surrounding Land Uses 
Project Component Surrounding Land Uses 

Foothill Road Pipeline Single-family residences extending along the entirety of the proposed pipeline 
alignment. 

Private Drive Pipeline Single-family residences to the north, west, and south, and by Foothill Road followed by 
single-family residences to the east. 

Arbolada Tank Demolition Single-family residences to the west, south, and east, and by Fairview Road followed by 
single-family residences to the north. 

Running Ridge Tank 
Abandonment 

Single-family residences to the south and southeast, and vegetated open space to the 
west, north, and northeast. 

Ojai East Tank Rehabilitation 
and Construction 

Vegetated open space to the south, single-family residences to the west, east, and 
northeast, and Reeves Road followed by agricultural land (orchards) to the north. 

OWS Water System 
Wellfield Chloramine 
Conversion 

Agricultural land (orchards) to the south and west, Grand Avenue followed by 
agricultural land (orchards) to the north, and San Antonio Creek to the east. 
San Antonio Pump Plant is surrounded by agricultural land (orchards) to the south and 
east, Grand Avenue followed by agricultural land (orchards) to the north, and San 
Antonio Creek to the west. 

8. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required 
The proposed project may require the following permits: 

 City of Ojai Encroachment Permit 
 County of Ventura Transportation Department Encroachment Permit 
 General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance 

Activities 
 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit No. CAG994004 – Discharges of 

Groundwater from Construction and Project Dewatering to Surface Waters in Coastal 
Watersheds of Los Angeles and Ventura Counties 
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected 
This project would potentially affect the environmental factors checked below, involving at least 
one impact that is “Potentially Significant” or “Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” as 
indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

□ Aesthetics □ Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources 

■ Air Quality 

■ Biological Resources ■ Cultural Resources □ Energy 

■ Geology and Soils □ Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions 

□ Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials 

■ Hydrology and Water 
Quality 

□ Land Use and Planning □ Mineral Resources 

■ Noise □ Population and 
Housing 

□ Public Services 

□ Recreation □ Transportation □ Tribal Cultural Resources 

□ Utilities and Service 
Systems 

□ Wildfire □ Mandatory Findings  
of Significance 

Determination 
Based on this initial evaluation: 

□ I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, 
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

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

□ I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

□ I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 
(1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal 
standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis 
as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it 
must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 
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□ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
because all potential significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR 
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or 
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or 
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is 
required. 

 

   

Signature  Date 

 

  

Printed Name  Title 
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Environmental Checklist 
1 Aesthetics 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Except as provided in Public Resources Code 
Section 21099, would the project:     
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a 

scenic vista? □ □ ■ □ 
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, 

including but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings 
within a state scenic highway? □ □ □ ■ 

c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially 
degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of public views of the site and its 
surroundings? (Public views are those 
that are experienced from a publicly 
accessible vantage point). If the project is 
in an urbanized area, would the project 
conflict with applicable zoning and other 
regulations governing scenic quality? □ □ ■ □ 

d. Create a new source of substantial light or 
glare that would adversely affect daytime 
or nighttime views in the area? □ □ ■ □ 

a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

Scenic vistas are viewpoints providing expansive views of highly valued landscape for the public 
benefit. The project site is located in the city of Ojai and unincorporated Ventura County. The 
County of Ventura General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element identifies scenic resources in 
the Ojai Valley, including the Topa Topa mountain range, Lake Casitas, and Matilija Lake (County of 
Ventura 2020a). No portion of the project site is located within the Scenic Resource Protection 
Overlay Zone for these scenic resources, as delineated in Figure 8-7 of the General Plan Natural 
Resources Background Report (County of Ventura 2020a). The City of Ojai’s General Plan does not 
specifically designate scenic vistas, but the City’s General Plan Open Space Element does state 
scenic open space includes those areas with views of the city and featuring the aesthetic quality of 
the Ojai Valley’s ridgelines (City of Ojai 1987). Although surrounded by mountainous areas, the 
relatively flat nature of the Ojai Valley means scenic vistas of mountains and ridgelines are 
commonly obscured by intervening structures and vegetation surrounding the project site. 
Nevertheless, public rights-of-way adjacent to the project site offer occasional views of the 
undeveloped Topa Topa Mountains in Los Padres National Forest to the north and of Sulphur 
Mountain to the south. 
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The project would involve rehabilitation of one tank, construction of a new tank, and construction of 
a pump station, as well as abandonment and/or demolition of infrastructure to be replaced. 
Construction activities would include grading, excavation, trenching, tank and pump station 
construction, and paving. These activities could temporarily obstruct or degrade scenic vistas for 
residents and motorists in the project site vicinity due to the presence of construction equipment 
and machinery within the project site. Following construction, the new underground pipelines 
would not be visible and would not affect scenic vistas. The new tank and pump station would be 
aesthetically similar to existing site conditions. The new pump station would be located at the 
Arbolada site, which contains an existing pump station. The new tank would be located at the Ojai 
East Tank site, which contains an existing tank. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less 
than significant impact to scenic vistas during construction and no impact during operation. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees, 
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

No state scenic highways are visible from the project site. State Route 33 is the closest designated 
state scenic highway, extending from 6.4 miles north of State Route 150 to the Santa Barbara 
County line (California Department of Transportation 2018). This stretch of highway is 
approximately 3.9 miles northwest of the nearest project improvements at the Arbolada Tank and 
Pump Station site, and obstructed from view by the Topa Topa Mountains. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not substantially damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway, and no 
impact would occur.  

NO IMPACT 

c. Would the project, in non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character 
or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are 
experienced from a publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, 
would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic 
quality? 

CEQA Guidelines Section 21071 defines an urbanized area as: 

1. An incorporated city that has either: 
a. A population of at least 100,000 persons, or 
b. A population of less than 100,000 persons if the population of that city and not more than 

two contiguous incorporated cities combined equals at least 100,000 persons. 

2. An unincorporated area that is either: 
a. Completely surrounded by one or more incorporated cities and both of the following criteria 

are met: 
i. The population of the unincorporated area and the population of the surrounding 

incorporated city or cities equals at least 100,000 persons 
ii. The population density of the unincorporated area at least equals the population 

density of the surrounding city or cities. 

b. Located within an urban growth boundary and has an existing residential population of at 
least 5,000 persons per square mile. 
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The project site is located within the incorporated city of Ojai and unincorporated Ventura County. 
The city of Ojai has a population of 7,637 (United States Census Bureau 2023a), and unincorporated 
Ventura County is not completely surrounded by one or more unincorporated cities. Therefore, the 
project site is considered to be located within a non-urbanized area. Because the project site occurs 
in a non-urbanized area, this analysis evaluates potential degradation of existing visual character.  

The project would involve rehabilitation of one tank, construction of a new tank, and construction of 
a pump station, as well as abandonment and/or demolition of infrastructure to be replaced. 
Construction of the proposed project would be visible from surrounding land uses and would 
temporarily alter the existing visual character and quality of the project area and vicinity. A 
temporary change in visual character would result from the presence of construction equipment 
and material, stockpiles of soil, and construction vehicles. Construction equipment and materials 
would be removed from the project site upon completion of construction activities. Following 
construction, the new pipelines would not substantially alter scenic quality or visual character as the 
pipelines would be located underground, and the site would be restored to pre-project conditions. 
Tank and pump station construction would occur at the site of existing infrastructure and would be 
consistent with the existing visual character of the site. Therefore, the project would not 
substantially alter the scenic quality or visual character of the project site. Construction and 
operation of the proposed project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of public views of the project site and its surroundings. Impacts would be less than 
significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect 
daytime or nighttime views in the area? 

The proposed pipelines would not create a new source of light or glare once construction is 
complete, as the pipelines would be located underground. The project would involve rehabilitation 
of one tank, construction of a new tank, and construction of a pump station, as well as 
abandonment and/or demolition of infrastructure to be replaced. Rehabilitation and the 
construction of new facilities may involve upgrading lighting fixtures. However, such improvements 
would be similar to existing infrastructure during operation, and additional lighting beyond what is 
currently provided is not proposed. There would be no impact regarding operational light and glare. 

Proposed project components may create light and glare during construction due to the presence of 
construction vehicles and equipment. Construction would occur primarily during daytime hours, 
though late afternoon activities during the winter could require the use of lighting. Any construction 
lighting used would be shielded to minimize impacts to any nearby receptors as a standard best 
practice implemented by Casitas. As such, light and glare from construction activities would not 
substantially disturb sensitive receptors. Therefore, construction activities would be temporary and 
potential impacts during construction associated with light or glare would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
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2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, 
or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland), as shown on maps prepared 
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California 
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? □ □ □ ■ 

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use or a Williamson Act contract? □ □ □ ■ 

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in 
Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)); 
timberland (as defined by Public Resources 
Code Section 4526); or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by 
Government Code Section 51104(g))? □ □ □ ■ 

d. Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? □ □ □ ■ 

e. Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location 
or nature, could result in conversion of 
Farmland to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? □ □ □ ■ 

a. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

b. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act 
contract? 

c. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined 
in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)); timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code 
Section 4526); or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code 
Section 51104(g))? 

d. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 



Casitas Municipal Water District 
Casitas-Ojai Water System Consolidation Project 

 
20 

e. Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their 
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion 
of forest land to non-forest use? 

The project site is not currently in agricultural production and does not contain Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or land with a Williamson Act contract 
(California Department of Conservation 2022). No part of the proposed project is located on forest 
land or timber land.  

Due to the absence of agricultural land at the project site or in the surrounding area, the proposed 
project would not involve changes to the existing environment which could result in conversion of 
Farmland to a non-agricultural use. The project would not expand potable water service capacity 
and, therefore, would not result in or support new residential development leading to the 
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use. The proposed project would not cause the loss of 
forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. No impact on agricultural or forestry 
resources would occur.  

NO IMPACT 
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3 Air Quality 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation 

of the applicable air quality plan? □ □ □ ■ 
b. 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? □ ■ □ □ 

c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? □ □ ■ □ 

d. Result in other emissions (such as those 
leading to odors) adversely affecting a 
substantial number of people? □ □ ■ □ 

The project area is in the South Central Coast Air Basin (Basin) which covers San Luis Obispo, Santa 
Barbara, and Ventura Counties. The VCAPCD monitors and regulates the local air quality in Ventura 
County and administers the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The analysis presented in this 
section is based on information found in the Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines 
(Guidelines), adopted by the VCAPCD in 2003.  

Air quality is affected by stationary sources (e.g., industrial uses and oil and gas operations) and 
mobile sources (e.g., motor vehicles). Air quality at a given location is a function of several factors, 
including the quantity and type of pollutants emitted locally and regionally, and the dispersion rates 
of pollutants in the region. Primary factors affecting pollutant dispersion are wind speed and 
direction, atmospheric stability, temperature, the presence or absence of inversions, and 
topography. The project site is located in the southeastern portion of the Basin, which has moderate 
variability in temperatures, tempered by coastal processes. The air quality within the Basin is 
influenced by a wide range of emission sources, such as dense population centers, heavy vehicular 
traffic, industry, and weather. 

Air Quality Standards and Attainment 
The VCAPCD is required to monitor air pollutant levels to ensure National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (NAAQS) and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) are met. If the standards 
are met, the Basin is classified as being in “attainment.” If the standards are not met, the Basin is 
classified as being in “nonattainment” and the VCAPCD is required to develop strategies to meet the 
standards. According to the California Air Resources Board (CARB) Area Designation Maps, the 
project site is located in a region identified as being in nonattainment for the ozone NAAQS and 
CAAQS and nonattainment for the particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10) 
CAAQS (CARB 2025). In December 2022, the VCAPCD adopted the 2022 Ventura County AQMP, 
which provides a strategy for the attainment of federal ozone standards (VCAPCD 2022). 
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San Joaquin Valley Fever (formally known as Coccidioidomycosis, hereafter referred to as Valley 
Fever) is an infectious disease caused by the fungus Coccidioides immitis. Valley Fever is a disease of 
concern in the Basin. Infection is caused by inhalation of Coccidioides immitis airborne spores, 
formed when dry, dusty soil or dirt is disturbed by natural processes, such as wind or earthquakes, 
or by human-induced ground-disturbing activities, such as construction, farming, or other activities 
(VCAPCD 2003). In 2024, there were 3,667 cases of Valley Fever reported in California, with 81 of 
those cases occurring in Ventura County (California Department of Public Health 2025). 

Air Emission Thresholds 
The VCAPCD’s Guidelines recommend specific operational air emission thresholds for determining 
whether a project may have a significant adverse impact on air quality within the Basin. These air 
emission thresholds differ between the Ojai Planning Area, which is defined as the Ojai Valley and 
includes the project area, and the remainder of Ventura County. Because the proposed project is in 
the Ojai Planning Area, the applicable threshold of significance for operational emissions is five or 
more pounds per day of Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC; also referred to as Reactive Organic 
Gases) or five or more pounds per day of Nitrogen Oxides (NOX). Pursuant to the VCAPCD’s 
Guidelines, construction-related emissions of ROC and NOx are not counted toward the threshold of 
significance, since these emissions are temporary; however, VCAPCD’s Guidelines state if 
construction would exceed the threshold of significance, standard ROC and NOx minimization 
measures listed in Section 7.4.3 of the VCAPCD Guidelines should be applied to minimize 
construction-related emissions. 

The VCAPCD has not established quantitative thresholds for particulate matter for either operation 
or construction. The VCAPCD indicates a project generating fugitive dust emissions in such 
quantities as to cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number of 
persons, or which may endanger the comfort, repose, health, or safety of any such person, or which 
may cause or have a natural tendency to cause injury or damage to business or property, would 
have a significant air quality impact. This threshold is applicable to the generation of fugitive dust 
during grading and excavation activities. The VCAPCD Guidelines recommend fugitive dust 
mitigation measures be applied to all dust-generating activities. Such measures include minimizing 
the project disturbance area, watering the site prior to commencement of ground-disturbing 
activities, covering all truck loads, and limiting on-site vehicle speeds to 15 miles per hour or less. 

Applicable VCAPCD Rules and Regulations 
The VCAPCD implements rules and regulations for emissions generated by various uses and 
activities. The rules and regulations detail pollution-reduction measures to be implemented during 
construction and operation of projects. Relevant rules and regulations to the project include: 

 Rule 50 (Opacity): This rule sets opacity standards on the discharge from sources of air 
contaminants. This rule would apply during construction of the proposed project. 

 Rule 51 (Nuisance): This rule prohibits any person from discharging air contaminants or any 
other material from a source which would cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to 
any considerable number of persons or the public or which endangers the comfort, health, 
safety, or repose to any considerable number of persons or the public. The rule would apply 
during construction and operational activities. 
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 Rule 55 (Fugitive Dust): This rule requires fugitive dust generators, including construction and 
demolition projects, to implement control measures limiting the amount of dust from vehicle 
track-out, earth moving, bulk material handling, and truck hauling activities. The rule would 
apply during construction and operational activities. 

 Rule 55.1 (Paved Roads and Public Unpaved Roads): This rule requires fugitive dust generators 
to begin the removal of visible roadway accumulation within 72 hours of any written 
notification from the VCAPCD. The use of blowers is expressly prohibited under any 
circumstances. This rule also requires controls to limit the amount of dust from any construction 
activity or any earthmoving activity on a public unpaved road. This rule would apply throughout 
all construction activities. 

 Rule 55.2 (Street Sweeping Equipment): This rule requires the use of PM10-efficient street 
sweepers for routine street sweeping and for removing vehicle track-out pursuant to Rule 55. 
This rule would apply during all construction activities. 

 Rule 74.4 (Cutback Asphalt): This rule sets limits on the type of application and volatile organic 
compound (VOC) content of cutback and emulsified asphalt. The proposed project is required to 
comply with the type of application and VOC content standards set forth in this rule. 

a. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 

According to VCAPCD’s Guidelines, a project may be inconsistent with the applicable air quality plan 
if it would cause the existing population to exceed forecasts contained in the most recently adopted 
AQMP. The VCAPCD adopted the 2022 Ventura County AQMP to demonstrate a strategy for, and 
reasonable progress toward, attainment of the federal 8-hour ozone standard. The 2022 Ventura 
County AQMP relies on the Southern California Association of Governments’ 2020 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy forecasts of regional population growth in its 
projections for managing Ventura County’s air quality. 

As discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 14, Population and Housing, the proposed project 
would involve abandonment, demolition, rehabilitation, and new construction of water 
infrastructure to address insufficient storage capacity in the OWS and provide compatible water 
treatment to both the Ojai and Casitas systems. The proposed project would not expand system 
capacity, nor would it generate new housing or businesses. Consequently, it would not contribute 
directly or indirectly to population growth and would not cause exceedances of the growth 
forecasts employed in the 2022 Ventura County AQMP. No impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 

b. Would the project 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? 

The proposed project would generate short-term emissions associated with project construction 
and long-term emissions associated with operation of the new pump station. As this project would 
include several construction components (e.g., pipeline installation, tank demolition, tank 
construction, tank rehabilitation, and pump station construction), emissions for each component 
were modeled individually using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 
2022.1.1.29.  
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Construction 
Project construction would generate temporary air pollutant emissions. These impacts are 
associated with fugitive dust and exhaust emissions from heavy-duty construction vehicles. Table 4 
summarizes the maximum daily pollutant emissions for each project component.  

Table 4 Construction Emissions (pounds/day) 
Maximum Daily Emissions ROC NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 

Foothill Road Pipeline 1.17 9.95 13.6 0.03 0.55 0.40 

Private Drive Pipeline 1.21 8.87 12.7 0.03 0.48 0.35 

Arbolada Tank Demolition 1.81 15.1 22.7 0.04 1.47 0.66 

Running Ridge Tank Abandonment 1.69 14.6 19.2 0.03 3.21 1.78 

Ojai East Tank Rehabilitation and Construction 3.76 9.64 12.5 0.02 0.63 0.38 

OWS Water System Wellfield Chloramine 
Conversion 

0.70 5.62 9.13 0.01 0.48 0.24 

ROC: reactive organic compounds; NOX: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; PM10: particulate matter 10 microns or less in 
diameter; PM2.5: particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter; SO2: sulfur dioxide 
See Appendix A for CalEEMod worksheets. 

VCAPCD’s Ojai Planning Area threshold of five pounds per day for ROC and NOX does not apply to 
construction emissions since such emissions are temporary; however, in accordance with VCAPCD 
Guidelines to minimize construction emissions, construction-related emissions should be mitigated 
if estimated ROC and NOx emission exceed the five pounds per day for ROC and NOX. As shown in 
Table 4, NOX emissions would exceed the five pounds per day threshold for each project 
component. Accordingly, without implementation of standard mitigation measures listed in the 
VCAPCD Guidelines, this impact would be potentially significant.  

With respect to fugitive dust emissions, VCAPCD states significant construction-related air quality 
impacts could occur if fugitive dust emissions are generated in such quantities as to cause injury, 
detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number of people or to the public, or which 
may endanger the comfort, repose, health, or safety of any such person or the public. For 
construction impacts, the VCAPCD recommends minimizing fugitive dust through dust control 
measures, including those listed within Section 2, Project Description, Subsection Standard 
Construction Measures. Following compliance with these measures, construction emissions would 
not be generated in such quantities as to cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any 
considerable number of people or to the public, or endanger the comfort, repose, health, or safety 
of any such person or the public. Given the temporary nature of construction emissions and 
incorporation of fugitive dust reduction measures through compliance with existing VCAPCD 
regulations measures, impacts related to fugitive dust would be less than significant. 

Operation 
The new water infrastructure would not require regular maintenance beyond what is already 
required for existing infrastructure and therefore, would not generate any new, ongoing 
maintenance trips or activities. The new pump station would not generate substantial operational 
emissions because it would be connected to the regional electricity grid, which is increasingly 
powered by renewable energy. Furthermore, the new pump station would not be used to increase 
the retail water supply or serve additional customers. Therefore, emissions associated with long-
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term project operation and maintenance would remain unchanged from current conditions and 
would have a less than significant impact on regional air quality.  

Mitigation Measure 

AQ-1 VCAPCD Construction Mitigation Measures 

The following shall be implemented during construction to minimize emissions of ozone precursors. 

1. Minimize equipment idling time. 
2. Maintain equipment engines in good condition and in proper tune as per manufacturers’ 

specifications.  
3. Lengthen the construction period during smog season (May through October), to minimize the 

number of vehicles and equipment operating at the same time.  
4. Use alternatively fueled construction equipment, such as compressed natural gas, liquefied 

natural gas, or electric, if feasible.  

Casitas shall include these measures within the construction contract. Prior to construction, Casitas 
shall confirm with the construction contractor the fuel used for construction equipment and the 
construction equipment is in good working condition.  

Significance After Mitigation 
Based on the VCAPCD Guidelines, the implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1 would reduce 
impacts related to ROC and NOx emissions to a less-than-significant level.  

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

c. Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

VCAPCD defines sensitive receptors as facilities or land uses which include members of the 
population particularly sensitive to the effects of air pollutants, such as children, the elderly, and 
people with illnesses. Examples of sensitive receptors listed in the VCAPCD Guidelines include 
schools, hospitals, and daycare centers (VCAPCD 2003). Potential sensitive receptors in the vicinity 
of the project site include single-family residences within 0.25 mile. There are no schools, senior 
centers, nursing homes, hospitals, or churches within 0.25 mile of the project site.  

Toxic Air Contaminants 
As discussed under Items 3(b) and 3(c), project construction would result in temporary emissions of 
criteria pollutants, including fugitive dust, ROC, and NOX. Emissions from construction activities at a 
given sensitive receptor would occur for only a limited portion of the overall construction period, as 
construction activities would progress across the project site. Furthermore, compliance with the 
regulations listed within Section 2, Project Description, Subsection Standard Construction Measures 
would minimize emissions of TACs and fugitive dust during construction. Therefore, project 
construction would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial TAC emissions.  

CO Hotspots 
Traffic-congested roadways and intersections have the potential to generate elevated localized 
carbon monoxide (CO) levels (i.e., CO hotspots). In general, CO hotspots occur in areas with poor 
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circulation or areas with heavy traffic. Existing CO levels in Ventura County have historically been 
low enough to the point where VCAPCD monitoring stations throughout the county ceased 
monitoring ambient CO concentrations in March and July 2004 (VCAPCD 2010).  

The proposed project would not require regular maintenance trips beyond existing conditions. 
Construction activities would cause a temporary increase in vehicle traffic. Because construction is a 
short-term activity, construction-related traffic impacts with potential to cause temporary CO 
hotspots would not be substantial. Therefore, the project would not result in CO hotspots on 
adjacent roadways.  

San Joaquin Valley Fever 
The population of Ventura County has been and will continue to be exposed to Valley Fever from 
agricultural and construction activities occurring throughout the region. The fungal spores 
responsible for Valley Fever generally grow in virgin, undisturbed soil. Soil at the project site is 
already disturbed by construction of roadways and existing water infrastructure. Due to the 
previous amount of disturbance at the project site, disturbance of soil during construction activities 
is unlikely to pose a substantial risk of infection. Substantial increases in the number of reported 
cases of Valley Fever tend to occur only after major ground-disturbing events such as the 1994 
Northridge earthquake (VCAPCD 2003). Construction of the proposed project would not result in a 
comparable amount of ground disturbance. Furthermore, the regulations listed within Section 2, 
Project Description, Subsection Standard Construction Measures would reduce fugitive dust 
generation, which would further minimize the risk of infection. Therefore, construction of the 
proposed project would not significantly increase the risk to public health above existing 
background levels. Because the project area does not pose a substantial risk for Valley Fever, Valley 
Fever-specific mitigation measures detailed in the VCAPCD Guidelines would not be required. 

Summary 
The project would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations and 
impacts would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting 
a substantial number of people? 

The proposed pipelines would be installed belowground and would not create objectionable odors 
during project operation. Operation of the new pump station, tank, and treatment system would 
not include activities with the potential to create objectionable odors. Project construction could 
generate odors associated with heavy-duty equipment operation and earth-moving activities. Such 
odors would be temporary in nature and limited to the duration of construction. Although the new 
pump station, tank, and treatment system are located near residences, construction activities at 
these locations would be similar to other construction activities occurring near residences in the city 
(such as residential and commercial construction) and would not create other emissions, such as 
those leading to objectionable odors, affecting a substantial number of people. Therefore, this 
impact would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
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4 Biological Resources 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, 
on any species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species in local 
or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or 
by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? □ ■ □ □ 

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional 
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? □ □ □ ■ 

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state 
or federally protected wetlands (including, 
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means? □ ■ □ □ 

d. Interfere substantially with the movement 
of any native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? □ □ ■ □ 

e. Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological resources, 
such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance? □ ■ □ □ 

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other 
approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? □ □ □ ■ 

The following analysis is informed by the June 2025 Biological Resources Assessment prepared in 
support of the proposed project, included as Appendix B. 
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a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in 
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

Special Status Plant Species 
No special status plant species were observed on the project site. Furthermore, no special status 
plant species were determined to have a moderate or high potential to occur within the project site. 
Special status plant species have specialized habitat requirements, including plant community types, 
soils, and other elements, which do not occur within the project site. Based on the lack of suitable 
habitat, no special status plants are anticipated to occur within the project site, and the proposed 
project would have no impact. 

Special Status Wildlife Species 
No special status wildlife species were observed on the project site. However, four special status 
wildlife species were determined to have a moderate potential to occur within the project site: 
Crotch’s bumble bee (Bombus crotchii), California legless lizard (Anniella pulchra), coastal whiptail 
(Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri), and coast patch-nosed snake (Salvadora hexalepis). 

Elements of suitable habitat for the Crotch’s bumble bee, a state Candidate Endangered species, are 
present within the project site vicinity, specifically within a 50-foot buffer around the OWS Wellfield 
site where California buckwheat is present, as well as the scrub habitat around the Running Ridge 
Tank site. Potential impacts to nesting Crotch’s bumble bee are not expected because no ground 
disturbance or vegetation removal activities are proposed at the Running Ridge site and the suitable 
habitat at the OWS Wellfield site is outside of the project’s disturbance area. However, potential 
impacts to transiting Crotch’s bumble bee may occur during worker presence at the Running Ridge 
site. Should workers inadvertently damage or cause harm to Crotch bumble bee, impacts would be 
potentially significant.  

Elements of suitable habitat for California legless lizard, coastal whiptail, and coast patch-nosed 
snake, all of which are state Species of Special Concern, are present within the scrub habitat 
surrounding the Running Ridge Tank site. Potential impacts to these special status reptiles at the 
Running Ridge tank site are not expected because no ground disturbance or vegetation removal 
activities are proposed at this site. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

Nesting Birds 
The project site contains habitat capable of supporting nesting birds, including raptors protected 
under the California Fish and Game Commission (CFGC) and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). 
The adjacent native trees, ornamental vegetation and orchards along the project footprint provide 
suitable nesting habitat for avian species. Specifically, the coast live oak trees and blue gum 
eucalyptus throughout the project site contain suitable habitat for passerine and raptor species, 
such as Anna’s hummingbird (Calypte anna) and red-shouldered hawk (Buteo lineatus). In addition, 
the existing water facilities and road culverts may provide habitat for mud and cavity-nesting birds 
such as cliff swallows (Petrochelidon pyrrhonota) and black phoebe (Sayornis nigricans). The project 
could impact raptors and other nesting birds if construction occurs while they are present within or 
adjacent to the project footprint, through direct mortality or abandonment of nests. The loss of a 
nest due to construction activities would be a violation of the MBTA and CFGC Section 3503. 
Therefore, impacts to nesting birds would be potentially significant.  
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Mitigation Measures 

BIO-1 Worker Environmental Awareness Program 
Prior to initiation of construction activities (including staging and mobilization) at the Running Ridge 
Tank and OWS Wellfield sites, all personnel associated with project construction at these sites shall 
attend a Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) training, conducted by a qualified 
biologist, to aid workers in recognizing special status biological resources which may occur in the 
project site. This training shall include information about Crotch’s bumblebee, special status reptiles 
(California legless lizard, coast whiptail, and coast patch-nosed snake), nesting birds, and protected 
trees. 

The specifics of this program shall include identification of special status species and habitats, a 
description of the regulatory status and general ecological characteristics of special status 
resources, and review of the limits of construction and measures required to avoid and minimize 
impacts to biological resources within the work area. A fact sheet conveying this information shall 
also be prepared for distribution to all contractors, their employees, and other personnel involved 
with construction of the project. Employees shall sign a form provided by the trainer documenting 
they have attended the WEAP and understand the information presented to them. The crew 
foreman shall be responsible for ensuring crew members adhere to the guidelines and restrictions 
designed to avoid impacts to special status species. 

BIO-2 Nesting Bird Season Avoidance 

To avoid disturbance of nesting and special status birds, including raptor species protected by the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game Code Section 3503, activities related to the 
project including, but not limited to, vegetation removal, ground disturbance, and construction and 
demolition shall occur outside of the bird breeding season for migratory birds (February 1 through 
August 31), if practicable. 

BIO-3 Nesting Bird Survey 

If construction must begin during the breeding season, then a pre-construction nesting bird survey 
shall be conducted no more than seven days prior to initiation of ground disturbance and vegetation 
removal activities. The nesting bird pre-construction survey shall be conducted on foot inside the 
project footprint, including a 100-foot buffer (300-foot for raptors), and in inaccessible areas (e.g., 
private lands) from afar using binoculars to the extent practicable. The survey shall be conducted by 
a biologist familiar with the identification of avian species known to occur in southern California 
coastal communities. If nests are found, an avoidance buffer (dependent upon the species, the 
proposed work activity, and existing disturbances associated with land uses outside of the site) shall 
be determined and demarcated by the biologist with bright orange construction fencing, flagging, 
construction lathe, or other means to mark the boundary. All construction personnel shall be 
notified as to the existence of the buffer zone and to avoid entering the buffer zone during the 
nesting season. No ground-disturbing activities shall occur inside this buffer until the avian biologist 
has confirmed breeding/nesting is completed, and the young have fledged the nest. Encroachment 
into the buffer shall occur only at the discretion of the qualified biologist. 

Significance After Mitigation 
Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through BIO-3, which would require a Worker 
Environmental Awareness Program for construction personnel (BIO-1), avoidance of construction 
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activities during the nesting bird season (BIO-2), and pre-construction surveys and establishment of 
avoidance buffers for nesting birds (should construction occur during the nesting bird season) (BIO-
3) would reduce potential impacts to special status species. Specifically, Mitigation Measure BIO-1 
would reduce impacts to Crotch’s bumble bee, California legless lizard, coastal whiptail, and coast 
patch-nosed snake, and Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through BIO-3 would all reduce impacts to 
nesting birds. With implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts would be less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated.  

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

b. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

No riparian habitat or sensitive plant communities are documented within the project site. Coast 
live oak woodlands, considered a locally important plant community in Ventura County, are present 
within a 50-foot buffer of the Ojai East Tank site but outside of the project’s disturbance area. 
Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact on riparian habitat or sensitive plant 
communities. 

NO IMPACT 

c. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means? 

San Antonio Creek, located to the west of the OWS Wellfield site, is subject to the jurisdiction of the 
United States Army Corps of Engineers, Regional Water Quality Control Board, and California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife. However, San Antonio Creek is located outside of the project’s 
disturbance area at the OWS Wellfield site. Construction activities would occur outside of riparian 
vegetation and top of bank associated with San Antonio Creek, and no human traffic or equipment 
is proposed in jurisdictional features. The proposed project would thus avoid direct impacts to San 
Antonio Creek.  

Indirect impacts from construction materials stored onsite, such as stockpiled materials, 
construction equipment, and trash, could adversely affect water quality. These impacts may include 
increased turbidity, altered pH, or decreased dissolved oxygen levels within the water features if 
runoff occurs during storm events. These indirect impacts would be potentially significant.  

Mitigation Measures 

BIO-4 Jurisdictional Waters Avoidance and Minimization 
The construction contractor(s) shall implement the following best management practices during 
work at the OWS Wellfield site: 

 Areas of temporary disturbance shall be minimized to the extent practicable. 
 Staging and laydown areas shall occur in unvegetated areas and previously disturbed sites only. 
 All vehicles and equipment shall be in good working condition and free of leaks to avoid or 

minimize the risk of oil, petroleum products, or any other pollutant from contaminating the soil 
or entering a watercourse (dry or otherwise). When vehicles or equipment are stationary, mats 
or drip pans shall be placed below vehicles to contain fluid leaks. 
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 Materials shall be stored on impervious surfaces or plastic ground covers to avoid or minimize 
effects of any spills or leakage. Material storage shall be at least 100 feet from San Antonio 
Creek. Any material/spoils from project activities shall be located and stored 100 feet from San 
Antonio Creek. Construction materials and spoils shall be protected from stormwater run-off 
using temporary perimeter sediment barriers such as berms, silt fences, fiber rolls, covers, 
sand/gravel bags, and straw bale barriers, as appropriate. 

 The construction contractor(s) shall provide street sweeping, vacuuming, and rumble plates, as 
appropriate, to avoid or minimize the off‐site tracking of loose construction and landscape 
materials. 

 Avoid or minimize the discharge of silt or pollutants off the site when working adjacent to San 
Antonio Creek by installing BMPs (e.g., silt barriers, sand bags, straw bales) as appropriate. 

 All food related trash shall be disposed of in closed containers and removed from the project 
area each day during the construction period. Construction personnel shall not feed or 
otherwise attract wildlife to the construction area. At project completion, all project-generated 
debris, vehicles, building materials, and rubbish shall be removed from the project footprint.  

 All re-fueling, cleaning, and maintenance of equipment shall occur at least 100-feet from San 
Antonio Creek. 

 Any spillage of material shall be stopped if it can be done safely. The contaminated area shall be 
cleaned, and any contaminated materials properly disposed. For all spills, the project foreman 
or other designated liaison shall notify Casitas immediately.    

Significance After Mitigation 
Mitigation Measure BIO-1 requires a Worker Environmental Awareness Program for construction 
personnel, and Mitigation Measure BIO-4 includes best management practices to reduce potential 
indirect impacts to water quality within San Antonio Creek. With implementation of these 
mitigation measures, impacts to jurisdictional waters would be less than significant with mitigation 
incorporated. 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

d. Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? 

The entirety of the project site occurs within an Essential Connectivity Area as mapped in the report, 
California Essential Habitat Connectivity Project: A Strategy for Conserving a Connected California 
(Spencer et al. 2010). Additionally, San Antonio Creek may operate as a movement corridor for 
wildlife species; common wildlife adapted to urban and suburban areas (e.g., raccoon and striped 
skunk) could use the riverine habitat of San Antonio Creek for local movement. The proposed 
project would not modify San Antonio Creek, nor substantially increase the level of disturbance 
beyond existing conditions. 

The project site is located within sites developed with existing water infrastructure, and no new 
aboveground infrastructure would occur beyond these existing sites. Proposed project components 
would be similar in design and scale to existing infrastructure, and would not create a barrier to 
wildlife movement. Thus, the proposed project would not substantially interfere with wildlife 
movement, and impacts would be less than significant.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
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e. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, 
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 

Protected trees, including California sycamore, coast live oak, and potential historical or heritage 
trees, were observed within the project site. Impacts to protected trees may include construction 
equipment compacting soil around the trees as well as disturbance of the crown and the root zone 
from trenching, grading, and clearance pruning. The proposed project would consist of water 
infrastructure improvements primarily within the public right-of-way and developed sites with 
existing water infrastructure.  

The Ojai Municipal Code states a permit is required when encroachment to a protected tree dripline 
is unavoidable. Applications for a permit to impact protected trees must be accompanied by a 
certified arborist report. The report should list each of the protected trees located within the work 
area, show the protected tree’s location on a development plan, and recommend a program for 
protecting the trees prior to, during, and after construction. The County of Ventura requires a 
ministerial permit to be obtained from the County for removal, alteration, or encroachment into the 
tree protection zone of a tree regulated by the County of Ventura requires a ministerial permit to be 
obtained from the County. Minor pruning does not require a permit and includes pruning dead 
limbs or roots, pruning living limbs or roots that are 20 percent less than the trunk’s girth, and 
pruning living limbs or roots that are less than 20 percent of the tree’s overall canopy or root 
system. The removal, encroachment, or alteration of protected trees that is necessary to construct 
improvement within the public right-of-way or within a flood control or other public utility right-of-
way; and no more than five protected trees from a subject property where the trees deny 
reasonable access and/or use of the property as permitted by zoning may occur through a 
ministerial permit process. However, California Government Code Section 53091 exempts location 
or construction of facilities for the production, storage, or transmission of water, wastewater, or 
electrical energy by a local agency from requiring a county or city permit.  

The Ventura County 2040 General Plan Conservation Element, Ojai Valley Area Plan Conservation 
and Open Space Section, and Ojai Municipal Code contain policies to protect potentially 
jurisdictional waters, sensitive local vegetation communities and species, protected trees, and 
wildlife movement from development. As discussed in Items 4(a) through 4(d), the proposed project 
is not anticipated to significantly impact these resources. However, the proposed project may result 
in impacts to protected trees through removal, trimming and/or tree protection zone encroachment 
at Arbolada Tank and Pump Station, Foothill Drive, Private Drive, and OWS Wellfield. These impacts 
would be potentially significant.   

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure BIO-5 Arborist Study 

An Arborist Study shall be completed for any protected trees occurring within or adjacent to (with 
any portion of the crown overhanging) the project footprint required by the County or the City. The 
study shall determine the jurisdiction of any trees to be impacted or protected in place. An Arborist 
Report shall be prepared by a Certified Arborist in compliance with both the City of Ojai and County 
of Ventura ordinance guidelines. Specifically, the Arborist Report shall include, at minimum: 

 An inventory of all trees that are within or adjacent to (with any portion of the crown 
overhanging) the project footprint, as feasible without trespassing on private lands. Inventory 
data shall record, at minimum: trunk location, species, diameter at standard height (DBH), 
height, dripline, mapping, and health and vigor rating. 



Environmental Checklist 
Biological Resources 

 
Public Review Draft Initial Study – Mitigated Negative Declaration 33 

 Representative photographs of each regulated tree that may be impacted. 
 Description of proposed site development activities including, but not limited to, excavation for 

trenching, any tree trimming for access, and construction access routes. 
 A project-specific Tree Protection Plan (TPP) shall be prepared which would at a minimum 

include site plans, protective tree fencing, the designated tree protection zone (identifying an 
area sufficiently large enough to protect the tree and its roots from disturbance), activities 
prohibited/permitted within the tree protective zone, encroachment boundaries, and potential 
requirements for transplanting or replacement tree plantings. 

The Arborist Report shall be completed consistent with the tree ordinance guidelines of the County 
of Ventura or City of Ojai prior to the start of any tree-disturbing construction activities, as 
necessary.  

Significance After Mitigation 
Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-5, which would require preparation of an Arborist Study 
and associated avoidance, minimization, and tree replacement measures for impacts to protected 
trees, would reduce potential impacts involving conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources. With implementation of this mitigation measure, impacts would be less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated. 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

f. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation 
plan? 

The project site is not within an area of an adopted habitat conservation plan, natural community 
conservation plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, 
the project would not conflict with any such provisions, and no impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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5 Cultural Resources 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? □ □ ■ □ 

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? □ ■ □ □ 

c. Disturb any human remains, including 
those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? □ □ ■ □ 

This section analyzes the project’s potential impacts related to cultural resources, including 
historical and archaeological resources as well as human remains. The analysis in this section is 
based on the Casitas-Ojai Water System Consolidation Project Historic Properties Identification 
Report (Consolidation Project HPIR) prepared for the Casitas-Ojai Water System Consolidation 
Project by Rincon in June 2025. The investigation consisted of a California Historical Resources 
Information System (CHRIS) records search through the South Central Coastal Information Center 
(SCCIC), a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search through the California Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC), Native American outreach and local interested party outreach, a 
geoarchaeological review, a pedestrian field survey, and an updated historical evaluation of the Ojai 
Water System (OWS). The Consolidation Project HPIR contains sensitive and confidential 
information concerning archaeological sites. As such, it has not been appended to this IS-MND.  

The OWS was previously recorded and evaluated in 2018 for a previous project, the OWS 
Improvements Project. The Cultural Resources Technical Report for the OWS Improvements Project, 
prepared by Rincon in 2018, recommended the system as ineligible for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). An 
evaluation of the OWS for local register eligibility was not completed as part of the previous project 
documentation.  

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? 

In accordance with California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) guidance, Rincon re-evaluated 
the historic-age elements of the OWS within project site, as well as the system as a whole, due to 
the passage of more than five years since the original study. The updated evaluation confirms the 
2018 findings: the OWS and its components are not eligible for listing in the NRHP, CRHR, or 
applicable local registers. Neither the OWS system nor any of the historic age components of the 
OWS within the project site are considered historical resources pursuant to CEQA.  
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Construction-related vibration could result in potential impacts to historic-period buildings, 
structures, or objects within the project site’s vicinity. As discussed in Section 2, Project Description, 
Subsection Standard Construction Measures, to avoid potential vibration-related impacts or effects 
to adjacently located historic-period buildings, structures, or objects, vibratory rollers would not be 
used within 37 feet of off-site buildings or structures over 50 years of age. Additionally, when 
grading or earthwork activities occur within 21 feet of off-site buildings or structures over 50 years 
of age, only equipment with 100 horsepower or less would be used. These construction measures 
would ensure impacts associated with construction vibration would be less-than-significant.   

As such, the project would result in a less than significant impact to historical resources as defined in 
Section 15064.5(b) of the CEQA Guidelines.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

No archaeological resources were identified within or immediately adjacent to the project site as a 
result of the CHRIS records search, SLF search, Native American and local interested party outreach, 
or field survey completed as part of the Consolidation Project HPIR. The geoarchaeological review 
indicates the project site has low potential to contain intact archaeological deposits. This is due to 
alluvial and colluvial landforms with large clasts, which reflect high-energy environments not 
conducive to preserving archaeological materials. As such, the potential for encountering intact 
archaeological deposits during project construction is considered low. 

Based on the results of the Consolidation Project HPIR, no archaeological resources were identified 
in the project site, and the project would not result in significant impacts to known archaeological 
resources pursuant to CEQA. Nevertheless, there is a potential for unanticipated archaeological 
resources to be encountered during ground-disturbing activities. Impacts to unanticipated 
archaeological resources during project construction, such as damage of the resources, would be 
potentially significant.  

Mitigation Measure 

CUL-1 Unanticipated Discovery of Cultural Resources 
In the event of the unanticipated discovery of archaeological materials, the construction contractor 
shall immediately cease all work activities in the area (within approximately 100 feet) of the 
discovery until it can be evaluated by an archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Professional Qualification Standards (qualified archaeologist). Prehistoric archaeological materials 
might include obsidian and chert flaked-stone tools (e.g., projectile points, knives, scrapers) or 
toolmaking debris; culturally darkened soil (“midden”) containing heat-affected rocks, artifacts, or 
shellfish remains; stone milling equipment (e.g., mortars, pestles, handstones, or milling slabs); and 
battered stone tools, such as hammerstones and pitted stones. Historic-period materials might 
include stone or concrete footings and walls; filled wells or privies; and deposits of metal, glass, 
and/or ceramic refuse. Construction should not resume until the qualified archaeologist has 
conferred with Casitas on the significance of the resource.  

If it is determined the discovered archaeological resource constitutes a historical resource or unique 
archaeological resource under CEQA, avoidance and preservation in place is the preferred manner 
of mitigation. Preservation in place maintains the important relationship between artifacts and their 
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archaeological context and also serves to avoid conflict with traditional and religious values of 
groups who may ascribe meaning to the resource. Preservation in place may be accomplished by, 
but is not limited to, avoidance, incorporating the resource into open space, capping, or deeding the 
site into a permanent conservation easement. In the event preservation in place is demonstrated to 
be infeasible and data recovery through excavation is the only feasible mitigation available, an 
Archaeological Resources Data Recovery and Treatment Plan shall be prepared and implemented by 
the qualified archaeologist in consultation with Casitas. The Archaeological Resources Data Recovery 
and Treatment Plan shall provide for the adequate recovery of the scientifically consequential 
information contained in the archaeological resource. The qualified archaeologist and Casitas shall 
consult with appropriate Native American representatives in determining treatment for prehistoric 
or Native American resources to ensure cultural values ascribed to the resource, beyond those of 
scientific importance, are considered. 

Significance After Mitigation 
Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1, which would require implementation of 
unanticipated discovery protocol in the event cultural resources are discovered during construction, 
would reduce potential impacts to archaeological resources. With implementation of this mitigation 
measure, impacts would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

c. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

The Consolidation Project HPIR did not indicate human remains are present or likely to be present 
within the project site. However, the discovery of human remains is always a possibility during 
ground disturbing activities. If human remains are found, the State of California Health and Safety 
Code Section 7050.5 states no further disturbance shall occur until the county coroner has made a 
determination of origin and disposition pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98. In the event of an 
unanticipated discovery of human remains, the County Coroner must be notified immediately. If the 
human remains are determined to be prehistoric, the Coroner must notify the Native American 
Heritage Commission, which would determine and notify a most likely descendant (MLD). The MLD 
must complete the inspection of the site and provide recommendations for treatment to the 
landowner within 48 hours of being granted access. With adherence to existing regulations, 
potential impacts to human remains would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
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6 Energy 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Result in a potentially significant 
environmental impact due to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption 
of energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? □ □ □ ■ 

b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local 
plan for renewable energy or energy 
efficiency? □ □ □ ■ 

a. Would the project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or 
operation? 

Construction 
Energy use during project construction would be primarily in the form of fuel consumption to 
operate heavy equipment, light-duty vehicles, and machinery. Temporary grid power may also be 
provided to construction trailers or electric construction equipment. Energy use during construction 
would be temporary in nature. Heavy-duty equipment used would be typical of similar-sized 
construction projects in the region. In addition, the construction contractor(s) would be required to 
comply with regulations listed within Section 2, Project Description, Subsection Standard 
Construction Measures. Adherence to these regulations would minimize unnecessary fuel 
consumption. Furthermore, heavy-duty equipment would be subject to the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Construction Equipment Fuel Efficiency Standard, which 
would also minimize inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary fuel consumption by requiring 
construction contractor(s) to meet specific performance standards which promote the use of 
cleaner technologies and more efficient fuel usage practices. These practices would result in 
efficient use of energy necessary to perform construction of the project. In the interest of cost-
efficiency, construction contractor(s) also would not utilize fuel in a wasteful or unnecessary 
manner. Therefore, construction would not involve the inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary use of 
energy. No construction impact would occur.  

Operation 
Operation of the new pump station would require approximately 3,229 kWh per year, which 
represents a 5 percent decrease from existing conditions, as the proposed project would replace 
two BPSs (Arbolada [old] and Valley View) with one improved BPS (Arbolada [new]). This energy 
demand would be supplied by the regional electricity grid, which is increasingly powered by 
renewable energy. In addition, the project would restore lost efficiency in the water distribution 
system, which would improve energy efficiency. The project would not be used to increase the retail 
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water supply or serve additional customers. Operational trips associated with maintenance of the 
infrastructure would be the same as under existing conditions.  

As such, project operation would not result in a potential impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, and no impact would occur.  

NO IMPACT 

b. Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy 
efficiency? 

Senate Bill 100 mandates 100 percent clean electricity for California by 2045. Because the proposed 
project would be powered by the existing electricity grid, the project would eventually be powered 
by renewable energy mandated by Senate Bill 100 and would not conflict with this statewide plan. 
Casitas and the City of Ojai do not have any specific renewable energy or energy efficiency plans 
with which the project could comply. The County of Ventura’s 2040 General Plan, which serves as 
Ventura County’s Climate Action Plan, does not contain any regulations, goals, or policies which 
would apply to the project. Thus, the project would not conflict with or obstruct the state plan for 
renewable energy; therefore, no impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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7 Geology and Soils 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Directly or indirectly cause potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:     
1. Rupture of a known earthquake 

fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or 
based on other substantial evidence 
of a known fault? □ □ ■ □ 

2. Strong seismic ground shaking? □ □ ■ □ 
3. Seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction? □ □ ■ □ 

4. Landslides? □ □ ■ □ 
b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the 

loss of topsoil? □ □ ■ □ 
c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that 

is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction, or collapse? □ □ □ ■ 

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined 
in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building 
Code (1994), creating substantial direct 
or indirect risks to life or property? □ □ □ ■ 

e. Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the 
disposal of wastewater? □ □ □ ■ 

f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? □ ■ □ □ 
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a.1. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the 
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the 
area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? 

a.2. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground shaking? 

Pursuant to state law, the California Geological Survey has designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zones for the Ojai and Matilija Quadrangles in which the project site is located. No portion of 
the project site is located in an Alquist-Priolo earthquake fault zone. The nearest Alquist-Priolo 
earthquake fault zones to the project site are the Mission Ridge Fault Zone, approximately 1.4 mile 
southwest of the project site in the unincorporated community of Meiners Oaks, and the San 
Cayetano Fault Zone, approximately 1.5 miles east of the project site in unincorporated Ventura 
County (California Department of Conservation 2025a). 

Although the project site is located in a seismically active area, the proposed project would not 
expose people or habitable structures to seismically induced risk. The proposed project involves 
water infrastructure improvements; it does not involve construction of or modification to any 
habitable structures. While the project may be subject to strong ground shaking in the event of an 
earthquake, it would not be subject to unusual levels of ground shaking as compared to the rest of 
the region. The engineering design of the proposed water infrastructure improvements would 
consider the seismic environment and would comply with applicable seismic design standards. In 
the event an earthquake compromised any project component during operation, Casitas would 
temporarily cease operations and conduct emergency repairs as soon as possible. Therefore, while 
the project site is located within a seismically active area, the project would not directly or indirectly 
cause potential substantial adverse effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death, involving rupture 
of a known earthquake fault or seismic ground shaking. Potential impacts would be less than 
significant.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

a.3. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Liquefaction occurs when strong, cyclic motions during an earthquake cause water-saturated soils to 
lose their cohesion and take on a liquid state. Liquefied soils are unstable and can subject overlying 
structures to substantial damage. In the event of a major earthquake, seismically induced 
liquefaction would be expected throughout the city of Ojai and Ventura County.  

Liquefaction hazard zones within the project site include the Ojai East Tank and OWS Wellfield sites 
(California Department of Conservation 2025a). At these locations, project development would 
consist of a new water tank and rehabilitated water tank (at the Ojai East Tank site) and a new 
water treatment system (at the OWS Wellfield site). In the event seismically induced liquefaction 
compromises the proposed water infrastructure improvements during operation, Casitas would 
temporarily cease operations and conduct emergency repairs as soon as possible. The project 
involves construction of water infrastructure and would not involve placement of habitable 
structures within a liquefaction-prone area, thereby minimizing the potential to result in loss, injury, 
or death involving seismic-related ground failure due to liquefaction. As a result, the proposed 
project would not directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk 
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of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction. Impacts 
would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

a.4. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides? 

The Private Drive, Foothill Road, and Running Ridge sites are adjacent to hillside areas identified as 
Landslide Zones (California Department of Conservation 2025a). In general, a landslide event may be 
triggered by removing material down-slope of potentially unstable materials; placing fill or heavy 
structures upslope of potentially unstable materials; or applying substantial amounts of water to the 
surface or subsurface to the point where it decreases the strength of potentially unstable geologic 
areas.  

The proposed project would not include habitable structures and would not expose people to loss, 
injury, or death involving landslides. Although portions of the project site are adjacent to hillside 
areas, the proposed project would not disturb or burden potentially unstable geologic areas. As 
discussed under Items 7(a.1) and 7(a.2), all project activities would be constructed in compliance 
with applicable standards for seismic integrity and safety, which includes the potential for 
landslides. The proposed project would not have the potential to cause substantial adverse effects 
involving landslides. Impacts involving landslides would be less than significant.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

Soil erosion or the loss of topsoil may occur when soils are disturbed but not secured or restored, to 
the point where wind or rain events may mobilize disturbed soils, resulting in their transport off the 
project site. Construction activities involving soil disturbance, such as excavation, stockpiling, and 
grading could result in increased erosion and sediment transport by stormwater to surface waters. 

The proposed project would minimize soil erosion via implementation of Best Management 
Practices (BMPs), in accordance with the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated 
with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities (Construction General Permit). Compliance with 
the Construction General Permit requires the development of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention 
Plan (SWPPP) to reduce erosion and topsoil loss from stormwater runoff. The SWPPP would include 
additional erosion control BMPs, such as covering of stockpiles, use of desilting basins, limitations 
on work during high-wind events, and post-construction revegetation and drainage requirements. 
With adherence to the permit requirements, the project would not result in substantial soil erosion 
or loss of topsoil, and impacts would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

d. Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? 

Unstable soils are those soils which are physically unsuitable to support buildings, roads, utilities, or 
other development-related improvements, or which have the potential for slope failure, erosion, or 
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subsidence. As discussed under Items 7(a.3) and 7(a.4), the proposed project would not exacerbate 
soil instability in areas of the project site at risk of liquefaction, lateral spreading or landslide. The 
project site is not located in an area subject to subsidence (County of Ventura 2020d). Expansive 
soils are those soils which can undergo substantial changes in volume (i.e., shrink-or-swell 
potential), due to variations in moisture content. Expansive soils have been documented throughout 
Ventura County, including portions of the Ojai Valley (County of Ventura 2020d), and may be 
present in localized areas of the project site. 

During pipeline construction, trench spoils would be temporarily stockpiled within the construction 
staging and storage area, then used to backfill the trench after pipeline placement; backfilling would 
be conducted to meet proper compaction requirements. Depending on applicable requirements at 
the time of construction, slurry backfill may be used. The proposed water infrastructure 
improvements, including the new treatment system, tank, and pump station, would occur on sites 
where similar infrastructure currently exists. As discussed previously, although the project site is 
located in a seismically active area, the project is not anticipated to adversely affect soil stability or 
increase the potential for local or regional landslides, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. The 
project would not include habitable structures and would therefore not create substantial direct or 
indirect risks to life or property beyond existing conditions. 

The project would not compromise soil stability and there would be no impact involving unstable or 
expansive soils.  

NO IMPACT 

e. Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater? 

The proposed project would not include the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems. No impact would occur.  

NO IMPACT 

f. Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 
unique geologic feature? 

Paleontological resources, or fossils, are the evidence of once-living organisms preserved in the rock 
record. They include both the fossilized remains of ancient plants and animals and the traces 
thereof (e.g., trackways, imprints, burrows). Paleontological resources are not found in “soil” but 
are contained within the geologic deposits or bedrock underlying the soil layer. Typically, fossils are 
greater than 5,000 years old (i.e., older than middle Holocene in age) and are typically preserved in 
sedimentary rocks. Although rare, fossils can also be preserved in volcanic rocks and low-grade 
metamorphic rocks under certain conditions (Society of Vertebrate Paleontology [SVP] 2010). Fossils 
occur in a non-continuous and often unpredictable distribution within some sedimentary units, and 
the potential for fossils to occur within sedimentary units depends on several factors. It is possible 
to evaluate the potential for geologic units to contain scientifically important paleontological 
resources, and therefore evaluate the potential for impacts to those resources and provide 
mitigation for paleontological resources if they are discovered during construction of a development 
project. 
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Rincon evaluated the paleontological sensitivity of the geologic units underlying the project site to 
assess the project’s potential for significant impacts to scientifically important paleontological 
resources. The analysis was based on the results of a paleontological locality search and a review of 
existing information in the scientific literature regarding known fossils within geologic units mapped 
at the project site. According to the SVP (2010) classification system, geologic units can be assigned 
a high, low, undetermined, or no potential for containing scientifically significant nonrenewable 
paleontological resources. Following the literature review, a paleontological sensitivity classification 
was assigned to each geologic unit mapped within the project site. This criterion is based on rock 
units within which vertebrate or significant invertebrate fossils have been determined by previous 
studies to be present or likely to be present. The potential for impacts to significant paleontological 
resources is based on the potential for ground disturbance to directly impact paleontologically 
sensitive geologic units.  

Rincon requested a records search from the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County on May 
15, 2025, which recovered no known paleontological localities within the project site (Bell 2025). 
Known fossil localities occur nearby from the Sespe Formation, Coldwater Sandstone, and unnamed 
Pleistocene sediments.  

The project site is situated in the Transverse Ranges geomorphic province, one of the eleven 
geomorphic provinces in California (California Geological Survey 2002). The Transverse Ranges 
extend approximately 275 miles west-east from Point Arguello in Santa Barbara County, east to the 
San Bernardino Mountains, and south to the Anacapa-Santa Monica-Hollywood-Raymond-
Cucamonga fault zone (Yerkes and Campbell 2005). The Transverse Ranges are composed of 
Proterozoic to Mesozoic intrusive crystalline igneous and metamorphic rocks overlain by Cenozoic 
marine and terrestrial sedimentary deposits and volcanic rock (Norris and Webb 1976). Locally, the 
project site lies in the Ojai Valley, a small east-west-running valley running between the Topa Topa 
Mountains to the north and Black Mountain to the south.  

The project site is located in the Ojai and Matilija United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute 
topographic quadrangles. The geology of the region surrounding the project site was mapped by 
Tan and Irvine (2005), Tan and Jones (2006), and Bedrossian et al. (2010). These authors identified 
three geologic units underlying the various locations of the project site: Quaternary active alluvial 
valley deposits, Quaternary active alluvial fan deposits, and Sespe Formation. They also identified 
two other geologic units within 100 feet of the project site, Quaternary active wash deposits and 
Rincon Shale. The proximity of these additional geologic units to the project site means they could 
be affected by project construction due to errors in geologic mapping due to their relatively large 
scale or their presence at shallow depths in the subsurface. Therefore, all five of these geologic units 
are assessed herein. 

Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits underlie the majority of the project site, including the 
entirety of the Foothill Road and Private Drive pipelines, Arbolada Tank, and OWS Wellfield sites 
(Figure 7). Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits consist of unconsolidated sandy clay with 
occasional gravel (Tan and Irvine 2005; Tan and Jones 2006; Bedrossian et al. 2010). Quaternary 
active alluvial fan deposits underlie the Ojai East Tank site (Figure 7) and consist of sandy clay with 
smaller amounts of gravel, cobbles, and boulders (Tan and Irvine 2005; Bedrossian et al. 2010). 
Quaternary active wash deposits are found within San Antonio Creek between the OWS wellfield 
and a laydown site and less than 100 feet north of the Ojai East Tank site (Figure 7). These 
sediments consist of unconsolidated gravel, sand, and silt (Tan and Irvine 2005). Quaternary young 
wash deposits are unlikely to be impacted by project construction, because they are restricted to 
the active creek channel. Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits, Quaternary active alluvial fan 
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deposits, and Quaternary active wash deposits are too young (i.e., less than 5,000 years old; SVP 
2010) to preserve paleontological resources and are considered to have low paleontological 
sensitivity. However, Holocene-aged sediments may become old enough (i.e., 5,000 years old) to 
preserve paleontological resources in the subsurface. Pleistocene-aged sediments are known to 
preserve paleontological resources in Ventura County (Jefferson 2010; Paleobiology Database 
2025). Therefore, such sediments should be considered to have high paleontological sensitivity. The 
relatively narrow width of the Ojai Valley and lack of known Pleistocene localities within the Ojai 
Valley suggests this transition may occur as deep at 10 feet within the project site. However, this 
transition depth is an estimate, so Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits, Quaternary active 
alluvial fan deposits, and Quaternary active wash deposits, should be considered to have low 
paleontological sensitivity from 0 to 10 feet below the surface and undetermined paleontological 
sensitivity greater than 10 feet below the surface. 

The Sespe Formation underlies the Running Ridge Tank site and is also found just north of the 
Arbolada Tank site (Figure 7). This geologic unit consists of red sandstone with lesser amounts of 
conglomerate and mudstone (Tan and Jones 2006). The Sespe Formation is Oligocene in age and has 
produced vertebrate-bearing fossil localities in Ventura County, including mammals (Primates, 
Carnivora, Artiodactyla, Perissodactyla, Rodentia), reptiles (lizards, snakes, turtles), and 
invertebrates (Bivalvia, Crustacea, Gastropoda) (Kelly et al. 1991; Paleobiology Database 2025). 
Given this fossil-producing history, the Sespe Formation is assigned high paleontological sensitivity. 

The Rincon Shale is mapped less than 100 feet south of the Ojai East Tank site (Figure 7) and 
consists of early Miocene-aged shale and siltstone (Tan and Irvine 2005). The Rincon Shale has 
produced numerous invertebrate-bearing fossil localities (Paleobiology Database 2025). Given this 
fossil-producing history, Rincon Shale is assigned high paleontological sensitivity. 

Ground-disturbing activities within previously undisturbed sediments with high or undetermined 
paleontological sensitivity could result in significant impacts to paleontological resources. Impacts 
would be significant if construction activities result in the destruction, damage, or loss of 
scientifically important paleontological resources and associated stratigraphic and paleontological 
data. Table 5 presents paleontological sensitivity and potential impacts to paleontological resources 
for each project component.  
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Table 5 Project Component and Paleontological Sensitivity 

Project Component 
Depth of 
Excavation/Activity Underlying Geologic Formation Impact 

Private Drive Pipeline 10 feet, open-cut 
trenching 

Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits 
(low paleontological sensitivity) 

No impact due to low 
sensitivity and previous 
disturbance of sediments 

Foothill Road Pipeline 10 feet, open-cut 
trenching 

Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits 
(low paleontological sensitivity) 

No impact due to low 
sensitivity and previous 
disturbance of sediments 

Arbolada Tank Grading Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits 
(low paleontological sensitivity) 

No impact due to low 
sensitivity and previous 
disturbance of sediments 

Ojai East Tanks Grading Quaternary active alluvial fan deposits 
(low paleontological sensitivity) 

No impact due to low 
sensitivity and previous 
disturbance of sediments 

Ojai Water System 
Chloramine Conversion 

10 feet, open-cut 
trenching for the 
proposed discharge 
line 

Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits 
(low paleontological sensitivity) 

No impact due to low 
sensitivity and previous 
disturbance of sediments 

Arbolada Booster Pump 
Station 

10 feet, excavation 
and grading 

Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits 
(low paleontological sensitivity) 

No impact due to low 
sensitivity and previous 
disturbance of sediments 

As discussed in Table 5, none of the proposed activities are expected to impact previously 
undisturbed sediments with high or undetermined paleontological sensitivity. Nonetheless, 
trenching for the new pipelines in Foothill Road and Private Drive may reach the transition depth at 
which Quaternary active alluvial valley deposits become old enough to preserve paleontological 
resources. Since this 10-foot-deep transition depth was an estimate, it is possible, though unlikely, 
sediments old enough to contain paleontological resources could be impacted. Therefore, impacts 
to paleontological resources would be potentially significant.  

Mitigation Measure 

GEO-1 Unanticipated Fossil Discovery 
Casitas shall include a standard inadvertent discovery clause in every construction contract to 
inform contractors of this requirement. If a potential fossil is discovered during project construction, 
construction activity within 50 feet of the find shall cease until the discovery is examined by a 
Qualified Professional Paleontologist. If the find is determined to be significant, the Qualified 
Professional Paleontologist shall direct all mitigation efforts related to paleontological resources 
consistent with the SVP (2010) standards, which may include, but are not limited to: paleontological 
monitoring; fossil salvage, preparation, and curation; and reporting to summarize the 
paleontological mitigation efforts.  

Significance After Mitigation 
Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, which would require an unanticipated fossil 
discovery protocol in the event paleontological resources are discovered during construction, would 
reduce potential impacts to paleontological resources. With implementation of this mitigation 
measure, impacts would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 
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Figure 7 Geologic Map of the Project Site 
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II II Project Location 
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8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may 
have a significant impact on the 
environment? □ □ ■ □ 

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases? □ □ ■ □ 

a. Would the project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment? 

b. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose 
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

Climate change is the observed increase in the average temperature of the Earth’s atmosphere and 
oceans along with other substantial changes in climate (such as wind patterns, precipitation, and 
storms) over an extended period. Climate change is the result of numerous, cumulative sources of 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions contributing to the warming of Earth’s surface. GHG emissions 
occur both naturally and as a result of human activities, such as fossil fuel burning, decomposition of 
landfill wastes, raising livestock, deforestation, and some agricultural practices. GHGs produced by 
human activities include carbon dioxide (CO2), methane, nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, 
perfluorocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride.  

To date, Casitas and Ventura County have not adopted GHG thresholds of significance. In 2011, 
VCAPCD published Greenhouse Gas Thresholds of Significance Options for Land Use Development 
Projects in Ventura County, which identifies options for potential significance thresholds for GHG 
emissions, but has not yet adopted specific significance thresholds. In the absence of any adopted 
numeric threshold, the significance of the proposed project’s GHG emissions is evaluated consistent 
with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.4(b) by considering whether the proposed project complies 
with applicable plans, policies, regulations, and requirements adopted to implement a statewide, 
regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of GHG emissions. Therefore, the significance 
of the proposed project’s potential impacts regarding GHG emissions and climate change is 
evaluated based on consistency with plans and polices adopted for the purposes of reducing GHG 
emissions and mitigating the effects of climate change. GHG emissions from the construction of the 
proposed project are provided for informational purposes. The applicable adopted regulatory plan 
to reduce GHG emissions is the County of Ventura 2040 General Plan, which serves as Ventura 
County’s Climate Action Plan (CAP). In addition, CARB’s 2022 Scoping Plan contains guidance on 
GHG-reduction; however, this guidance is related to transportation electrification, vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT) reduction, and building decarbonization for operational residential and mixed-use 
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projects and therefore is not applicable to the proposed project (CARB 2022). Accordingly, the 
proposed project’s potential to conflict with a GHG reduction plan is based solely on its potential to 
conflict with the Ventura County 2040 General Plan.  

GHG emissions associated with project construction were estimated using CalEEMod, as described 
in Item 3(b) in Section 3, Air Quality. As described therein, emissions associated with long-term 
project operation and maintenance would remain unchanged from existing conditions. Therefore, 
the proposed project’s operational emissions are not quantified and are rather discussed 
qualitatively. Construction emissions were amortized over the proposed project’s estimated 30-year 
lifetime because construction emissions are confined to a relatively short period of time in relation 
to the overall life of the proposed project. Table 6 shows the proposed project’s estimated 
construction emissions amortized over a 30-year project lifetime.  

Table 6 Estimated Construction GHG Emissions 
Project Component Project Emissions (metric tons CO2e) 

Foothill Road Pipeline 46 

Private Drive Pipeline 21 

Arbolada Tank Demolition 109 

Running Ridge Tank Abandonment 233 

Ojai East Tank Rehabilitation and Construction 170 

OWS Water System Wellfield Chloramine Conversion 153 

Total 732 

Total Amortized over 30 Years 24.4 per year 

CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalent; OWS = Ojai Water System 
Carbon dioxide equivalent is a metric used to compare the emissions of various greenhouse gases based on their global warming 
potential relative to carbon dioxide. 
See Appendix A for CalEEMod worksheets. 

As shown in Table 6, construction would generate a total of approximately 732 metric tons, or 24.4 
metric tons per year of CO2 equivalent amortized over a 30-year period. GHG emissions from 
construction would be short-term in nature, lasting only for the duration of the construction period, 
and would not represent a long-term source of GHG emissions. Operational GHG emissions would 
remain the same as existing conditions. 

Appendix B, Climate Change, of the County’s 2040 General Plan identifies a goal of promoting water 
efficiency, resiliency, and conservation for the purposes of GHG emissions reduction. The purpose of 
the proposed project is to address insufficient storage capacity in the OWS and provide compatible 
water treatment capabilities to the Casitas and OWS water systems, thereby increasing the overall 
efficiency and resiliency of the local water supply system. Accordingly, the proposed project would 
be consistent with the County of Ventura’s 2040 General Plan. Therefore, the proposed project’s 
impact related to conflicts with an applicable GHG reduction plan would be less than significant.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
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9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? □ □ ■ □ 

b. Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident 
conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the 
environment? □ □ ■ □ 

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
0.25 mile of an existing or proposed 
school? □ □ □ ■ 

d. Be located on a site that is included on a 
list of hazardous material sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 
significant hazard to the public or the 
environment? □ □ □ ■ 

e. For a project located in an airport land 
use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, would 
the project result in a safety hazard or 
excessive noise for people residing or 
working in the project area? □ □ □ ■ 

f. Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? □ □ ■ □ 

g. Expose people or structures, either 
directly or indirectly, to a significant risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving wildland 
fires? □ □ ■ □ 
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a. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

Construction of the proposed project would temporarily increase the transport and use of 
hazardous materials at the project site through the operation of vehicles and equipment, consistent 
with other construction projects in the region. Such substances include diesel fuel, oil, solvents, and 
other similar materials brought onto the construction site for use and storage during the 
construction period. These materials would be contained within vessels specifically engineered for 
safe storage and would not be transported, stored, or used in quantities which would pose a 
significant hazard to the public or construction workers. Furthermore, project construction would 
require the excavation and transport of paving materials and soils which could possibly be 
contaminated by vehicle-related pollution (e.g., oil, gasoline, diesel, and other automotive 
chemicals). All such paving and soils removed during construction would be transported and 
disposed of in accordance with applicable codes and regulations to minimize potential hazards to 
construction workers and the surrounding community.  

Operation of the proposed project would involve the maintenance of water infrastructure and 
would not require the use, storage, or disposal of hazardous materials. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Impacts would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment? 

The use, transport, and storage of hazardous materials during construction of the proposed project 
(e.g., diesel fuel, oil, solvents, and other similar materials) could introduce the potential for an 
accidental spill or release to occur. As discussed under Item 9(a), operation and maintenance of the 
project would not involve the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Therefore, 
potential impacts are limited to the construction period. 

The presence of hazardous materials during project construction activities could result in an 
accidental upset or release of hazardous materials if they are not properly stored and secured. 
However, hazardous materials used during project construction would be disposed of off-site in 
accordance with all applicable laws and regulations. Additionally, the proposed project would 
adhere to BMPs required by the SWPPP, which include hazardous material management measures. 
Therefore, construction impacts would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school? 

The nearest school to the project site is Topa Topa Elementary School, located approximately 0.8 
mile northwest of the OWS Wellfield site. Therefore, the proposed project would not handle 
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school. No 
impact would occur.  

NO IMPACT 
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d. Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous material sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the California Environmental Protection Agency to 
develop an updated Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites List, also known as the Cortese List. The 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) is responsible for a portion of the 
information contained in the Cortese List; other state and local government agencies are also 
required to provide additional hazardous material release information for the Cortese List. The 
analysis for this section included a review of the following resources on May 21, 2025, to provide 
hazardous material release information: 

 State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) GeoTracker database (SWRCB 2025a) 
 DTSC EnviroStor database (DTSC 2025) 

Based upon review of these databases, there are no hazardous material sites mapped at, adjacent 
to, or within 1,000 feet of the project site. Therefore, the project would not be located on a site 
included on a list of hazardous material sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5. No impact would occur.  

NO IMPACT 

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a 
safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area? 

The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public or 
private airport (Ventura County Airport Land Use Commission 2000). The nearest airport is the 
Santa Paula Airport, approximately 10 miles southwest of the Ojai East Tank site. As a result, the 
proposed project would have no impact related to safety hazards for people residing or working in 
the project area due to proximity to an airport.  

NO IMPACT 

f. Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

Construction activities associated with the proposed project would require temporary lane closures 
which could impede emergency response or emergency evacuation. Casitas would implement 
standard traffic controls to minimize impacts to the traveling public and potential emergency 
evacuation routes. A segment of the Foothill Road pipeline alignment would require flagger-
controlled traffic controls, and a minimum of one lane of traffic in each direction would be open 
during project construction. Open-cut trenching activities and paving and ground restoration 
activities would be mobile and constantly moving in a linear path along the pipeline alignment. 
Thus, lane closures would only affect one specific area of the project’s alignment for a short period 
of time.  

As discussed in Section 17, Transportation, the project would also implement traffic control plans, 
where necessary, to detour traffic lanes around the work area. Project operation and maintenance 
would not impede or interfere with emergency plans. Impacts related to emergency response plans 
and emergency evacuation plans during project construction would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
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g. Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires? 

As discussed in detail in Section 20, Wildfire, the Private Drive, Foothill Road, and Running Ridge 
sites are located in State Responsibility Areas designated as Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones 
(California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection [CAL FIRE] 2024). The Ojai East Tank site is 
located directly adjacent to a State Responsibility Area designated as a Very High Fire Hazard 
Severity Zone (CAL FIRE 2024).  

Project construction would involve the use of heavy equipment and machinery at the project site, 
including within or adjacent to areas designated as Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones. However, 
the project would comply with regulations related to fire hazards and wildfire safety, including 
mandatory use of spark arrestors (PRC Section 4442), maintenance of fire suppression equipment 
during the highest fire danger period (PRC Section 4428), and adherence to standards for 
conducting construction activities on days when a burning permit is required (PRC Sections 4427 
and 4431). Therefore, although portions of the project site are located within an area susceptible to 
wildfire, the proposed project would not increase fire risks at the project site or surrounding areas. 
Potential construction impacts associated with wildland fire would be less than significant. 

Following the completion of project construction, operational activities would be similar to existing 
conditions, and the new infrastructure would be designed in accordance with the California Building 
Code, which includes provisions for fire-resistant construction materials. Project operational 
activities would be associated with the ongoing maintenance of water supply infrastructure, and 
would not include additional operational or maintenance activities beyond existing conditions which 
could pose a substantial risk of wildfire ignition. No operational impact would occur.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
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10 Hydrology and Water Quality 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Violate any water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements or 
otherwise substantially degrade surface 
or ground water quality? □ ■ □ □ 

b. Substantially decrease groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that the 
project may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the basin? □ □ ■ □ 

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a manner which 
would:     
(i) Result in substantial erosion or 

siltation on- or off-site; □ □ ■ □ 
(ii) Substantially increase the rate or 

amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would result in 
flooding on- or off-site; □ □ ■ □ 

(iii) Create or contribute runoff water 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stormwater 
drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or □ □ ■ □ 

(iv) Impede or redirect flood flows? □ □ ■ □ 
d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, 

risk release of pollutants due to project 
inundation? □ □ ■ □ 

e. Conflict with or obstruct implementation 
of a water quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater management 
plan? □ ■ □ □ 



Casitas Municipal Water District 
Casitas-Ojai Water System Consolidation Project 

 
58 

a. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or 
otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? 

Excavation, grading, and other activities associated with construction of the proposed project would 
result in soil disturbance which could cause water quality violations through potential erosion and 
subsequent sedimentation of receiving water bodies. Indirect impacts from construction materials 
stored onsite, such as stockpiled materials, construction equipment, and trash, could adversely 
affect water quality. Both direct and indirect impacts to water quality may include increased 
turbidity, altered pH, or decreased dissolved oxygen levels within San Antonio Creek if runoff occurs 
during storm events.  

The proposed project would require coverage under the Construction General Permit and 
development and implementation of a SWPPP. The SWPPP would minimize the amount of sediment 
and other pollutants associated with the construction site discharged in stormwater runoff. 
Additionally, Casitas would obtain coverage under NPDES Permit No. CAG994004 (Discharges of 
Groundwater from Construction and Project Dewatering to Surface Waters in Coastal Watersheds of 
Los Angeles and Ventura Counties), which would require extracted groundwater (if dewatering is 
required) to be treated to remove pollutants (e.g., sediments, metals, hydrocarbons) before it is 
discharged. 

As such, the proposed project would be consistent with water quality standards and waste 
discharge requirements. As discussed in the impact analyses for Section 7, Geology and Soils, and 
Section 9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, implementation of SWPPP BMPs would reduce the 
extent of sedimentation and hazardous materials entering San Antonio Creek. However, indirect 
impacts to water quality due to the proximity to San Antonio Creek may nevertheless occur, and 
would be potentially significant.  

Mitigation Measure 

BIO-4 Jurisdictional Waters Avoidance and Minimization 

Refer to Item 4(c) in Environmental Checklist Section 4, Biological Resources.  

Significance after Mitigation 
Mitigation Measure BIO-4 includes best management practices to reduce potential indirect impacts 
to water quality within San Antonio Creek. With implementation of these mitigation measures, 
impacts to water quality would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

b. Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater 
management of the basin? 

In September 2014, the California Legislature enacted comprehensive legislation aimed at 
strengthening local control and management of groundwater basins throughout the state. Known as 
the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act, the legislation provides a framework for sustainable 
management of groundwater supplies by local authorities, with a limited role for State intervention 
when necessary to protect the resource. The project site overlies the Ojai Valley Groundwater Basin, 
which is designated as a “high priority” basin and is managed by the Ojai Basin Groundwater 
Management Agency (Ojai Basin Groundwater Management Agency 2022).  
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The project would involve abandonment, rehabilitation, and construction of water infrastructure for 
the purpose of storing and distributing potable water. The proposed project would not introduce a 
demand for groundwater supplies. If groundwater dewatering is required during construction based 
on site conditions, the project would adhere to applicable rules and regulations related to discharge. 
Depending on the quality of the dewatered groundwater, water may be discharged to an existing 
retention pond at the OWS Wellfield site or at the San Antonio Pump Plant and allowed to percolate 
into the Ojai Valley Groundwater Basin. The volume of dewatered groundwater expected to be 
encountered during construction would be minimal and not sufficient to impede sustainable 
groundwater management. Potential impacts would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c.(i) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or 
off-site? 

c.(ii) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a manner which would substantially increase the rate or amount of 
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site? 

c.(iii) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a manner that would create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

The proposed project would not alter the course of a stream or river and would not introduce 
substantial new impervious surfaces resulting in substantial erosion, siltation, or flooding on or off 
the site. Construction of the new pipelines would not increase impervious surfaces because the 
pipelines would be installed under existing roadways. The new treatment system, tank, and pump 
station would occur on sites with existing infrastructure and would not substantially change the 
drainage characteristics of these sites. After construction, the drainage pattern at the project site 
would be similar to pre-construction conditions. 

In addition, as discussed for Item 10(a), the project would not result in water quality degradation as 
the project would not introduce a permanent source of polluted runoff. The proposed project would 
not exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems and would not provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. Impacts would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c.(iv) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a manner which would impede or redirect flood flows? 

Most of the project site is located outside of a flood hazard area. The OWS Wellfield site is located 
within Zone AE (defined as an area subject to inundation by the one percent annual chance flood), 
and the Ojai East Tank site is located within Zone AE and Zone B (defined as an area between the 
limits of the 100‐year and 500‐year floods) (Federal Emergency Management Agency 2014 and 
2021).  
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As discussed for Items 10(c.i) through 10(c.iii), potential impacts related to drainage pattern 
alterations from the proposed project would be less than significant. The proposed project would 
not substantially alter existing drainage patterns at the project site or in the surrounding area. The 
proposed pipeline at the OWS Wellfield site would be located underground and would not impede 
or redirect flood flows. The proposed treatment system improvements at the OWS Wellfield site, as 
well as the new tank at the Ojai East Tank site, would not impede or redirect flood flows as the sites 
are already developed with existing water infrastructure (thus the project would not include a new 
encroachment into a floodplain) and the project would not include substantial grading or alteration 
of flow paths to the point where flows would be redirected when compared to existing conditions. 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the project risk release of pollutants due to 
project inundation? 

The project site is located approximately 12 miles inland and is not in a tsunami inundation zone 
(California Department of Conservation 2025b). The nearest large surface water body is Lake 
Casitas, located approximately 5.2 miles southwest of the project site. The project site is not within 
a seiche inundation zone, given the distance of the project site to Lake Casitas and intervening 
topography. Portions of the project site at the OWS Wellfield and Ojai East Tank sites are located in 
Special Flood Hazard Areas as designated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (Federal 
Emergency Management Agency 2014 and 2021).  

An extreme flood event could inundate the OWS Wellfield and Ojai East Tank sites. However, 
chemical treatment facilities at the OWS Wellfield site would include secondary containment 
designed to catch leaks or spills from the primary tank, and would be anchored to a concrete pad. 
These project design features would reduce the potential for the release of pollutants in the unlikely 
event the OWS Wellfield site is inundated. The proposed improvements at the Ojai East Tank site 
would not involve construction or installation of any structures or facilities using, processing, or 
storing pollutants which could be released in the event of inundation. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not risk release of pollutants due to inundation. Impacts would be less than 
significant.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

e. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater management plan? 

The project site is under the jurisdiction of RWQCB Region 4 (Los Angeles Region). The RWQCB 
provides permits for projects potentially affecting surface waters and groundwater locally, and is 
responsible for preparing the Water Quality Control Plan for the Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles 
and Ventura Counties (Basin Plan). The Basin Plan designates beneficial uses of water in the region 
and establishes narrative and numerical water quality objectives. The State has developed total 
maximum daily loads (also called TMDLs), which are a calculation of the maximum amount of 
pollutants a water body can have and still meet water quality objectives established by the region. 
San Antonio Creek, which is located adjacent to the OWS Wellfield site, is listed as impaired for 
nitrogen, total dissolved solids, dissolved oxygen, and other pollutants (SWRCB 2024a). With 
adherence to the requirements of the Construction General Permit and NPDES Permit No. 
CAG994004 (Discharges of Groundwater from Construction and Project Dewatering to Surface 
Waters in Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles and Ventura Counties), impacts to water quality within 
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San Antonio Creek from construction and operation of the proposed project would be reduced. 
Nevertheless, water quality impairments may still occur during construction activities, and this 
impact would be potentially significant. 

The project would not increase groundwater extraction rights nor result in groundwater extraction 
beyond the historical baseline and, therefore, would not obstruct implementation of the 
Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the Ojai Valley Groundwater Basin. 

Mitigation Measure 

BIO-4 Jurisdictional Waters Avoidance and Minimization 
Refer to Item 4(c) in Environmental Checklist Section 4, Biological Resources.  

Significance after Mitigation 
Mitigation Measure BIO-4 includes best management practices to reduce potential indirect impacts 
to water quality within San Antonio Creek. With implementation of these mitigation measures, 
impacts involving conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan would be 
less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 
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11 Land Use and Planning 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Physically divide an established 
community? □ □ □ ■ 

b. Cause a significant environmental impact 
due to a conflict with any land use plan, 
policy, or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? □ □ □ ■ 

a. Would the project physically divide an established community? 

The proposed project would consist of water infrastructure improvements located within paved 
roadways (e.g., new pipelines) and located on sites currently containing water infrastructure (e.g., 
new tank, rehabilitated tank, and new pump station). The presence of construction-related 
equipment and workers would temporarily change the existing character of the vicinity to a 
construction zone. However, construction staging would maintain local access for residences along 
the proposed pipeline alignments and other project components to the extent practicable 
throughout short-term construction of the proposed project. The proposed project would not have 
the potential to divide an established community. No impact would occur.  

NO IMPACT 

b. Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use 
plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

Per California Government Code Section 53091, building and zoning ordinances of a county or city 
do not apply to the location or construction of facilities for the production, storage, or transmission 
of water, wastewater, or electrical energy by a local agency. Nonetheless, the proposed project has 
been evaluated for consistency with applicable land use plans and policies adopted for the purpose 
of avoiding or mitigating environmental effects.  

The project supports the goals and policies of both the Ventura County 2040 General Plan (2020d) 
and Ojai General Plan (1987), particularly those related to water supply reliability and water 
infrastructure. Applicable goals and policies include: 

City of Ojai 
 Policy: The City shall ensure that adequate supplies of water be available to all City residents 

and uses requiring water. 
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 Program: Coordination between the City and all water agencies and companies shall be 
maintained, and the City shall work together with any involved entities to enhance the quality 
and quantity of water in the Ojai Valley. 

 Policy: The City shall identify the sources and availability of water, flood potential, and sources 
of potential damage to the City’s water supply and quality in order to maintain the optimum 
quality of water in the City and its watershed. 

County of Ventura 
 Policy WR-1.8: Water Supplier Consolidation. The County shall encourage the consolidation of 

water suppliers where necessary to ensure all residents are receiving water of adequate quality 
and quantity, to promote management efficiencies, and to encourage sharing of local resources 
and enhancement of managerial and technical expertise and capacity. 

The proposed project would integrate the OWS with the Casitas Water System to address 
insufficient storage capacity in the OWS and provide compatible water treatment to both systems. 
Thus, the proposed project would directly further these policies related to provision of adequate 
water supplies to Ojai residents, enhancement of water quality and quantity for Ojai residents, and 
consolidation of water suppliers to ensure all Ventura County residents receive water of adequate 
quality and quantity.  

There would be no conflicts with land use plans, policies, or regulations of the City of Ojai or County 
of Ventura. Therefore, the project would not cause a significant environmental impact due to a 
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect. No impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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12 Mineral Resources 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would be of 
value to the region and the residents of 
the state? □ □ □ ■ 

b. Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan, or other land 
use plan? □ □ □ ■ 

a. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 
value to the region and the residents of the state? 

b. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan? 

Mineral resources in Ventura County consist of aggregate resources, more commonly known as 
construction grade sand and gravel, as well as petroleum resources in the form of oil and gas 
deposits. The project site is located within Mineral Resource Zone 1 (defined as an area where 
adequate geologic information indicates no significant mineral deposits are present), Mineral 
Resource Zone 3 (defined as an area containing known mineral deposits, which may qualify as 
mineral resources), and Mineral Resource Zone 4 (defined as an area where geologic information 
does not rule out either the presence or absence of mineral resources) (County of Ventura 2020a). 

The proposed project would not involve mineral extraction or changes in land use affecting the 
availability of mineral resources. Furthermore, the proposed project would involve water 
infrastructure upgrades at existing infrastructure facility sites, and would not develop new areas 
where mineral resources may be present. The proposed project would not require a supply of 
mineral resources beyond sand and gravel used to conduct road resurfacing and provide fill 
materials. Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource or a locally important mineral resource recovery site. No impact would occur.  

NO IMPACT 
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13 Noise 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project result in:     

a. Generation of a substantial temporary or 
permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the vicinity of the project in 
excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? □ □ ■ □ 

b. Generation of excessive groundborne 
vibration or groundborne noise levels? □ ■ □ □ 

c. For a project located within the vicinity of 
a private airstrip or an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public 
airport or public use airport, would the 
project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive 
noise levels? □ □ □ ■ 

a. Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

Overview of Noise 
Noise levels are commonly measured in decibels (dB) using the A-weighted sound pressure level 
(dBA). The A-weighting scale is an adjustment to the actual sound pressure levels so they are 
consistent with the human hearing response. The equivalent noise level (Leq) is one of the most 
frequently used noise metrics; it considers both duration and sound power level. The Leq is defined 
as the single steady-state A-weighted sound level equal to the average sound energy over a time 
period. When no time period is specified, a 1-hour period is assumed. The Lmax is the highest noise 
level within the sampling period.  

Threshold of Significance 
Noise exposure goals for various types of land uses reflect the varying noise sensitivities associated 
with those uses and their associated sensitive receivers. Pursuant to Policy HAZ-9.2 of the County’s 
2040 General Plan, construction noise must be evaluated in accordance with the County’s 
Construction Noise Threshold Criteria and Control Plan (County of Ventura 2020c). The County’s 
Construction Noise Threshold Criteria and Control Plan implements a daytime construction noise 
threshold criteria of either a 55 dBA Leq or an ambient Leq plus 3 dB hourly nose level, whichever is 
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greater (County of Ventura 2020c). Based on the Construction Noise Threshold Criteria and Control 
Plan, the following land uses are considered sensitive receivers for noise (County of Ventura 2010):  

 Hospitals and nursing homes are considered noise-sensitive receivers at all times.  
 Single-family and multi-family residences are considered noise-sensitive receivers from 7:00 pm 

to 7:00 am.  
 Hotels and motels are considered noise-sensitive receivers from 7:00 pm to 7:00 am.  
 Schools, churches, and libraries are considered noise-sensitive receivers when in use from 7:00 

am to 10:00 pm.  

The closest sensitive receivers to the project site include: 

 Single-family residences located adjacent to the Private Drive and Foothill Road sites; 
 Single-family residences located approximately 60 feet east, 125 feet southwest, and 40 feet 

north of the Arbolada Tank site; 
 Single-family residences within the Running Ridge site; 
 A single-family residence adjacent to the Ojai East Tank site; and 
 A single-family residence located approximately 100 feet east of the OWS Wellfield site.  

There are no hospitals, nursing homes, hotels, motels, schools, churches, or libraries within 0.25 
mile of the project site. Construction of the proposed project would occur from 8:00 am to 4:30 pm 
and therefore would not take place during the time of day in which the County considers residential 
uses to be noise-sensitive. Therefore, these criteria are not applicable to the proposed project.  

Article 11 of the Ventura County Code of Ordinances prohibits loud or raucous noise within any 
residential zone which is audible to the human ear during the hours of 9:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. at a 
distance of 50 feet from the property line of the noise source or 50 feet from any such noise source 
if the source is in a public right-of-way. While the ordinance indicates “loud or raucous noise” can 
include operation of riding tractors or other mechanical or electrical devices or hand tools, which 
could be used during construction activities, Section 6299-2(a) exempts any government entity or 
public utility, such as Casitas, from the provisions of the ordinance. Accordingly, these criteria are 
not applicable to the proposed project.  

Chapter 5-11 of the City of Ojai’s Municipal Code enforces noise regulations, including a 55 dB and 
45 dB daytime and nighttime noise standard, respectively, for residential areas and a 65 dB and 55 
dB daytime and nighttime noise standard, respectively, for commercial and industrial areas. 
However, Section 5-11.05(c) of the City of Ojai’s Municipal Code exempts construction activities 
occurring between 7:00 am and 5:00 pm. Construction of the proposed project would occur from 
8:00 am to 4:30 pm and therefore would take place within the City-approved timeframe for 
construction noise. Accordingly, the City’s quantitative noise thresholds are inapplicable to the 
proposed project.  

Construction Noise 
Construction activities would generate temporary noise, exposing sensitive receptors to increased 
noise levels from the use of construction equipment. Each phase of construction has a specific 
equipment mix and associated noise characteristics, depending on the equipment used. For 
assessment purposes, construction noise for each project component was estimated using the 
Federal Highway Administration’s Roadway Construction Noise Model. Each phase was modeled 
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assuming the five loudest pieces of construction equipment for each project component would 
operate simultaneously. Construction equipment was derived from an equipment list provided by 
Casitas.  

Typical construction projects have long-term noise averages which are lower than louder short-term 
noise events due to equipment moving from one point to another on the site, work breaks, and idle 
time. Additionally, due to the dynamic nature of a construction site, noise levels for stationary 
construction are calculated from the center of the activity. Thus, noise levels generated at the 
Arbolada Tank site, Running Ridge site, Ojai East Tank site, and OWS Wellfield site are calculated 
from the center of each of the construction locations.  

Construction noise levels at the Private Drive and Foothill Road sites are evaluated based on the 
distance from the centerline of these roadways to the adjacent residences. Multiple single-family 
residences are present adjacent to both Private Drive and Foothill Road, and as pipeline 
construction progresses and construction equipment is moved, construction would expose adjacent 
residences to varying construction noise levels depending the portion of the pipelines being 
constructed. To conservatively calculate construction noise levels at these residences, construction 
noise levels are presented based on the closest distance to a residence the construction equipment 
would operate. However, the overall noise exposure for an individual residence would vary as 
construction moves along the pipeline alignments. Construction noise levels for the proposed 
project are presented in Table 7.  

Table 7 Construction Noise Levels 
Project Component Nearest Receptor (feet)1 dBA Leq 8-hour Jurisdiction 

Private Drive Pipeline2 10 99.9 Ventura County 

Foothill Road Pipeline2 10 101.2 Ventura County and 
City of Ojai 

Arbolada Tank and BPS3 40 79.1 City of Ojai 

Running Ridge Tank3 10 77.4 Ventura County 

Ojai East Tank3 10 75.2 Ventura County 

OWS Wellfield Chloramine Conversion3 100 73.7 City of Ojai 
1 Distances are to the property line of the nearest receptors  
2 The noise values for Private Drive and Foothill Road pipelines are based on the closest distance to a residence construction 
equipment would operate.  
3 The noise values for Arbolada Tank and BPS, Running Ridge Tank, Ojai East Tank, and OWS Wellfield Chloramine Conversion are 
based on distances from the center of construction to the nearest receptor.  

dBA = A-weighted equivalent continuous sound level; BPS = booster pump station; OWS = Ojai Water System 

Source: Appendix B 

Construction noise impacts at residences near the Private Drive and Foothill Road sites would be 
temporary and short-term because construction would be continuously moving along the pipeline 
alignments. Similarly, construction noise impacts at residences proximate to the Arbolada Tank site, 
Running Ridge Tank site, Ojai East Tank site, and OWS Wellfield site would be temporary in nature 
and limited to the duration of construction activities at each location. Pursuant to the County’s 
Construction Noise Threshold Criteria and Control Plan, residential uses are not considered sensitive 
noise receivers between 7:00 am and 7:00 pm. Project construction would occur between 8:00 am 
to 4:30 pm. As such, the proposed project’s construction activities would not result in substantial 
noise at a sensitive receiver.  



Casitas Municipal Water District 
Casitas-Ojai Water System Consolidation Project 

 
70 

In addition, because no hospitals, nursing homes, hotels, motels, schools, churches, or libraries are 
located within 0.25 mile of the project site, construction noise would not exceed the County’s 
quantitative noise threshold for daytime construction activities at these receivers. As previously 
described, the City exempts construction activities from its noise thresholds between the hours of 
7:00 am and 5:00 pm. Therefore, project construction activities would be exempt from the City’s 
noise thresholds.  

Given the temporary nature of construction noise, construction of the proposed project would have 
a less-than-significant impact related to temporary increases in ambient noise levels in excess of 
standards established in a local general plan or noise ordinance.  

Operational Noise  
The Private Drive and Foothill Road pipelines would not generate operational noise. The Arbolada 
Tank would be demolished and the Running Ridge tanks would be abandoned and therefore would 
not generate operational noise. The Arbolada Tank site BPS would replace the existing Arbolada BPS 
and therefore would not introduce additional noise associated with BPS infrastructure. The new and 
rehabilitated tanks at the Ojai East Tank site would be used for water storage and would not 
generate additional permanent operational noise. The OWS Wellfield Chloramine Conversion would 
not generate substantial additional permanent noise on site as the ammonia tanks would be used 
for storage and the new dosing pumps are a negligible source of operational noise. Operational trips 
associated with maintenance of the infrastructure would be the same as under existing conditions 
and therefore no additional vehicle noise during operation would be generated. Therefore, project 
operation would not generate substantial on-site operational noise levels at the nearest sensitive 
receptors, and impacts would be less than significant.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise 
levels? 

Groundborne vibration consists of oscillatory waves moving through the ground from a source to 
adjacent buildings or structures. The primary concern from vibration comes from its potential to 
cause structural damage. Typically, groundborne vibration generated by manmade activities 
attenuates rapidly as distance from the source of the vibration increases. For the purposes of this 
analysis, vibration amplitudes are expressed in peak particle velocity (PPV) and described in inches 
per second (in/sec). PPV is often used as it corresponds to the stresses experienced by buildings. For 
the purposes of this analysis, the vibration thresholds outlined in the Federal Transit 
Administration’s Transit Noise and Vibration Assessment Manual are utilized, which are shown in 
Table 8.  

Table 8 Groundborne Vibration Architectural Damage Thresholds 
Building Category PPV (in/sec) 

I. Reinforced concrete, steel, or timber (no plaster) 0.5 

II. Engineered concrete and masonry (no plaster) 0.3 

III. Nonengineered timber and masonry buildings 0.2 

IV. Buildings extremely susceptible to vibration damage 0.12 

in/sec = inches per second; PPV = peak particle velocity 

Source: Federal Transit Administration 2018 
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The greatest sources of vibration during construction activities would be the use of a vibratory roller 
during construction of the Private Drive and Foothill Road pipelines, which could be used as close as 
15 feet to existing structures. At 15 feet, a vibratory roller would result in a vibration level of 0.45 
PPV in/sec, which would exceed the Federal Transit Administration’s construction vibration damage 
criteria threshold of 0.2 PPV in/sec for non-engineered timber and masonry buildings. This threshold 
is used as the criteria to evaluate residential structures (Federal Transit Administration 2018; 
Appendix B). Accordingly, use of a vibratory roller on Private Drive and Foothill Road could result in 
a potentially significant impact related to the generation of groundborne vibration.  

Construction at other portions of the project site would not require use of a vibratory roller and 
would occur at greater distances to existing structures than construction at Private Drive and 
Foothill Road. The next closest distance construction equipment could operate to a structure is at 
the Ojai East Tank site, where construction equipment could operate as close as 25 feet to existing 
residences. At 25 feet, heavy-duty construction equipment such as a large bulldozer used at the Ojai 
East Tank site could result in a vibration level of 0.089 PPV in/sec which would not exceed Federal 
Transit Administration thresholds (Federal Transit Administration 2018; Appendix B). Other non-
vibratory roller heavy-duty construction equipment would result in similar or lesser vibration levels 
compared to a large bulldozer. Therefore, at locations other than Private Drive and Foothill Road, 
vibration impacts would be less than significant.  

Mitigation Measure 

NOI-1  Groundborne Vibration Reduction 
To reduce vibration levels generated at structures on contiguous parcels to the Private Drive and 
Foothill Road sites, the following measure shall be implemented during construction of the Private 
Drive and Foothill Road pipelines:  

 Construction activities using a roller shall be conducted with a static or pneumatic roller in lieu 
of a vibratory roller.  

This measure shall be shown within the construction contract for the project and reviewed by the 
construction contractor prior to the start of construction. Casitas shall verify the construction 
contractor has implemented this requirement prior to the start of excavation activities and prior to 
the start of paving activities at the Private Drive and Foothill Road sites by confirming the 
construction equipment meets the above requirements.  

Significance After Mitigation 
Mitigation Measure NOI-1 would require construction at Private Drive and Foothill Road to utilize a 
static or pneumatic roller in lieu of a vibratory roller. Static rollers rely on the weight of the machine 
itself to exert pressure and compact materials instead of vibrations like a vibratory roller, and 
therefore static rollers result in minor vibration levels. Pneumatic equipment, which uses air for 
compaction, does not provide a substantial source of groundborne vibration (California Department 
of Transportation 2020). With implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-1, groundborne vibration 
levels at Private Drive and Foothill Road would be minimized and impacts related to groundborne 
vibration during construction would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.  

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 
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c. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, 
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive 
noise levels? 

The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public or 
private airport (Ventura County Airport Land Use Commission 2000). The nearest airport is the 
Santa Paula Airport, located approximately 10 miles southwest of the Ojai East Tank site. Therefore, 
the proposed project would not expose people working in the project area to excessive noise levels 
due to proximity to an airport. No impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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14 Population and Housing 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Induce substantial unplanned population 
growth in an area, either directly (e.g., by 
proposing new homes and businesses) or 
indirectly (e.g., through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)? □ □ □ ■ 

b. Displace substantial numbers of existing 
people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? □ □ □ ■ 

a. Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly 
(for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

The proposed project does not propose construction of new homes or businesses and would 
therefore not directly induce population growth in the Ojai and Ventura County areas. 

Although the proposed project would expand the conveyance capacity of existing water 
infrastructure by increasing the diameter of the pipelines currently serving existing customers and 
adding new ancillary features, such as a tank and pump station, the purpose of the water 
infrastructure improvements is to address insufficient storage capacity in the OWS and provide 
compatible water treatment to both the Casitas and Ojai systems. The project would not result in 
the acquisition of additional water supplies and would not expand service beyond areas presently 
served by the existing infrastructure. Furthermore, the pipelines, pump station, and tanks would be 
maintained by existing Casitas employees and would not indirectly induce population growth as a 
result of new employment opportunities. Therefore, the project would not indirectly support 
population growth. No impact related to population growth would occur. 

NO IMPACT 

b. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

The proposed project would primarily be constructed within existing roadways and existing Casitas-
owned properties and does not include any features with potential to displace any existing housing 
or people. No impact would occur 

NO IMPACT 
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15 Public Services 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

a. Would the project result in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, or the need for 
new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental impacts, 
in order to maintain acceptable service 
ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the 
public services:     

1 Fire protection? □ □ □ ■ 
2 Police protection? □ □ □ ■ 

3 Schools? □ □ □ ■ 

4 Parks? □ □ □ ■ 
5 Other public facilities? □ □ □ ■ 

a.1-5. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the need for new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or 
other performance objectives for fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, and/or 
other public facilities? 

The proposed project does not include any features or facilities requiring additional or unusual fire 
or police protection resources. It is expected construction workers would be local to the city of Ojai 
and the surrounding area, and as discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 14, Population and 
Housing, project construction and operation would not generate new population growth. The 
existing Casitas workforce would operate the proposed project. The proposed project would not 
change existing demand for public services because population growth would not result from 
construction of the proposed project, thus, the proposed project would not result in a 
commensurate increase in demand for public services. No impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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16 Recreation 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

a. Would the project increase the use of 
existing neighborhood and regional parks 
or other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration of the 
facility would occur or be accelerated? □ □ □ ■ 

b. Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities which 
might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? □ □ □ ■ 

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or 
be accelerated? 

As discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 14, Population and Housing, the proposed project 
would not directly or indirectly support population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would 
not increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities so as 
to cause or accelerate a substantial physical deterioration of the facility. No impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

The proposed project does not propose recreational facilities and would not require the 
construction or expansion of any recreational facilities. As such, no impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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17 Transportation 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a. Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance 

or policy addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, roadway, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities? □ □ ■ □ 

b. Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA 
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision 
(b)? □ □ □ ■ 

c. Substantially increase hazards due to a 
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible use (e.g., farm equipment)? □ □ □ ■ 

d. Result in inadequate emergency access? □ □ ■ □ 

a. Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

Local access to the project site would be provided by Foothill Road, Fairview Road, Grand Avenue, 
and Reeves Road. There are no dedicated bicycle facilities, pedestrian sidewalks, or transit stops 
located on roadways within or adjacent to the project site. The proposed project involves 
construction and operation of potable water infrastructure which would not conflict with adopted 
policies, plans, or programs addressing the circulation system, including public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrian facilities. The proposed pipeline alignments would be placed along existing roadways and 
in public rights-of-way; and infrastructure improvements, such as the new pump station and tank, 
would be located on sites with existing water system infrastructure.  

Full street closures during project construction would not be necessary, as the pipeline trench would 
be on one side of the street. Traffic control would be set up to allow one travel lane with flaggers to 
maintain vehicle, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian access to the greatest extent practicable during 
construction while maintaining worker and public safety. As discussed in Section 9, Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials, open-cut trenching activities and paving and ground restoration activities 
would be mobile and constantly moving in a linear path along the pipeline alignment. Thus, lane 
closures would only affect one specific area of the project’s alignment for a short period of time. 
Anticipated construction-related vehicle trips include construction workers traveling to and from the 
project work areas, haul trucks (including for import and export of excavated materials, as needed), 
and other trucks associated with equipment and material deliveries. Because construction is a short-
term activity, and impacts to existing roadways during pipeline construction would move as work 
progresses along the pipeline corridor, construction-related traffic impacts would not be substantial. 
Roadways would be restored to match the surrounding road type once construction is complete. 
Therefore, the proposed project would have a less than significant impact involving conflict with a 
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program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision 
(b)? 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b) identifies criteria for evaluating transportation impacts and 
states vehicle miles traveled (VMT) exceeding a specific threshold may indicate a significant impact. 
A VMT calculation is typically conducted on a daily or annual basis to determine operational usage 
of a project. In accordance with Section 15064.3(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, a lead agency may 
include a qualitative analysis of operational and construction traffic. Casitas has not adopted VMT 
thresholds.  

As discussed under Item 17(a), traffic on local roadways may be temporarily increased during 
project construction due to the presence of construction vehicles and equipment. Increases in VMT 
from construction would be short-term and temporary. Following the completion of construction 
activities, operation and maintenance activities would be infrequent and would not substantially 
contribute to VMT along project roadways. Therefore, because VMT from construction would be 
temporary and limited to the active construction period, and operation and maintenance activities 
would be negligible, no impact associated with VMT would occur and the proposed project would 
not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b). 

NO IMPACT 

c. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible use (e.g., farm equipment)? 

The proposed project would not introduce new roadway design features or land uses incompatible 
with the surrounding area. The project would not involve reconfiguration of any roadways or 
intersections resulting in a substantial increase in traffic hazards. Pipeline construction activities 
would require temporary lane closures; however, standard traffic controls would minimize the 
potential for construction-related traffic hazards. As such, the project would not substantially 
increase hazards due to a geometric design feature or incompatible use, and no impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 

d. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

Emergency access to the project site would be maintained throughout construction and operation. 
A segment of the Foothill Road pipeline alignment would require flagger-controlled traffic controls, 
and a minimum of one lane of traffic in each direction would be open during project construction. 
As discussed in Section 9, Hazardous and Hazardous Materials, Casitas would implement standard 
traffic controls to minimize impacts to the traveling public and potential emergency evacuation 
routes. Therefore, although temporary lane closures during project construction would be 
necessary, emergency access would be maintained at all times.  

Project operation and maintenance would not introduce new activities or traffic with the potential 
to result in inadequate emergency access, and the proposed project would not increase demand for 
emergency services along the project alignment. The proposed project would have a less than 
significant impact regarding inadequate emergency access.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
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18 Tribal Cultural Resources 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in a Public Resources Code 
Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 
or cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the 
landscape, sacred place, or object with 
cultural value to a California Native American 
tribe, and that is:     

a. Listed or eligible for listing in the 
California Register of Historical 
Resources, or in a local register of 
historical resources as defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)? □ □ □ ■ 

b. A resource determined by the lead 
agency, in its discretion and supported by 
substantial evidence, to be significant 
pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
Section 5024.1? In applying the criteria 
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead 
agency shall consider the significance of 
the resource to a California Native 
American tribe. □ □ □ ■ 

On July 1, 2015, Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) was enacted, expanding CEQA by defining a new resource 
category, “tribal cultural resources” (PRC Section 21074). As noted in PRC Section 21084.2, “a 
project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment.”. PRC Section 
21084.3 further states the lead agency shall avoid damaging effects to tribal cultural resources and 
develop mitigation measures to avoid or minimize significant adverse impacts to tribal cultural 
resources, when feasible. 

PRC Sections 21074 (a)(1)(A-B) and 21074(a)(2) define tribal cultural resources as “sites, features, 
places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native 
American tribe” and are: 

1. Listed or eligible for listing in the CRHR or in a local register of historical resources as defined in 
PRC Section 5020.1(k); or 
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2. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in PRC Section 5024.1(c). In applying 
these criteria, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California 
Native American tribe. 

AB 52 also established a formal consultation process for California Native American tribes regarding 
tribal cultural resources. The consultation process must be completed before a CEQA document can 
be certified or adopted. Under AB 52, lead agencies are required to “begin consultation with a 
California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic 
area of the proposed project.” Native American tribes to be included in the process are those who 
have previously requested in writing to be notified of projects proposed in the jurisdiction of the 
lead agency and who request consultation on a project. 

Casitas has not received written requests from California Native American tribes regarding 
notification of projects under AB 52. Therefore, no California Native American tribes required 
notification under AB 52, and AB 52 consultation was not conducted for the project. 

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 that is listed or eligible for listing in 
the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as 
defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)? 

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 that is a resource determined by the 
lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to 
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1? 

No tribal cultural resources listed or eligible for listing in the CRHR or in a local register of historical 
resources were identified within the project site. In addition, no tribal cultural resources within or 
near the project site have been identified and determined by Casitas (the lead agency) to be 
significant. Therefore, the project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a tribal cultural resource as defined in PRC Section 21074, which is listed or eligible for listing in 
the CRHR, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in PRC Section 5020.1(k) or is a 
resource determined by Casitas (the lead agency), in its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in PRC Section 5024.1(c). No impact would 
occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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19 Utilities and Service Systems 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     

a. Require or result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or storm water 
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the 
construction or relocation of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? □ □ □ ■ 

b. Have sufficient water supplies available 
to serve the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during 
normal, dry and multiple dry years? □ □ □ ■ 

c. Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider which 
serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand in addition to 
the provider’s existing commitments? □ □ □ ■ 

d. Generate solid waste in excess of State or 
local standards, or in excess of the 
capacity of local infrastructure, or 
otherwise impair the attainment of solid 
waste reduction goals? □ □ ■ □ 

e. Comply with federal, state, and local 
management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? □ □ ■ □ 

a. Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

Water 
The proposed project involves the construction of new water infrastructure, the environmental 
effects of which are analyzed in this IS-MND. The project would not increase Casitas’ capacity to 
serve additional customers. As concluded by this IS-MND, the water facilities included in the 
proposed project would not cause unmitigable significant environmental effects. Consequently, no 
additional impact related to water facilities would occur. 
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Wastewater 
The project would not require permanent on-site personnel and does not include the installation of 
restroom facilities. Therefore, no wastewater would be generated, and the project would not result 
in the construction or relocation of additional new or expanded wastewater facilities. Thus, no 
impact related to wastewater treatment would occur. 

Stormwater Drainage 
As discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 10, Hydrology and Water Quality, the proposed 
pipelines would be constructed underground, and other proposed infrastructure would be located 
in developed areas. The proposed improvements would not increase the rate or amount of surface 
runoff so as to exceed the capacity of existing or planned drainage systems or provide additional 
sources of polluted runoff. The proposed project would not result in substantial new impervious 
surfaces. Therefore, no impact related to stormwater drainage would occur. 

Electric Power 
As discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 6, Energy, the proposed project would not increase 
energy demands associated with the existing water infrastructure as the improvements would not 
involve an expansion of design capacity. Therefore, no new or relocated energy facilities would be 
required as a result of the proposed project. No impact related to electric power would occur. 

Natural Gas 
The project would not involve any components requiring natural gas service and is not anticipated 
to involve the relocation of existing natural gas facilities. Therefore, no impact related to natural gas 
facilities would occur. 

Telecommunications 
The project would not involve any components requiring telecommunications infrastructure and is 
not anticipated to involve the relocation of existing telecommunications facilities. Therefore, no 
impact related to telecommunications facilities would occur. 

NO IMPACT 

b. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of potable water facilities. Project 
construction water requirements would be met via Casitas’ existing supplies and facilities. The 
project would not increase overall water supply availability or result in increased water 
consumption. Therefore, no impact related to sufficiency of water supplies would occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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c. Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves 
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand 
in addition to the provider’s existing commitments? 

As discussed under Item 19(a), the project would not generate sanitary wastewater or otherwise 
contribute to an increase in wastewater treatment requirements. No impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 

d. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the 
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction 
goals? 

e. Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes 
and regulations related to solid waste? 

E.J. Harrison and Sons provides waste and recycling services in the city of Ojai and the surrounding 
unincorporated areas of Ventura County. Solid waste is directed by E.J. Harrison and Sons to the 
Gold Coast Recycling and Transfer Station, a privately-operated diversion and recycling station. The 
remaining waste is then transferred to the Toland Road Landfill, a Class III landfill operated by the 
Ventura Regional Sanitation District. The Toland Road Landfill is located in Santa Paula, 
approximately 13 miles southeast of the project site. Toland Road Landfill accepts a variety of 
materials, including construction and demolition materials, agricultural waste, industrial waste, 
sludge (biosolids), and mixed municipal waste. According to the California Department of Resources 
Recycling and Recovery, the Toland Road Landfill has a permitted capacity of 30 million cubic yards 
and a maximum disposal capacity of 2,864 tons per day. As of December 2021, the remaining 
capacity at the landfill was approximately 7.6 million cubic yards. The landfill solid waste permit lists 
an estimated closure date of 2033 (CalRecycle 2025). 

Construction activities may temporarily generate solid waste, such as from demolition of the 
existing Arbolada Tank and pump station, which would be disposed of in accordance with all 
applicable federal, State, and local statutes and regulations. Local solid waste infrastructure has the 
capacity to accept solid waste generated by project construction activities. Once constructed, 
project operation would not generate solid waste. Therefore, the project would comply with 
federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste. 
The project would not impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. Potential impacts would 
therefore be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
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20 Wildfire 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

If located in or near state responsibility areas 
or lands classified as very high fire hazard 
severity zones, would the project:     

a. Substantially impair an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? □ □ ■ □ 

b. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks and 
thereby expose project occupants to 
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire 
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? □ □ ■ □ 

c. Require the installation or maintenance 
of associated infrastructure (such as 
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 
sources, power lines or other utilities) 
that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 
result in temporary or ongoing impacts 
to the environment? □ □ □ ■ 

d. Expose people or structures to significant 
risks, including downslopes or 
downstream flooding or landslides, as a 
result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, 
or drainage changes? □ □ □ ■ 

a. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

The Private Drive, Foothill Road, and Running Ridge sites are located in State Responsibility Areas 
designated as Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones (CAL FIRE 2024). The Ojai East Tank site is 
located directly adjacent to a State Responsibility Area designated as a Very High Fire Hazard 
Severity Zone (CAL FIRE 2024).  

The areas within Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones (Private Drive, Foothill Road, and Running 
Ridge sites) are accessed via local roads including Foothill Road, Running Ridge Road, and a private 
driveway. These roads are not identified as primary or secondary evacuation routes in the Ventura 
County General Plan Safety Element or the City of Ojai Safety Element. Construction activities would 
be temporary and localized, and would not require full road closures. Traffic control measures (e.g., 
flaggers, signage) would be implemented as needed to maintain emergency access at all times. 
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During operation, the project would not introduce new structures or uses which could interfere with 
emergency response or evacuation.  

As discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, and 
Environmental Checklist Section 17, Transportation, neither construction nor operation of the 
proposed project would impair or conflict with an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan 
and the project would not permanently result in inadequate access for emergency response 
vehicles. However, construction activities would require temporary lane closures which could 
impede emergency response or emergency evacuation, and impacts would be less than significant.  

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, would the project, due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire 
risks and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

As discussed under Item 20(a), portions of the project site are located within Very High Fire Hazard 
Severity Zones, indicating slope, winds, and fuel availability around the project site create a high 
potential for fire, absent any fuel modification efforts. 

The proposed project would consist of water infrastructure improvements within paved roadways 
and developed sites; however, areas adjacent to the project site could be characterized as grass-
covered land. Construction of the proposed project would include the use of heavy-duty equipment. 
In accordance with PRC Section 4442, equipment including earth-moving and portable construction 
equipment with internal combustion engines would be equipped with spark arrestors to prevent the 
emission of flammable debris from exhaust, when operating on any forest-covered, brush-covered, 
or grass-covered land. In addition, PRC Sections 4427 and 4431 specify standards for conducting 
construction activities on days when a burning permit is required, and PRC Section 4428 requires 
construction contractors to maintain fire suppression equipment during the highest fire danger 
period (April 1 to December 1) when operating on or near any forest-covered, brush-covered, or 
grass-covered land. These measures are designed to prevent accidental ignition and facilitate rapid 
response in the event of a fire. 

The project would not introduce habitable structures, permanent ignition sources, or land use 
changes which could increase long-term wildfire risk. Operation and maintenance activities would 
be infrequent and similar to existing conditions. Additionally, the project would not expose workers 
or the public to elevated pollutant concentrations from wildfire smoke, as no sensitive receptors 
would be located on site. 

Therefore, with adherence to applicable fire safety regulations, the project would not exacerbate 
wildfire risk due to slope, wind, or fuel conditions. Impacts would be less than significant. 

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure 
(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may 
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 
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d. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslopes 
or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or 
drainage changes? 

Portions of the project site are located within Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones (CAL FIRE 2024).  

The project would not require the construction of new roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, 
power lines, or other utilities which could exacerbate fire risk. Upon completion of construction, the 
ground surface would generally be restored to pre-project conditions. Routine operation and 
maintenance activities would be limited in scope and would not introduce new ignition sources or 
exacerbate fire risk. 

Construction would occur in relatively flat or gently sloping areas and would not disturb adjacent 
open space, steep hillsides, or natural drainage features. Additionally, as discussed in Environmental 
Checklist Section 10, Hydrology and Water Quality, the proposed project would not alter existing 
drainage patterns or increase stormwater runoff. BMPs would be implemented to control erosion 
and sedimentation during construction. As such, the project would not expose people or structures 
to significant downslope or downstream flooding or landslide risks resulting from runoff or drainage 
changes. No impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less-than -
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Does the project:     
a. Have the potential to substantially 

degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, substantially reduce 
the number or restrict the range of a rare 
or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or 
prehistory? □ □ □ ■ 

b. Have impacts that are individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that 
the incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in connection 
with the effects of past projects, the 
effects of other current projects, and the 
effects of probable future projects)? □ ■ □ □ 

c. Have environmental effects which will 
cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? □ ■ □ □ 

a. Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population 
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory? 

As discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 4, Biological Resources, the project would not have 
the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or substantially reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. In addition, as discussed in Environmental 
Checklist Section 5, Cultural Resources, the project would not eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or prehistory. No impact would occur. 

NO IMPACT 
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b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable 
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

Cumulative impacts are defined as two or more individual (and potentially less than significant) 
project effects which, when considered together or in concert with other projects, combine to result 
in a significant impact within an identified geographic area. Cumulative development in the 
geographic area of the project site (defined as the Ojai Valley area) consists of pavement 
rehabilitation throughout the city of Ojai (City of Ojai 2025; County of Ventura 2024).  

Project impacts are primarily temporary, localized effects that would occur during construction 
activities. As discussed throughout this IS-MND, the project would result in no impacts to agriculture 
and forestry resources, energy, land use and planning, mineral resources, population and housing, 
public services, recreation, and tribal cultural resources, and therefore the project would not 
contribute to cumulative impacts to these resources. The potential for the project to contribute to 
cumulative impacts would be limited to project construction and infrequent operation and 
maintenance activities, and the following specific issue areas, for which the project is anticipated to 
have less than significant impacts (with or without mitigation): 

 Aesthetics: Cumulative development in the region would consist of roadway repaving and 
would have limited potential to change the existing visual landscape. Additionally, there are no 
cumulative projects in the vicinity of the project site. The project would result in a small change 
to the current visual character of the project site through the addition of new infrastructure but 
would be substantially similar to what is present at the site currently. Therefore, cumulative 
impacts related to aesthetics would not be significant. 

 Air Quality: Because the Basin is designated as being in nonattainment for the ozone NAAQS 
and CAAQS and PM10 CAAQS, significant cumulative air quality impacts currently exist for these 
pollutants. As discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 3, Air Quality, with implementation 
of Mitigation Measure AQ-1, the proposed project would not generate emissions of these air 
pollutants which exceed the VCAPCD significance thresholds, which are intended to assess 
whether a project’s contribution to existing cumulative air quality impacts is considerable. 
Therefore, the project’s contribution to significant cumulative air quality impacts would not be 
cumulatively considerable. 

 Biological Resources: Cumulative development in the region have the potential to disturb areas 
with the potential to contain or provide habitat for biological resources. Discretionary 
cumulative development projects have undergone or would be required to undergo CEQA 
review, which would determine the extent of potential biological resources impacts and 
mitigate those impacts appropriately. If these cumulative projects would result in impacts to 
biological resources, impacts to such resources would be addressed on a case-by-case basis. 
However, cumulative impact to biological resources are potentially significant. The proposed 
project would be required to implement Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through BIO-5, which would 
minimize impacts to special status species, aquatic habitat, and protected trees, such that the 
proposed project would not have a cumulatively considerable contribution to a potentially 
significant cumulative impact. 

 Cultural Resources: As mentioned above, discretionary cumulative development projects have 
undergone or would be required to undergo CEQA review, which would determine the extent of 
potential cultural resources impacts. If cumulative projects would result in impacts to known or 
unknown cultural resources, impacts to such resources would be addressed on a case-by-case 
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basis. However, cumulative impact to cultural resources are potentially significant. The 
proposed project would be required to implement Mitigation Measure CUL-1. which would 
require unanticipated discovery protocols to protect cultural resources, such that the proposed 
project would not have a cumulatively considerable contribution to a potentially significant 
cumulative impact. 

 Geology and Soils: Geologic impacts are typically site-specific and not cumulative in nature. 
However, cumulative development in the region have the potential to disturb areas that contain 
paleontological resources. As discussed above, discretionary cumulative development projects 
have undergone or would be required to undergo CEQA review, which would determine the 
extent of potential paleontological resources impacts and mitigate those impacts to the extent 
feasible.  However, cumulative impact to paleontological resources are potentially significant. 
The proposed project would be required to implement Mitigation Measure GEO-1, which would 
require an unanticipated discovery protocol to protect paleontological resources, such that the 
proposed project would not have a cumulatively considerable contribution to a potentially 
significant cumulative impact. 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions: GHG emissions and climate change are, by definition, cumulative 
impacts. As discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, the 
adverse environmental impacts of cumulative GHG emissions, including increased average 
temperatures, more drought years, and more frequent large wildfires, are already occurring. As 
a result, cumulative impacts related to GHG emissions are significant. Thus, the issue of climate 
change involves an analysis of whether a project’s contribution towards an impact is 
cumulatively considerable. As discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 8, Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions, project emissions during construction would be short-term in nature, and operational 
emissions would be the same as existing conditions. Furthermore, project emissions would be 
consistent with adopted plans which reduce climate change, and would therefore not be 
cumulatively considerable. 

 Hazards and Hazardous Materials: Similar to the proposed project, cumulative projects would 
be required to comply with regulations applicable to the use, disposal, and transportation of 
hazardous materials during construction activities, and compliance with applicable regulations 
would reduce potential cumulative impacts to less-than-significant levels. With respect to the 
use and accidental release of hazardous materials in the environment during construction, 
effects are generally limited to site-specific conditions. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to 
accidental release of hazardous materials would not be significant. 

 Hydrology and Water Quality: San Antonio Creek is listed by the Los Angeles RWQCB on the 
303(d) list of impaired water bodies for nitrogen, total dissolved solids, dissolved oxygen, and 
other pollutants (SWRCB 2024a); thus, a cumulative impact to water quality occurs under 
existing conditions. The proposed project would be required to comply with existing NPDES 
regulations to ensure it does not result in substantial erosion or stormwater discharges that 
would substantially affect water quality in San Antonio Creek. Implementation of these 
regulations minimizes the potential for significant impacts to occur. Furthermore, the proposed 
project would implement Mitigation Measure BIO-4, which would require construction BMPs 
which would reduce the potential for adverse water quality impacts to San Antonio Creek. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not have a considerable contribution to this cumulative 
impact.  
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 Noise: Cumulative development may occur at the same time as the proposed project; however, 
there are no cumulative projects in the vicinity of the project site which could result in an 
increase in noise, should construction schedules overlap. Therefore, cumulative impacts related 
to noise would not be significant. 

 Transportation: Cumulative development may occur at the same time as the proposed project. 
However, the cumulative development projects and the proposed project would not increase 
traffic levels or require closures of the same roadways; therefore no significant cumulative 
transportation impacts would occur. 

 Utilities and Service Systems: Cumulative development, including the proposed project, would 
involve the installation of new utility infrastructure. However, other cumulative development 
consists of roadway repaving and would not increase demand for utilities such that new or 
expanded utility infrastructure would be required. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to 
utilities and service systems would not be significant.  

 Wildfire: All cumulative development would be required to comply with PRC Section 4442 and 
Section 4428, which would minimize potential fire risk. Additionally, cumulative development 
(roadway repaving) would occur within paved roadways and would have limited potential to 
ignite wildfires during construction. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to wildfire would not 
be significant.  

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

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

In general, impacts to human beings are associated with air quality, hazards and hazardous 
materials, noise, and wildfire impacts. As detailed in Environmental Checklist Section 3, Air Quality, 
the project would not result, either directly or indirectly, in substantial adverse effects related to air 
quality through construction or operation with implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1. As 
discussed in Environmental Checklist Section 9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, project operation 
would not involve the routine use of large quantities of hazardous materials. Compliance with 
applicable regulations during project construction would ensure potential impacts on human beings 
related to hazards and hazardous materials would be less than significant. During project 
construction, implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-1 would ensure construction activities 
would not generate excessive vibration and substantially impact nearby residential land uses. 
Construction noise would be temporary and the project would have a less than significant impact 
related to temporary increases in ambient noise levels in excess of local noise standards. Project 
operation would not generate noise or substantially increase noise levels. Impacts involving noise 
would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. As discussed in Environmental Checklist 
Section 20, Wildfire, the project’s impacts involving wildfire would be less than significant, as project 
construction would comply with applicable regulations minimizing fire risk. 

Therefore, the project would have environmental effects that would have the potential to cause 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly; however, these impacts 
would be reduced less than significant with mitigation. 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED 
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Federal Cross-Cutting Environmental 
Regulations Evaluation 
Casitas is seeking funding under a state program with a federal funding component. As such, this IS-
MND includes analysis to support compliance with applicable federal environmental requirements, 
commonly referred to as federal cross-cutters. The requirements for compliance with these federal 
authorities are outlined in the Drinking Water Environmental Package Instructions (Construction – 
Tier I) (SWRCB 2024b). This section summarizes the project’s status with respect to relevant federal 
laws, executive orders, and policies, and identifies any consultation conducted or anticipated. 

The topics addressed are based in part on the State Water Resources Control Board’s (SWRCB) 
Federal Cross-Cutting Environmental Regulations Evaluation Form, which is used to document 
compliance for projects funded through the State Revolving Fund (SRF) Program, partially supported 
by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). 

The project must demonstrate consistency with the following federal cross-cutters: 

 Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA; Section 7) 
 National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA; Section 106) 
 General Conformity Rule for the Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA) 
 Clean Air Act  
 Coastal Zone Management Act  
 Farmland Protection Policy Act  
 Executive Order 11988 – Floodplain Management  
 Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act, Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, and Executive Order 

13168  
 Executive Order 11990 – Protection of Wetlands  
 Wild and Scenic Rivers Act  
 Safe Drinking Water Act – Source Water Protection  
 Executive Order on Trails for America in the 21st Century  
 Executive Order 13007 – Indian Sacred Sites  
 Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act  
 Executive Order 12898 – Environmental Justice 

Federal Endangered Species Act 
Section 7 of the FESA requires federal agencies, in consultation with the Secretary of the Interior, to 
ensure their actions do not jeopardize the continued existence of endangered or threatened species 
or result in the destruction or adverse modification of the critical habitat of these species. Under 
Section 7, a project that could result in incidental take of a listed threatened or endangered species 
must consult with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service to obtain a Biological Opinion. If the 
Biological Opinion finds the project could jeopardize the existence of a listed species (“jeopardy 
opinion”), the agency cannot authorize the project until it is modified to obtain a “non-jeopardy” 
opinion.  
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According to the Biological Resources Assessment (Appendix B), based on the plant communities 
present, prior development, existing disturbances, and isolation of the project site from native, 
natural habitat, the project site does not support federally endangered wildlife species. The 
Biological Resources Assessment determined the proposed project would have no effect on federal 
special status species under federal regulations. The project would be in compliance with the FESA. 

National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106 
The purpose of the NHPA is to protect, preserve, rehabilitate, or restore significant historical, 
archaeological, and cultural resources. Section 106 requires federal agencies to take into account 
effects on historic properties. Section 106 review involves a step-by-step procedure described in 
detail in the implementing regulations (36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 800). The HPIR 
prepared for the project includes a Section 106 evaluation for the project and can be submitted by 
SWRCB as part of the consultation process with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). 

Concurrence by the SHPO would ensure compliance with the NHPA.  

The HPIR determined neither the OWS system nor any of the historic age components of the OWS in 
the APE are eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or the California Register of 
Historical Resources. Additionally, the NHPA defines a historic property as “any prehistoric or 
historic district, site, building, structure, or object included on, or eligible for inclusion on, the NRHP, 
including artifacts, records, and material remains relating to the district, site building, structure, or 
object” (NHPA 300308). There are no historic properties located within the APE for the purposes of 
Section 106 of the NHPA. Based on the results of HPIR, Rincon recommends a finding of no effect to 
historic properties under Section 106 of NHPA for the proposed undertaking. 

Clean Air Act 
The 1990 Amendment to Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA) Section 176 requires USEPA to promulgate 
rules to ensure federal actions conform to the appropriate State Implementation Plan (SIP). These 
rules, known as the General Conformity Rule (40 CFR Parts 51.850–51.860 and 93.150–93.160), 
require any federal agency responsible for an action in a federal nonattainment/maintenance area 
to demonstrate conformity to the applicable SIP, by either determining the action is exempt from 
the General Conformity Rule requirements or subject to a formal conformity determination. Actions 
would be exempt, and thus conform to the SIP, if an applicability analysis shows the total direct and 
indirect emissions of nonattainment/maintenance pollutants from project construction and 
operation activities would be less than specified emission rate thresholds, known as de minimis 
levels. If not determined exempt, an air quality conformity analysis would be required to determine 
conformity. 

The proposed project site is located within the South Central Coast Air Basin, which is a federal 
nonattainment area for 8-hour ozone. Therefore, the General Conformity Rule is applicable to the 
project emissions of ozone precursors (ROC and NOX). Table 9 lists the total annual emissions 
potentially generated during construction of the proposed project, as well as the maximum worst-
case scenario (which assumes all project components are constructed simultaneously) and 
compares these emissions to the applicable de minimis emission rates for the South Central Coast 
Air Basin region.  
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Table 9 Proposed Project Total Annual Construction Emissions 
 Estimated Annual Construction Emissions (tons/year) 

ROC NOX CO PM10 PM2.5 SO2 

Foothill Road Pipeline <0.1 0.19 0.27 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 

Private Drive Pipeline <0.1 <0.1 0.12 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 

Arbolada Tank Demolition <0.1 0.45 0.67 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 

Running Ridge Tank Abandonment 0.12 1.07 1.35 0.11 <0.1 <0.1 

Ojai East Tank Rehabilitation and 
Construction 

0.12 0.47 0.62 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 

OWS Water System Wellfield 
Chloramine Conversion 

<0.1 0.61 0.98 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 

Maximum Worst-Case Scenario 0.24 2.79 4.01 0.11 <0.1 <0.1 

De Minimis Thresholds 50 50 n/a n/a n/a n/a 

Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No 

ROG: reactive organic gases; NOX: nitrogen oxides; CO: carbon monoxide; PM10: particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter; 
PM2.5: particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter; SO2: sulfur dioxide 

See Appendix A for full modeling details. 

As shown in Table 9, the project’s criteria air pollutant emissions would not exceed the applicable de 
minimis rates. Therefore, the general conformity requirements do not apply to the project, and a 
formal conformity determination is not applicable to the project. Accordingly, the lead agency 
would be in compliance with the FCAA. 

Coastal Zone Management Act 
The Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA), passed by Congress in 1972 and managed by the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource 
Management, is designed to balance competing land and water issues in coastal zones. It also aims 
to “preserve, protect, develop, and where possible, to restore or enhance the resources of the 
nation’s coastal zone.” Within California, the CZMA is administered by the Bay Conservation and 
Development Commission, the California Coastal Conservancy, and the California Coastal 
Commission.  

No portion of the project is within the coastal zone (California Coastal Commission 2019). The 
coastal zone extends inland from the Pacific Ocean and varies between several hundred feet to five 
miles from the coastline. The project site is approximately 12 miles northeast of the Pacific Ocean. 
Therefore, the CZMA does not apply to the project. 

Farmland Protection Policy Act 
The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) requires a federal agency consider the effects of its 
actions and programs on the nation’s farmlands. The FPPA is intended to minimize the impact of 
federal programs with respect to the conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses. It assures, to 
the extent possible, federal programs are administered to be compatible with state, local, and 
private programs and policies to protect farmland.  
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The project site is not currently in agricultural production and does not contain Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or land with a Williamson Act contract 
(California Department of Conservation 2022). Therefore, the project would not adversely affect any 
farmland areas and the project would be in compliance with the FPPA. 

Executive Order 11988 – Floodplain Management 
Executive Order (EO) 11988 requires federal agencies to recognize the values of floodplains, 
consider the public benefits from restoring and preserving floodplains, and evaluate the potential 
effects of any actions taken within a floodplain.  

Most of the proposed project components are located outside of designated flood hazard areas. 
However: 

 The OWS Wellfield site is located within Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood 
Zone AE, which is defined as an area subject to inundation by the 1-percent annual chance (100-
year) flood. 

 The Ojai East Tank site is located within both FEMA Zone AE and Zone B, the latter of which is 
subject to inundation by the 0.2-percent annual chance (500-year) flood (FEMA 2014, 2021). 

The proposed improvements at these sites—including treatment system upgrades and a new water 
storage tank—would occur within previously developed areas which currently support water 
infrastructure. The project would not involve new encroachments into undeveloped floodplain 
areas, nor would it alter topography or introduce features which could impede or redirect flood 
flows. 

Additionally, the project would not increase flood risk to people or structures, nor would it interfere 
with local or federal floodplain management practices. Therefore, the project is consistent with the 
intent and requirements of this EO. 

Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act, Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, and 
Executive Order 13168 
The Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act prohibit the take of 
migratory birds (or any part, nest, or eggs of any such bird) and the take and commerce of eagles. 
EO 13168 requires any project with federal involvement to address impacts of federal actions on 
migratory birds. As described in the Biological Resources Assessment (Appendix B), Casitas would 
implement nesting bird avoidance measures and pre-construction surveys through BIO-2 and BIO-3 
to comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the California Fish and Game Code. These 
measures are designed to avoid take of species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. With 
implementation of these measures, the project would be in compliance with these federal 
regulations. 

Executive Order 11990 – Protection of Wetlands 
Under EO 11990, federal agencies must avoid affecting wetlands unless it is determined no 
practicable alternative is available. As described in the Biological Resources Assessment (Appendix 
B), the project site would not affect federally-protected wetlands as defined by CWA Section 404, 
and therefore no impacts would occur. Thus, the project would be in compliance with EO 11990. 
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Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 
The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act was passed in 1968 to preserve and protect designated rivers for 
their natural, cultural, and recreational value. There are no designated Wild and Scenic Rivers within 
the project area (National Wild and Scenic Rivers System 2025), nor will any designated rivers be 
adversely affected by the project. As a result, the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act does not apply to the 
project. 

Safe Drinking Water Act – Source Water Protection 
Section 1424(e) of the Safe Drinking Water Act established the USEPA’s Sole Source Aquifer 
Program. This program protects communities from groundwater contamination from federally-
funded projects. Within USEPA’s Region 9, which includes California, there are nine sole source 
aquifers. None of these sole source aquifers are located within the project area (USEPA 2025). 
Therefore, the Sole Source Aquifer Program does not apply to the project, and the project would be 
in compliance with Section 1424(e) of the Safe Drinking Water Act. 

Executive Order on Trails for America in the 21st Century 
The EO on Trails for America requires federal agencies to protect, connect, promote, and assist trails 
of all types throughout the United States. No trails exist on the project site, and project 
implementation would not affect trails. Therefore, no adverse effects on trails would occur, and the 
project is in compliance with this EO. 

Executive Order 13007 – Indian Sacred Sites 
Sacred sites are defined in EO 13007 as "any specific, discrete, narrowly delineated location on 
federal land identified by an Indian tribe, or Indian individual determined to be an appropriately 
authoritative representative of an Indian religion, as sacred by virtue of its established religious 
significance to, or ceremonial use by, an Indian religion; provided the tribe or appropriately 
authoritative representative of an Indian religion has informed the agency of the existence of such a 
site." The project would not be located on or impact any federal lands and therefore would not 
affect any Native American sacred sites under this EO. 

Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act) of 1976 
as amended (16 U.S.C. § 1801 et seq.), is the primary act governing federal management of fisheries 
in federal waters, from the 3-nautical-mile state territorial sea limit to the outer limit of the U.S. 
Exclusive Economic Zone. It establishes exclusive U.S. management authority over all fishing within 
the Exclusive Economic Zone, all anadromous fish throughout their migratory range except when in 
a foreign nation’s waters, and all fish on the continental shelf. The Act also requires federal agencies 
to consult with NMFS on actions which could damage Essential Fish Habitat (EFH), as defined in the 
1996 Sustainable Fisheries Act (Public Law 104-297).  

The project would not be located in or impact any U.S. federal waters regulated under the 
Magnuson-Stevens Act, and the project would be in compliance with the Magnuson-Stevens Act.  
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Executive Order 12898 - Environmental Justice 
Consistent with the federal cross-cutter requirements, this section describes the existing 
socioeconomic resources in the project area and the regulatory setting pertaining to environmental 
justice-related issues. USEPA guidelines recommend the analyses of low-income communities 
consider the United States Census poverty level definitions, as well as applicable State and regional 
definitions of low-income and poverty communities. According to United States Census estimates, 
approximately 11 percent of Ojai residents are at or below the poverty level. In comparison, the 
percentage of persons in poverty in the entire state of California is 12 percent (United States Census 
Bureau 2023a, 2023b). Therefore, the affected area has a poverty rate below the State average.  

A Disadvantaged Community (DAC) is defined as a community with a median household income 
(MHI) less than 80 percent of the California MHI (Public Resource Code Section 75005[g]). According 
to United States Census data, the statewide MHI was $95,521 in 2023. A DAC would therefore be 
defined as a community with a MHI of $76,417 or less. According to the SWRCB’s SAFER Dashboard, 
the MHI of the OWS is $75,499 (SWRCB 2025b). Therefore, the project area would be considered a 
DAC. The proposed project would address insufficient storage capacity in the OWS and provide 
compatible water treatment to both the OWS and Casitas system. Thus, the proposed project would 
result in an overall benefit to the OWS community, and no adverse environmental justice impacts 
would occur.  
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name Ojai - Water System - Arbolada Tank Demo

Construction Start Date 8/1/2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 3.20

Precipitation (days) 7.20

Location 34.45829375023747, -119.26017555017316

County Ventura

City Unincorporated

Air District Ventura County APCD

Air Basin South Central Coast

TAZ 3401

EDFZ 8

Electric Utility Southern California Edison

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

App Version 2022.1.1.29

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq
ft)

Special Landscape
Area (sq ft)

Population Description

Other Non-Asphalt
Surfaces

1.20 Acre 1.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 — —
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 2.16 1.81 15.1 22.7 0.04 0.57 0.90 1.47 0.52 0.14 0.66 — 4,073 4,073 0.16 0.05 1.32 4,092

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 2.16 1.81 15.1 22.6 0.04 0.57 0.90 1.47 0.52 0.14 0.66 — 4,058 4,058 0.16 0.05 0.03 4,077

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.35 0.29 2.44 3.65 0.01 0.09 0.15 0.24 0.08 0.02 0.11 — 656 656 0.03 0.01 0.09 659

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.06 0.05 0.45 0.67 < 0.005 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.02 < 0.005 0.02 — 109 109 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 109

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 2.16 1.81 15.1 22.7 0.04 0.57 0.90 1.47 0.52 0.14 0.66 — 4,073 4,073 0.16 0.05 1.32 4,092

-------------------

-------------------
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Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 2.16 1.81 15.1 22.6 0.04 0.57 0.90 1.47 0.52 0.14 0.66 — 4,058 4,058 0.16 0.05 0.03 4,077

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.35 0.29 2.44 3.65 0.01 0.09 0.15 0.24 0.08 0.02 0.11 — 656 656 0.03 0.01 0.09 659

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.06 0.05 0.45 0.67 < 0.005 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.02 < 0.005 0.02 — 109 109 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 109

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Demolition (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

2.04 1.71 14.9 21.2 0.04 0.57 — 0.57 0.52 — 0.52 — 3,704 3,704 0.15 0.03 — 3,716

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.53 0.53 — 0.06 0.06 — — — — — — —

Demoliti
on

— — — — — — 0.03 0.03 — 0.01 0.01 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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Off-Roa
Equipment

2.04 1.71 14.9 21.2 0.04 0.57 — 0.57 0.52 — 0.52 — 3,704 3,704 0.15 0.03 — 3,716

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.53 0.53 — 0.06 0.06 — — — — — — —

Demoliti
on

— — — — — — 0.03 0.03 — 0.01 0.01 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.33 0.28 2.42 3.43 0.01 0.09 — 0.09 0.08 — 0.08 — 599 599 0.02 < 0.005 — 601

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.09 0.09 — 0.01 0.01 — — — — — — —

Demoliti
on

— — — — — — 0.01 0.01 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.06 0.05 0.44 0.63 < 0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 99.1 99.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 99.5

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.02 0.02 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Demoliti
on

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.11 0.10 0.10 1.47 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.33 0.00 0.08 0.08 — 328 328 < 0.005 0.01 1.23 332

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 41.4 41.4 < 0.005 0.01 0.09 43.5

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.11 0.10 0.12 1.33 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.33 0.00 0.08 0.08 — 313 313 0.01 0.01 0.03 317

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 0.06 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 41.4 41.4 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 43.4

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 51.0 51.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.09 51.7

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 6.70 6.70 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 7.03

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 8.44 8.44 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 8.56

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.11 1.11 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.16

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Vegetati
on

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e



Ojai - Water System - Arbolada Tank Demo Detailed Report, 5/28/2025

9 / 19

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —-------------------
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Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Demolition Demolition 8/1/2026 10/22/2026 5.00 59.0 —

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Demolition Excavators Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Demolition Concrete/Industrial
Saws

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 33.0 0.73

Demolition Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 37.0 0.48

Demolition Cranes Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.29

Demolition Graders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 148 0.41

Demolition Rubber Tired Loaders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 150 0.36

Demolition Rough Terrain Forklifts Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 96.0 0.40

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Demolition — — — —

Demolition Worker 25.0 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Demolition Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT
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Demolition Hauling 0.61 20.0 HHDT

Demolition Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

Phase Name Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (Cubic
Yards)

Material Exported (Cubic
Yards)

Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (Ton of
Debris)

Acres Paved (acres)

Demolition 0.00 0.00 20.0 141 —

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied Frequency (per day) PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water Demolished Area 2 36% 36%

5.7. Construction Paving

Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.00 0%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors
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kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

2026 0.00 532 0.03 < 0.005

5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040–2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which
assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Climate Hazard Result for Project Location Unit

Temperature and Extreme Heat 19.3 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 10.6 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm
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Sea Level Rise — meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 52.4 annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from
observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about ¾ an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if
received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with
extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The
four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 0 0 N/A

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 0 0 N/A

Wildfire 1 0 0 N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 0 0 0 N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 1 1 3
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Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 1 1 2

Wildfire 1 1 1 2

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 1 1 1 2

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 62.5

AQ-PM 36.4

AQ-DPM 7.22

Drinking Water 18.9

Lead Risk Housing 34.9

Pesticides 28.1

Toxic Releases 12.8

Traffic 9.43

Effect Indicators —
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CleanUp Sites 19.9

Groundwater 14.3

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators 35.6

Impaired Water Bodies 12.5

Solid Waste 52.9

Sensitive Population —

Asthma 42.9

Cardio-vascular 28.8

Low Birth Weights 42.5

Socioeconomic Factor Indicators —

Education 14.8

Housing 77.6

Linguistic 4.59

Poverty 39.8

Unemployment 14.4

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Economic —

Above Poverty 85.38431926

Employed 22.03259335

Median HI 53.04760683

Education —

Bachelor's or higher 81.58603875

High school enrollment 100

Preschool enrollment 67.35531888

Transportation —
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Auto Access 11.40767355

Active commuting 46.40061594

Social —

2-parent households 4.889002951

Voting 89.72154498

Neighborhood —

Alcohol availability 72.19299371

Park access 18.81175414

Retail density 17.9905043

Supermarket access 49.17233415

Tree canopy 89.5547286

Housing —

Homeownership 55.61401258

Housing habitability 39.83061722

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden 52.32901322

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden 73.54035673

Uncrowded housing 80.21301168

Health Outcomes —

Insured adults 34.83895804

Arthritis 0.0

Asthma ER Admissions 61.7

High Blood Pressure 0.0

Cancer (excluding skin) 0.0

Asthma 0.0

Coronary Heart Disease 0.0

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 0.0

Diagnosed Diabetes 0.0

Life Expectancy at Birth 68.2
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Cognitively Disabled 26.7

Physically Disabled 20.3

Heart Attack ER Admissions 47.6

Mental Health Not Good 0.0

Chronic Kidney Disease 0.0

Obesity 0.0

Pedestrian Injuries 94.1

Physical Health Not Good 0.0

Stroke 0.0

Health Risk Behaviors —

Binge Drinking 0.0

Current Smoker 0.0

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0

Climate Change Exposures —

Wildfire Risk 37.9

SLR Inundation Area 0.0

Children 77.6

Elderly 1.7

English Speaking 98.1

Foreign-born 15.9

Outdoor Workers 61.6

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity —

Impervious Surface Cover 95.1

Traffic Density 15.9

Traffic Access 23.0

Other Indices —

Hardship 34.2

Other Decision Support —
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2016 Voting 96.4

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

Metric Result for Project Census Tract

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 17.0

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 51.0

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) No

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Screen Justification

Construction: Construction Phases Based on Provided information

Construction: Off-Road Equipment Based on provided information

Construction: Trips and VMT Based on equipment used and type of work

Construction: Paving no paving, site restoration

Construction: Dust From Material Movement no import or export balanced onsite

Construction: Demolition based on 1 million gallon water tank weighing about 282,000 pounds
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name Ojai - Water System - Foothill Road

Construction Start Date 2/1/2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 3.20

Precipitation (days) 7.20

Location 34.46186840038085, -119.25622862337357

County Ventura

City Unincorporated

Air District Ventura County APCD

Air Basin South Central Coast

TAZ 3401

EDFZ 8

Electric Utility Southern California Edison

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

App Version 2022.1.1.29

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq
ft)

Special Landscape
Area (sq ft)

Population Description

User Defined Linear 0.08 Mile 0.45 0.00 0.00 — — Private Drive
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 1.39 1.17 9.95 13.6 0.03 0.39 0.16 0.55 0.36 0.04 0.40 — 2,939 2,939 0.11 0.07 0.75 2,951

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 1.15 0.95 8.26 11.7 0.02 0.28 0.09 0.37 0.26 0.03 0.28 — 2,123 2,123 0.08 0.07 0.02 2,145

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.14 0.12 1.04 1.45 < 0.005 0.04 0.01 0.05 0.03 < 0.005 0.04 — 276 276 0.01 0.01 0.04 278

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.03 0.02 0.19 0.27 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 — 45.7 45.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 46.1

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 1.39 1.17 9.95 13.6 0.03 0.39 0.16 0.55 0.36 0.04 0.40 — 2,939 2,939 0.11 0.07 0.75 2,951

-------------------

-------------------
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Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 1.15 0.95 8.26 11.7 0.02 0.28 0.09 0.37 0.26 0.03 0.28 — 2,123 2,123 0.08 0.07 0.02 2,145

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.14 0.12 1.04 1.45 < 0.005 0.04 0.01 0.05 0.03 < 0.005 0.04 — 276 276 0.01 0.01 0.04 278

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.03 0.02 0.19 0.27 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 — 45.7 45.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 46.1

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Foothill - Paving (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

1.33 1.12 9.90 12.9 0.03 0.39 — 0.39 0.36 — 0.36 — 2,781 2,781 0.11 0.02 — 2,791

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.03 0.03 0.24 0.32 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 68.6 68.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 68.8

-------------------
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Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.01 0.01 0.04 0.06 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 11.4 11.4 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 11.4

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 157 157 < 0.005 0.01 0.59 160

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.73 3.73 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 3.78

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.62 0.62 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.63

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.3. Foothill - Install (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e-------------------
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Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

1.14 0.95 7.81 11.6 0.02 0.27 — 0.27 0.25 — 0.25 — 1,791 1,791 0.07 0.01 — 1,797

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

1.14 0.95 7.81 11.6 0.02 0.27 — 0.27 0.25 — 0.25 — 1,791 1,791 0.07 0.01 — 1,797

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.11 0.09 0.75 1.11 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 172 172 0.01 < 0.005 — 172

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —
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0.000.000.000.000.000.00—0.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.00Onsite
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.02 0.02 0.14 0.20 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 28.4 28.4 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 28.5

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.07 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 — 60.6 60.6 < 0.005 0.01 0.16 63.4

Hauling 0.01 < 0.005 0.35 0.09 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.07 0.08 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 — 272 272 0.01 0.04 0.59 285

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.08 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 — 60.6 60.6 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 63.3

Hauling 0.01 < 0.005 0.37 0.09 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.07 0.08 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 — 272 272 0.01 0.04 0.02 285

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 5.81 5.81 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 6.07

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 26.1 26.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 27.3

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.96 0.96 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.01

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 4.31 4.31 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 4.53

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Vegetati
on

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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——————————————————Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Foothill - Paving Linear, Paving 4/6/2026 4/16/2026 5.00 9.00 —

Foothill - Install Linear, Trenching 2/16/2026 4/3/2026 5.00 35.0 —

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Foothill - Paving Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Foothill - Paving Pavers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 81.0 0.42

Foothill - Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 89.0 0.36

Foothill - Paving Rollers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38
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Foothill - Paving Signal Boards Diesel Average 1.00 24.0 6.00 0.82

Foothill - Paving Skid Steer Loaders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 71.0 0.37

Foothill - Paving Surfacing Equipment Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 399 0.30

Foothill - Paving Sweepers/Scrubbers Diesel Average 1.00 4.00 36.0 0.46

Foothill - Paving Dumpers/Tenders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 16.0 0.38

Foothill - Paving Pumps Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 11.0 0.74

Foothill - Install Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Foothill - Install Cement and Mortar
Mixers

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 10.0 0.56

Foothill - Install Plate Compactors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 8.00 0.43

Foothill - Install Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 37.0 0.48

Foothill - Install Dumpers/Tenders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 16.0 0.38

Foothill - Install Excavators Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Foothill - Install Rough Terrain Forklifts Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 96.0 0.40

Foothill - Install Rubber Tired Loaders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 150 0.36

Foothill - Install Pressure Washers Diesel Average 1.00 4.00 14.0 0.30

Foothill - Install Signal Boards Diesel Average 1.00 24.0 6.00 0.82

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Foothill - Install — — — —

Foothill - Install Worker 0.00 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Foothill - Install Vendor 2.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Foothill - Install Hauling 4.00 20.0 HHDT

Foothill - Install Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Foothill - Paving — — — —
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Foothill - Paving Worker 12.0 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Foothill - Paving Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Foothill - Paving Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Foothill - Paving Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

Phase Name Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (Cubic
Yards)

Material Exported (Cubic
Yards)

Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (sq. ft.) Acres Paved (acres)

Foothill - Install 263 377 0.45 0.00 —

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied Frequency (per day) PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water Exposed Area 2 61% 61%

5.7. Construction Paving

Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

User Defined Linear 0.45 100%
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5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

2026 0.00 532 0.03 < 0.005

5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040–2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which
assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Climate Hazard Result for Project Location Unit
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Temperature and Extreme Heat 19.3 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 10.6 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm

Sea Level Rise — meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 52.4 annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from
observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about ¾ an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if
received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with
extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The
four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat N/A N/A N/A N/A

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A

Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation N/A N/A N/A N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores
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Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat N/A N/A N/A N/A

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A

Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation N/A N/A N/A N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 62.5

AQ-PM 36.4

AQ-DPM 7.22

Drinking Water 18.9

Lead Risk Housing 34.9

Pesticides 28.1

Toxic Releases 12.8
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Traffic 9.43

Effect Indicators —

CleanUp Sites 19.9

Groundwater 14.3

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators 35.6

Impaired Water Bodies 12.5

Solid Waste 52.9

Sensitive Population —

Asthma 42.9

Cardio-vascular 28.8

Low Birth Weights 42.5

Socioeconomic Factor Indicators —

Education 14.8

Housing 77.6

Linguistic 4.59

Poverty 39.8

Unemployment 14.4

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Economic —

Above Poverty 85.38431926

Employed 22.03259335

Median HI 53.04760683

Education —

Bachelor's or higher 81.58603875

High school enrollment 100
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Preschool enrollment 67.35531888

Transportation —

Auto Access 11.40767355

Active commuting 46.40061594

Social —

2-parent households 4.889002951

Voting 89.72154498

Neighborhood —

Alcohol availability 72.19299371

Park access 18.81175414

Retail density 17.9905043

Supermarket access 49.17233415

Tree canopy 89.5547286

Housing —

Homeownership 55.61401258

Housing habitability 39.83061722

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden 52.32901322

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden 73.54035673

Uncrowded housing 80.21301168

Health Outcomes —

Insured adults 34.83895804

Arthritis 0.0

Asthma ER Admissions 61.7

High Blood Pressure 0.0

Cancer (excluding skin) 0.0

Asthma 0.0

Coronary Heart Disease 0.0

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 0.0
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Diagnosed Diabetes 0.0

Life Expectancy at Birth 68.2

Cognitively Disabled 26.7

Physically Disabled 20.3

Heart Attack ER Admissions 47.6

Mental Health Not Good 0.0

Chronic Kidney Disease 0.0

Obesity 0.0

Pedestrian Injuries 94.1

Physical Health Not Good 0.0

Stroke 0.0

Health Risk Behaviors —

Binge Drinking 0.0

Current Smoker 0.0

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0

Climate Change Exposures —

Wildfire Risk 37.9

SLR Inundation Area 0.0

Children 77.6

Elderly 1.7

English Speaking 98.1

Foreign-born 15.9

Outdoor Workers 61.6

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity —

Impervious Surface Cover 95.1

Traffic Density 15.9

Traffic Access 23.0

Other Indices —
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Hardship 34.2

Other Decision Support —

2016 Voting 96.4

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

Metric Result for Project Census Tract

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 17.0

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 51.0

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) No

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Screen Justification

Construction: Construction Phases Based on project component construction duration

Construction: Off-Road Equipment based on project data

Construction: Dust From Material Movement based on project provided information

Construction: Trips and VMT based on project information
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name Ojai - Water System - Pipelines (Private Drive)

Construction Start Date 1/1/2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 3.20

Precipitation (days) 7.20

Location 34.46186840038085, -119.25622862337357

County Ventura

City Unincorporated

Air District Ventura County APCD

Air Basin South Central Coast

TAZ 3401

EDFZ 8

Electric Utility Southern California Edison

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

App Version 2022.1.1.29

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq
ft)

Special Landscape
Area (sq ft)

Population Description

User Defined Linear 0.10 Mile 0.15 0.00 0.00 — — Private Drive
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 1.21 1.01 8.87 12.7 0.03 0.35 0.16 0.48 0.32 0.04 0.35 — 2,764 2,764 0.11 0.04 0.02 2,774

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.07 0.06 0.49 0.64 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.01 < 0.005 0.02 — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 126

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.12 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.7 20.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 20.9

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 1.21 1.01 8.87 12.7 0.03 0.35 0.16 0.48 0.32 0.04 0.35 — 2,764 2,764 0.11 0.04 0.02 2,774

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------

-------------------
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2026 0.07 0.06 0.49 0.64 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.01 < 0.005 0.02 — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 126

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.12 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.7 20.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 20.9

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Private - Paving (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

1.16 0.97 8.82 12.2 0.03 0.35 — 0.35 0.32 — 0.32 — 2,638 2,638 0.11 0.02 — 2,648

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.02 0.01 0.12 0.17 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 36.1 36.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 36.3

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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6.00—< 0.005< 0.0055.985.98—< 0.005—< 0.005< 0.005—< 0.005< 0.0050.030.02< 0.005< 0.005Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.53 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 0.00 0.03 0.03 — 125 125 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 127

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.73 1.73 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.75

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.29 0.29 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.29

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.3. Private - Install (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —-------------------
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——————————————————Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.61 0.51 4.13 5.22 0.01 0.13 — 0.13 0.12 — 0.12 — 762 762 0.03 0.01 — 765

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.05 0.04 0.34 0.43 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 62.6 62.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 62.9

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.01 0.01 0.06 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 10.4 10.4 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 10.4

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —
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0.000.000.000.000.000.00—0.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.00Onsite
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.42 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 100 100 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 101

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.08 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 — 60.6 60.6 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 63.3

Hauling 0.01 < 0.005 0.18 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 136 136 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 142

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 8.30 8.30 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 8.41

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 4.98 4.98 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 5.21

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 11.2 11.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 11.7

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.37 1.37 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.39

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.82 0.82 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.86

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.85 1.85 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.94

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Vegetati
on

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e
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——————————————————Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —-------------------
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Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Private - Paving Linear, Paving 2/16/2026 2/20/2026 5.00 5.00 —

Private - Install Linear, Trenching 1/5/2026 2/13/2026 5.00 30.0 —

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Private - Paving Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Private - Paving Pavers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 81.0 0.42

Private - Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 89.0 0.36

Private - Paving Rollers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Private - Paving Signal Boards Diesel Average 1.00 24.0 6.00 0.82

Private - Paving Skid Steer Loaders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 71.0 0.37

Private - Paving Surfacing Equipment Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 399 0.30

Private - Paving Sweepers/Scrubbers Diesel Average 1.00 4.00 36.0 0.46

Private - Install Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Private - Install Cement and Mortar
Mixers

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 10.0 0.56

Private - Install Plate Compactors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 8.00 0.43

Private - Install Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 37.0 0.48

Private - Install Dumpers/Tenders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 16.0 0.38

Private - Install Excavators Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38
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5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Private - Install — — — —

Private - Install Worker 8.00 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Private - Install Vendor 2.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Private - Install Hauling 2.00 20.0 HHDT

Private - Install Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Private - Paving — — — —

Private - Paving Worker 10.0 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Private - Paving Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Private - Paving Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Private - Paving Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

Phase Name Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (Cubic
Yards)

Material Exported (Cubic
Yards)

Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (sq. ft.) Acres Paved (acres)
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Private - Install 57.0 83.0 0.15 0.00 —

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied Frequency (per day) PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water Exposed Area 2 61% 61%

5.7. Construction Paving

Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

User Defined Linear 0.15 100%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

2026 0.00 532 0.03 < 0.005

5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres
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5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040–2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which
assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Climate Hazard Result for Project Location Unit

Temperature and Extreme Heat 19.3 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 10.6 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm

Sea Level Rise — meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 52.4 annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from
observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about ¾ an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if
received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with
extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The
four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 0 0 N/A

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 0 0 N/A
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Wildfire 1 0 0 N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 0 0 0 N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 1 1 3

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 1 1 2

Wildfire 1 1 1 2

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 1 1 1 2

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details
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7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 62.5

AQ-PM 36.4

AQ-DPM 7.22

Drinking Water 18.9

Lead Risk Housing 34.9

Pesticides 28.1

Toxic Releases 12.8

Traffic 9.43

Effect Indicators —

CleanUp Sites 19.9

Groundwater 14.3

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators 35.6

Impaired Water Bodies 12.5

Solid Waste 52.9

Sensitive Population —

Asthma 42.9

Cardio-vascular 28.8

Low Birth Weights 42.5

Socioeconomic Factor Indicators —

Education 14.8

Housing 77.6

Linguistic 4.59

Poverty 39.8

Unemployment 14.4
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7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Economic —

Above Poverty 85.38431926

Employed 22.03259335

Median HI 53.04760683

Education —

Bachelor's or higher 81.58603875

High school enrollment 100

Preschool enrollment 67.35531888

Transportation —

Auto Access 11.40767355

Active commuting 46.40061594

Social —

2-parent households 4.889002951

Voting 89.72154498

Neighborhood —

Alcohol availability 72.19299371

Park access 18.81175414

Retail density 17.9905043

Supermarket access 49.17233415

Tree canopy 89.5547286

Housing —

Homeownership 55.61401258

Housing habitability 39.83061722

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden 52.32901322

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden 73.54035673
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Uncrowded housing 80.21301168

Health Outcomes —

Insured adults 34.83895804

Arthritis 0.0

Asthma ER Admissions 61.7

High Blood Pressure 0.0

Cancer (excluding skin) 0.0

Asthma 0.0

Coronary Heart Disease 0.0

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 0.0

Diagnosed Diabetes 0.0

Life Expectancy at Birth 68.2

Cognitively Disabled 26.7

Physically Disabled 20.3

Heart Attack ER Admissions 47.6

Mental Health Not Good 0.0

Chronic Kidney Disease 0.0

Obesity 0.0

Pedestrian Injuries 94.1

Physical Health Not Good 0.0

Stroke 0.0

Health Risk Behaviors —

Binge Drinking 0.0

Current Smoker 0.0

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0

Climate Change Exposures —

Wildfire Risk 37.9

SLR Inundation Area 0.0
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Children 77.6

Elderly 1.7

English Speaking 98.1

Foreign-born 15.9

Outdoor Workers 61.6

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity —

Impervious Surface Cover 95.1

Traffic Density 15.9

Traffic Access 23.0

Other Indices —

Hardship 34.2

Other Decision Support —

2016 Voting 96.4

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

Metric Result for Project Census Tract

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 17.0

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 51.0

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) No

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.



Ojai - Water System - Pipelines (Private Drive) Detailed Report, 5/28/2025

21 / 21

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Screen Justification

Construction: Construction Phases Based on Project Information

Construction: Off-Road Equipment based on project data

Construction: Dust From Material Movement based on project provided information

Construction: Trips and VMT Based on number of equipment and rounding up for hauling
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name Ojai - Water System - Running Ridge

Construction Start Date 1/1/2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 3.20

Precipitation (days) 7.20

Location 34.46103606931729, -119.25961765069812

County Ventura

City Unincorporated

Air District Ventura County APCD

Air Basin South Central Coast

TAZ 3401

EDFZ 8

Electric Utility Southern California Edison

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

App Version 2022.1.1.29

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq
ft)

Special Landscape
Area (sq ft)

Population Description

Other Non-Asphalt
Surfaces

2.00 Acre 2.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — —
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 2.02 1.69 14.6 19.2 0.03 0.47 0.40 0.87 0.43 0.10 0.53 — 3,613 3,613 0.13 0.06 1.69 3,634

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 2.02 1.69 14.6 19.0 0.03 0.47 2.76 3.21 0.43 1.36 1.78 — 3,596 3,596 0.13 0.06 0.04 3,617

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.80 0.67 5.84 7.42 0.01 0.20 0.43 0.63 0.18 0.18 0.36 — 1,400 1,400 0.05 0.02 0.28 1,409

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.15 0.12 1.07 1.35 < 0.005 0.04 0.08 0.11 0.03 0.03 0.07 — 232 232 0.01 < 0.005 0.05 233

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 2.02 1.69 14.6 19.2 0.03 0.47 0.40 0.87 0.43 0.10 0.53 — 3,613 3,613 0.13 0.06 1.69 3,634

-------------------

-------------------
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Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 2.02 1.69 14.6 19.0 0.03 0.47 2.76 3.21 0.43 1.36 1.78 — 3,596 3,596 0.13 0.06 0.04 3,617

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.80 0.67 5.84 7.42 0.01 0.20 0.43 0.63 0.18 0.18 0.36 — 1,400 1,400 0.05 0.02 0.28 1,409

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.15 0.12 1.07 1.35 < 0.005 0.04 0.08 0.11 0.03 0.03 0.07 — 232 232 0.01 < 0.005 0.05 233

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Site Prep & Grading (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

1.41 1.18 10.9 11.3 0.02 0.46 — 0.46 0.42 — 0.42 — 2,029 2,029 0.08 0.02 — 2,035

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 2.56 2.56 — 1.31 1.31 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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Off-Roa
Equipment

0.15 0.13 1.20 1.24 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 222 222 0.01 < 0.005 — 223

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.28 0.28 — 0.14 0.14 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.03 0.02 0.22 0.23 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 36.8 36.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 36.9

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.05 0.05 — 0.03 0.03 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 157 157 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 158

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.01 < 0.005 0.18 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 136 136 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 142

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 17.3 17.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 17.5

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 14.9 14.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 15.6

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 2.86 2.86 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 2.90

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 2.46 2.46 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 2.59

3.3. Building Construction (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

1.88 1.57 14.3 17.5 0.03 0.47 — 0.47 0.43 — 0.43 — 3,124 3,124 0.13 0.03 — 3,135

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

1.88 1.57 14.3 17.5 0.03 0.47 — 0.47 0.43 — 0.43 — 3,124 3,124 0.13 0.03 — 3,135

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.57 0.47 4.31 5.27 0.01 0.14 — 0.14 0.13 — 0.13 — 942 942 0.04 0.01 — 945

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

-------------------
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Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.10 0.09 0.79 0.96 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.02 — 0.02 — 156 156 0.01 < 0.005 — 156

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.13 0.11 0.11 1.64 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37 0.00 0.09 0.09 — 367 367 < 0.005 0.01 1.38 372

Vendor 0.01 < 0.005 0.15 0.05 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 121 121 < 0.005 0.02 0.32 127

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.13 0.11 0.14 1.49 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37 0.00 0.09 0.09 — 351 351 0.01 0.01 0.04 355

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.15 0.05 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 121 121 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 127

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.11 0.00 0.03 0.03 — 106 106 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.18 108

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 36.5 36.5 < 0.005 0.01 0.04 38.2

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 17.6 17.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 17.9

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 6.05 6.05 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 6.32

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.5. Restoration (2026) - Unmitigated
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Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.32 0.27 2.67 4.08 0.01 0.10 — 0.10 0.09 — 0.09 — 650 650 0.03 0.01 — 652

Paving 0.00 0.00 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.03 0.02 0.22 0.34 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 53.4 53.4 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 53.6

Paving 0.00 0.00 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

< 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.06 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 8.84 8.84 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 8.87

Paving 0.00 0.00 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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——————————————————Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Worker 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 98.3 98.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.37 99.7

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 7.78 7.78 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 7.88

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.29 1.29 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.31

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Vegetati
on

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

5. Activity Data
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5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Site Prep & Grading Grading 1/5/2026 2/27/2026 5.00 40.0 —

Building Construction Building Construction 3/2/2026 7/31/2026 5.00 110 —

Restoration Paving 8/3/2026 9/11/2026 5.00 30.0 —

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Site Prep & Grading Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Site Prep & Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.40

Site Prep & Grading Plate Compactors Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 8.00 0.43

Building Construction Cranes Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.29

Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 82.0 0.20

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Welders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 46.0 0.45

Building Construction Aerial Lifts Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 46.0 0.31

Building Construction Cement and Mortar
Mixers

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 10.0 0.56

Building Construction Concrete/Industrial
Saws

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 33.0 0.73

Building Construction Plate Compactors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 8.00 0.43

Building Construction Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 37.0 0.48

Building Construction Excavators Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Building Construction Pressure Washers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.30

Building Construction Skid Steer Loaders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 71.0 0.37
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Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74

Restoration Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Restoration Dumpers/Tenders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 16.0 0.38

Restoration Paving Equipment Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 89.0 0.36

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Site Prep & Grading — — — —

Site Prep & Grading Worker 12.5 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Site Prep & Grading Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Site Prep & Grading Hauling 2.00 20.0 HHDT

Site Prep & Grading Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Building Construction — — — —

Building Construction Worker 28.0 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Building Construction Vendor 4.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Building Construction Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Restoration — — — —

Restoration Worker 7.50 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Restoration Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Restoration Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Restoration Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles
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5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

Phase Name Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (Cubic
Yards)

Material Exported (Cubic
Yards)

Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (sq. ft.) Acres Paved (acres)

Site Prep & Grading 200 200 20.0 0.00 —

Restoration 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied Frequency (per day) PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water Exposed Area 2 61% 61%

5.7. Construction Paving

Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 0.00 0%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

2026 0.00 532 0.03 < 0.005
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5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040–2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which
assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Climate Hazard Result for Project Location Unit

Temperature and Extreme Heat 19.3 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 10.6 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm

Sea Level Rise — meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 52.4 annual hectares burned
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Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from
observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about ¾ an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if
received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with
extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The
four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 0 0 N/A

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 0 0 N/A

Wildfire 1 0 0 N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 0 0 0 N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 1 1 3

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 1 1 2
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Wildfire 1 1 1 2

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 1 1 1 2

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 62.5

AQ-PM 36.4

AQ-DPM 7.22

Drinking Water 18.9

Lead Risk Housing 34.9

Pesticides 28.1

Toxic Releases 12.8

Traffic 9.43

Effect Indicators —

CleanUp Sites 19.9

Groundwater 14.3
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Haz Waste Facilities/Generators 35.6

Impaired Water Bodies 12.5

Solid Waste 52.9

Sensitive Population —

Asthma 42.9

Cardio-vascular 28.8

Low Birth Weights 42.5

Socioeconomic Factor Indicators —

Education 14.8

Housing 77.6

Linguistic 4.59

Poverty 39.8

Unemployment 14.4

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Economic —

Above Poverty 85.38431926

Employed 22.03259335

Median HI 53.04760683

Education —

Bachelor's or higher 81.58603875

High school enrollment 100

Preschool enrollment 67.35531888

Transportation —

Auto Access 11.40767355

Active commuting 46.40061594
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Social —

2-parent households 4.889002951

Voting 89.72154498

Neighborhood —

Alcohol availability 72.19299371

Park access 18.81175414

Retail density 17.9905043

Supermarket access 49.17233415

Tree canopy 89.5547286

Housing —

Homeownership 55.61401258

Housing habitability 39.83061722

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden 52.32901322

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden 73.54035673

Uncrowded housing 80.21301168

Health Outcomes —

Insured adults 34.83895804

Arthritis 0.0

Asthma ER Admissions 61.7

High Blood Pressure 0.0

Cancer (excluding skin) 0.0

Asthma 0.0

Coronary Heart Disease 0.0

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 0.0

Diagnosed Diabetes 0.0

Life Expectancy at Birth 68.2

Cognitively Disabled 26.7

Physically Disabled 20.3
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Heart Attack ER Admissions 47.6

Mental Health Not Good 0.0

Chronic Kidney Disease 0.0

Obesity 0.0

Pedestrian Injuries 94.1

Physical Health Not Good 0.0

Stroke 0.0

Health Risk Behaviors —

Binge Drinking 0.0

Current Smoker 0.0

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0

Climate Change Exposures —

Wildfire Risk 37.9

SLR Inundation Area 0.0

Children 77.6

Elderly 1.7

English Speaking 98.1

Foreign-born 15.9

Outdoor Workers 61.6

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity —

Impervious Surface Cover 95.1

Traffic Density 15.9

Traffic Access 23.0

Other Indices —

Hardship 34.2

Other Decision Support —

2016 Voting 96.4
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7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

Metric Result for Project Census Tract

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 17.0

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 51.0

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) No

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Screen Justification

Construction: Construction Phases Based on Provided information

Construction: Off-Road Equipment Based on provided information

Construction: Trips and VMT Based on equipment used and type of work

Construction: Paving no paving, site restoration
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name Ojai Water System - East Tank

Construction Start Date 7/1/2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 2.70

Precipitation (days) 7.20

Location McAndrew Rd & Reeves Rd, California 93023, USA

County Ventura

City Unincorporated

Air District Ventura County APCD

Air Basin South Central Coast

TAZ 3401

EDFZ 8

Electric Utility Southern California Edison

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

App Version 2022.1.1.29

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq
ft)

Special Landscape
Area (sq ft)

Population Description

Other Non-Asphalt
Surfaces

3.38 Acre 3.38 147,233 0.00 0.00 — —
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 3.89 3.76 9.62 12.5 0.02 0.34 0.30 0.63 0.31 0.07 0.38 — 2,580 2,580 0.09 0.05 1.30 2,597

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 3.89 3.76 9.64 12.4 0.02 0.34 0.30 0.63 0.31 0.07 0.38 — 2,568 2,568 0.10 0.05 0.03 2,584

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.71 0.68 2.56 3.39 0.01 0.09 0.08 0.17 0.08 0.02 0.10 — 681 681 0.03 0.01 0.15 685

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.13 0.12 0.47 0.62 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.01 < 0.005 0.02 — 113 113 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 113

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 1.35 1.13 9.62 12.5 0.02 0.34 0.30 0.63 0.31 0.07 0.38 — 2,580 2,580 0.09 0.05 1.30 2,597

-------------------

-------------------
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2027 3.89 3.76 4.80 6.33 0.02 0.16 0.16 0.32 0.14 0.04 0.18 — 1,762 1,762 0.07 0.02 0.55 1,770

Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 1.35 1.13 9.64 12.4 0.02 0.34 0.30 0.63 0.31 0.07 0.38 — 2,568 2,568 0.10 0.05 0.03 2,584

2027 3.89 3.76 4.81 6.27 0.02 0.16 0.16 0.32 0.14 0.04 0.18 — 1,755 1,755 0.07 0.02 0.01 1,762

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.36 0.30 2.56 3.39 0.01 0.09 0.08 0.17 0.08 0.02 0.10 — 681 681 0.03 0.01 0.15 685

2027 0.71 0.68 0.96 1.32 < 0.005 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.03 0.01 0.04 — 345 345 0.01 < 0.005 0.05 347

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.07 0.05 0.47 0.62 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.01 < 0.005 0.02 — 113 113 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 113

2027 0.13 0.12 0.18 0.24 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 0.01 — 57.1 57.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 57.4

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Site Prep & Grading (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.27 0.23 2.11 3.14 < 0.005 0.07 — 0.07 0.06 — 0.06 — 466 466 0.02 < 0.005 — 468

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — — — — — — —

-------------------
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0.000.000.000.000.000.00—0.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.00Onsite
truck

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.03 0.03 0.25 0.37 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 55.0 55.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 55.1

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.01 < 0.005 0.05 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 9.10 9.10 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 9.13

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 98.3 98.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.37 99.7

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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——————————————————Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 11.1 11.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 11.3

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.85 1.85 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.87

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.3. Building Construction (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

1.25 1.04 9.39 11.3 0.02 0.33 — 0.33 0.31 — 0.31 — 2,197 2,197 0.09 0.02 — 2,204

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

1.25 1.04 9.39 11.3 0.02 0.33 — 0.33 0.31 — 0.31 — 2,197 2,197 0.09 0.02 — 2,204

-------------------
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Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.30 0.25 2.24 2.70 0.01 0.08 — 0.08 0.07 — 0.07 — 524 524 0.02 < 0.005 — 525

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.05 0.05 0.41 0.49 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 86.7 86.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 87.0

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.09 0.08 0.08 1.17 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.06 0.06 — 262 262 < 0.005 0.01 0.98 266

Vendor 0.01 < 0.005 0.15 0.05 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 121 121 < 0.005 0.02 0.32 127

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.09 0.08 0.10 1.06 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.06 0.06 — 251 251 < 0.005 0.01 0.03 254

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.15 0.05 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 121 121 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 127

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 60.1 60.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.10 61.0

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 28.9 28.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 30.2
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Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 9.96 9.96 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 10.1

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 4.78 4.78 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 5.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.5. Paving (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.24 0.21 1.96 3.15 < 0.005 0.08 — 0.08 0.07 — 0.07 — 477 477 0.02 < 0.005 — 479

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

< 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 1.87 1.87 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.87

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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0.31—< 0.005< 0.0050.310.31—< 0.005—< 0.005< 0.005—< 0.005< 0.005< 0.005< 0.005< 0.005< 0.005Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 93.9 93.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 95.1

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.37 0.37 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.38

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.06 0.06 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.06

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.7. Paving (2027) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —-------------------



Ojai Water System - East Tank Detailed Report, 5/28/2025

13 / 28

——————————————————Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.23 0.20 1.86 3.15 < 0.005 0.07 — 0.07 0.06 — 0.06 — 477 477 0.02 < 0.005 — 479

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.01 0.01 0.11 0.18 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 27.1 27.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 27.2

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

< 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.03 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 4.48 4.48 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 4.50

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 92.3 92.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 93.5

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 5.28 5.28 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 5.35

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.87 0.87 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.89

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.9. Architectural Coating (2027) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.73 0.61 4.75 5.66 0.02 0.16 — 0.16 0.14 — 0.14 — 1,602 1,602 0.07 0.01 — 1,608

Architect
ural
Coating
s

3.10 3.10 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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1,608—0.010.071,6021,602—0.14—0.140.16—0.160.025.664.750.610.73Off-Roa
d
Equipm

Architect
ural
Coating
s

3.10 3.10 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.13 0.11 0.85 1.01 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 285 285 0.01 < 0.005 — 286

Architect
ural
Coating
s

0.55 0.55 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.02 0.02 0.15 0.18 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 47.2 47.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 47.4

Architect
ural
Coating
s

0.10 0.10 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.68 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 159 159 < 0.005 0.01 0.55 162
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Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.61 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.04 0.04 — 152 152 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 154

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 27.3 27.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 27.7

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 4.52 4.52 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 4.58

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Vegetati
on

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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——————————————————Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

5. Activity Data
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5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Site Prep & Grading Grading 7/1/2026 8/30/2026 5.00 43.0 —

Building Construction Building Construction 8/31/2026 12/29/2026 5.00 87.0 —

Paving Paving 12/30/2026 1/29/2027 5.00 23.0 —

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 1/30/2027 4/30/2027 5.00 65.0 —

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Site Prep & Grading Excavators Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Site Prep & Grading Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Site Prep & Grading Plate Compactors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 8.00 0.43

Building Construction Cranes Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.29

Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 82.0 0.20

Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74

Building Construction Welders Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 46.0 0.45

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Building Construction Skid Steer Loaders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 71.0 0.37

Paving Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Paving Forklifts Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 82.0 0.20

Paving Plate Compactors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 8.00 0.43

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 37.0 0.48

Architectural Coating Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74

Architectural Coating Surfacing Equipment Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 399 0.30



Ojai Water System - East Tank Detailed Report, 5/28/2025

20 / 28

Architectural Coating Trenchers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 40.0 0.50

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Site Prep & Grading — — — —

Site Prep & Grading Worker 7.50 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Site Prep & Grading Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Site Prep & Grading Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Site Prep & Grading Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Building Construction — — — —

Building Construction Worker 20.0 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Building Construction Vendor 4.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Building Construction Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Paving — — — —

Paving Worker 7.50 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Paving Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Paving Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Architectural Coating — — — —

Architectural Coating Worker 12.4 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Architectural Coating Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Architectural Coating Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles
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5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

Phase Name Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

Architectural Coating 0.00 0.00 14,480 14,480 0.00

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (Cubic
Yards)

Material Exported (Cubic
Yards)

Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (sq. ft.) Acres Paved (acres)

Site Prep & Grading 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 —

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.7. Construction Paving

Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

2026 0.00 532 0.03 < 0.005

2027 0.00 532 0.03 < 0.005

5.18. Vegetation
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5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040–2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which
assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Climate Hazard Result for Project Location Unit

Temperature and Extreme Heat 20.0 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 10.8 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm

Sea Level Rise — meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 58.4 annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from
observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about ¾ an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if
received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.



Ojai Water System - East Tank Detailed Report, 5/28/2025

23 / 28

Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with
extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The
four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 0 0 N/A

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 0 0 N/A

Wildfire 1 0 0 N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 0 0 0 N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 1 1 3

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 1 1 2

Wildfire 1 1 1 2

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A
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Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 1 1 1 2

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 65.7

AQ-PM 11.6

AQ-DPM 3.20

Drinking Water 36.9

Lead Risk Housing 51.1

Pesticides 55.1

Toxic Releases 13.0

Traffic 3.13

Effect Indicators —

CleanUp Sites 37.6

Groundwater 30.9

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators 35.6

Impaired Water Bodies 33.2

Solid Waste 0.00
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Sensitive Population —

Asthma 40.4

Cardio-vascular 26.3

Low Birth Weights 4.08

Socioeconomic Factor Indicators —

Education 33.5

Housing 31.7

Linguistic 9.46

Poverty 27.3

Unemployment 62.4

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Economic —

Above Poverty 49.64711921

Employed 49.30065443

Median HI 51.77723598

Education —

Bachelor's or higher 73.37354036

High school enrollment 100

Preschool enrollment 61.50391377

Transportation —

Auto Access 80.12318748

Active commuting 75.41383293

Social —

2-parent households 21.40382394

Voting 87.79674066
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Neighborhood —

Alcohol availability 64.76324907

Park access 36.86641858

Retail density 12.12626716

Supermarket access 49.87809573

Tree canopy 80.63646863

Housing —

Homeownership 50.58385731

Housing habitability 44.7324522

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden 29.93712306

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden 33.69690748

Uncrowded housing 79.21211344

Health Outcomes —

Insured adults 29.01321699

Arthritis 0.0

Asthma ER Admissions 63.6

High Blood Pressure 0.0

Cancer (excluding skin) 0.0

Asthma 0.0

Coronary Heart Disease 0.0

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 0.0

Diagnosed Diabetes 0.0

Life Expectancy at Birth 26.9

Cognitively Disabled 15.2

Physically Disabled 34.8

Heart Attack ER Admissions 51.9

Mental Health Not Good 0.0

Chronic Kidney Disease 0.0
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Obesity 0.0

Pedestrian Injuries 47.1

Physical Health Not Good 0.0

Stroke 0.0

Health Risk Behaviors —

Binge Drinking 0.0

Current Smoker 0.0

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0

Climate Change Exposures —

Wildfire Risk 20.4

SLR Inundation Area 0.0

Children 76.4

Elderly 27.8

English Speaking 98.1

Foreign-born 22.0

Outdoor Workers 49.9

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity —

Impervious Surface Cover 92.7

Traffic Density 8.2

Traffic Access 23.0

Other Indices —

Hardship 42.3

Other Decision Support —

2016 Voting 86.5

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

Metric Result for Project Census Tract

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 14.0
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Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 61.0

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) Yes

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Screen Justification

Construction: Construction Phases Based on project provided information

Construction: Off-Road Equipment Based on project provided equipment

Construction: Trips and VMT Based on equipment onsite and type of work

Construction: Architectural Coatings 14480 square foot internal and external area to coat. based on 115 diameter and 40 foot
height

Construction: Paving No paving, just site restoration
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name Ojai Water System - OWS Wellfield and Conversion

Construction Start Date 1/1/2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 3.20

Precipitation (days) 7.20

Location 34.45426793556514, -119.22157151761255

County Ventura

City Unincorporated

Air District Ventura County APCD

Air Basin South Central Coast

TAZ 3401

EDFZ 8

Electric Utility Southern California Edison

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

App Version 2022.1.1.29

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq
ft)

Special Landscape
Area (sq ft)

Population Description

Other Non-Asphalt
Surfaces

3.25 Acre 3.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 — —
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.83 0.70 5.60 9.13 0.01 0.18 0.40 0.48 0.17 0.11 0.24 — 1,640 1,640 0.05 0.20 2.89 1,703

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.83 0.70 5.62 9.02 0.01 0.18 0.30 0.48 0.17 0.07 0.24 — 1,515 1,515 0.05 0.04 0.03 1,528

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.49 0.41 3.34 5.36 0.01 0.11 0.16 0.27 0.10 0.04 0.14 — 894 894 0.03 0.02 0.30 902

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.09 0.07 0.61 0.98 < 0.005 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.03 — 148 148 0.01 < 0.005 0.05 149

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.83 0.70 5.60 9.13 0.01 0.18 0.40 0.48 0.17 0.11 0.24 — 1,640 1,640 0.05 0.20 2.89 1,703

-------------------

-------------------
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Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.83 0.70 5.62 9.02 0.01 0.18 0.30 0.48 0.17 0.07 0.24 — 1,515 1,515 0.05 0.04 0.03 1,528

2027 0.21 0.18 1.48 2.41 < 0.005 0.05 0.07 0.11 0.04 0.02 0.06 — 413 413 0.02 0.01 0.01 415

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.49 0.41 3.34 5.36 0.01 0.11 0.16 0.27 0.10 0.04 0.14 — 894 894 0.03 0.02 0.30 902

2027 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.14 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 23.8 23.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 23.9

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.09 0.07 0.61 0.98 < 0.005 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.03 — 148 148 0.01 < 0.005 0.05 149

2027 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.03 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.94 3.94 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 3.96

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Restoration - Well Field pipe (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.19 0.16 1.50 2.16 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 352 352 0.01 < 0.005 — 353

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

-------------------



Ojai Water System - OWS Wellfield and Conversion Detailed Report, 5/28/2025

8 / 28

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.01 < 0.005 0.05 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 10.6 10.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 10.6

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

< 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 1.75 1.75 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.76

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 65.5 65.5 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.25 66.5

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.05 0.02 1.58 0.39 0.01 0.02 0.33 0.34 0.02 0.09 0.11 — 1,222 1,222 0.03 0.20 2.64 1,284

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.90 1.90 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.93

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 36.8 36.8 < 0.005 0.01 0.03 38.7

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.31 0.31 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.32

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 6.10 6.10 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 6.40

3.3. SP & Grad Conversion (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.12 0.10 1.03 1.91 < 0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 290 290 0.01 < 0.005 — 291

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.01 0.01 0.12 0.22 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 34.2 34.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 34.3

-------------------
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0.000.000.000.000.000.00—0.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.000.00Onsite
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

< 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.66 5.66 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 5.68

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 32.8 32.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.12 33.2

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.72 3.72 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 3.77

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.62 0.62 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.62

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.5. Install - Conversion (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e-------------------
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Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.74 0.62 5.37 7.91 0.01 0.18 — 0.18 0.17 — 0.17 — 1,144 1,144 0.05 0.01 — 1,148

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.74 0.62 5.37 7.91 0.01 0.18 — 0.18 0.17 — 0.17 — 1,144 1,144 0.05 0.01 — 1,148

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.18 0.15 1.30 1.91 < 0.005 0.04 — 0.04 0.04 — 0.04 — 276 276 0.01 < 0.005 — 277

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.03 0.03 0.24 0.35 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 45.6 45.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 45.8

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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——————————————————Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Worker 0.09 0.08 0.08 1.17 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.06 0.06 — 262 262 < 0.005 0.01 0.98 266

Vendor 0.01 < 0.005 0.15 0.05 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 121 121 < 0.005 0.02 0.32 127

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.09 0.08 0.10 1.06 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.06 0.06 — 251 251 < 0.005 0.01 0.03 254

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.15 0.05 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 121 121 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 127

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 60.8 60.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.10 61.7

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 29.2 29.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 30.5

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 10.1 10.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 10.2

Vendor < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 4.84 4.84 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 5.06

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.7. Restoration - Conversion (2027) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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——————————————————Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.19 0.16 1.46 2.16 < 0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.04 — 0.04 — 352 352 0.01 < 0.005 — 353

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.01 0.01 0.08 0.12 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 20.2 20.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.3

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

< 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 3.35 3.35 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.36

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 61.5 61.5 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 62.3

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.57 3.57 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 3.62

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.59 0.59 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.60

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.9. Install - Wellfield pipe (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.74 0.62 5.37 7.91 0.01 0.18 — 0.18 0.17 — 0.17 — 1,144 1,144 0.05 0.01 — 1,148

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.74 0.62 5.37 7.91 0.01 0.18 — 0.18 0.17 — 0.17 — 1,144 1,144 0.05 0.01 — 1,148

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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371—< 0.0050.01370370—0.05—0.050.06—0.06< 0.0052.561.740.200.24Off-Roa
d

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Roa
d
Equipm
ent

0.04 0.04 0.32 0.47 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 61.2 61.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 61.4

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.07 0.07 1.03 0.00 0.00 0.23 0.23 0.00 0.05 0.05 — 229 229 < 0.005 0.01 0.86 233

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08 0.07 0.09 0.93 0.00 0.00 0.23 0.23 0.00 0.05 0.05 — 219 219 < 0.005 0.01 0.02 222

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 71.4 71.4 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.12 72.4

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 11.8 11.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 12.0

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Vegetati
on

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species TOG ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

-------------------
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Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Restoration - Well Field
pipe

Site Preparation 6/16/2026 6/30/2026 5.00 11.0 —

SP & Grad Conversion Grading 7/1/2026 8/30/2026 5.00 43.0 —

Install - Conversion Building Construction 9/1/2026 12/31/2026 5.00 88.0 —

Restoration - Conversion Paving 1/1/2027 1/31/2027 5.00 21.0 —

Install - Wellfield pipe Trenching 1/1/2026 6/15/2026 5.00 118 —

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Restoration - Well
Field pipe

Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Restoration - Well
Field pipe

Dumpers/Tenders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 16.0 0.38
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SP & Grad Conversion Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Install - Conversion Forklifts Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 82.0 0.20

Install - Conversion Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Install - Conversion Cement and Mortar
Mixers

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 10.0 0.56

Install - Conversion Plate Compactors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 8.00 0.43

Install - Conversion Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 37.0 0.48

Install - Conversion Excavators Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Restoration -
Conversion

Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Restoration -
Conversion

Dumpers/Tenders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 16.0 0.38

Install - Wellfield pipe Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 84.0 0.37

Install - Wellfield pipe Cement and Mortar
Mixers

Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 10.0 0.56

Install - Wellfield pipe Plate Compactors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 8.00 0.43

Install - Wellfield pipe Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 37.0 0.48

Install - Wellfield pipe Excavators Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Install - Wellfield pipe Forklifts Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 82.0 0.20

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

SP & Grad Conversion — — — —

SP & Grad Conversion Worker 2.50 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

SP & Grad Conversion Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

SP & Grad Conversion Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT
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SP & Grad Conversion Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Install - Conversion — — — —

Install - Conversion Worker 20.0 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Install - Conversion Vendor 4.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Install - Conversion Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Install - Conversion Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Restoration - Conversion — — — —

Restoration - Conversion Worker 5.00 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Restoration - Conversion Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Restoration - Conversion Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Restoration - Conversion Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Restoration - Well Field pipe — — — —

Restoration - Well Field pipe Worker 5.00 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Restoration - Well Field pipe Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Restoration - Well Field pipe Hauling 18.0 20.0 HHDT

Restoration - Well Field pipe Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

Install - Wellfield pipe — — — —

Install - Wellfield pipe Worker 17.5 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Install - Wellfield pipe Vendor 0.00 10.2 HHDT,MHDT

Install - Wellfield pipe Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Install - Wellfield pipe Onsite truck 0.00 — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings
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Parking Area Coated (sq ft)Phase Name Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (Cubic
Yards)

Material Exported (Cubic
Yards)

Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (sq. ft.) Acres Paved (acres)

Restoration - Well Field pipe 597 983 0.00 0.00 —

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Control Strategies Applied Frequency (per day) PM10 Reduction PM2.5 Reduction

Water Exposed Area 2 61% 61%

5.7. Construction Paving

Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

2026 0.00 532 0.03 < 0.005

2027 0.00 532 0.03 < 0.005

5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated



Ojai Water System - OWS Wellfield and Conversion Detailed Report, 5/28/2025

22 / 28

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040–2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which
assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Climate Hazard Result for Project Location Unit

Temperature and Extreme Heat 20.7 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 9.80 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm

Sea Level Rise — meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 51.1 annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from
observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about ¾ an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if
received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with
extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
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Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The
four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 0 0 N/A

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 0 0 N/A

Wildfire 1 0 0 N/A

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 0 0 0 N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 2 1 1 3

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise 1 1 1 2

Wildfire 1 1 1 2

Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 1 1 1 2
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The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure.
The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.
The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction
measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 65.7

AQ-PM 11.6

AQ-DPM 3.20

Drinking Water 36.9

Lead Risk Housing 51.1

Pesticides 55.1

Toxic Releases 13.0

Traffic 3.13

Effect Indicators —

CleanUp Sites 37.6

Groundwater 30.9

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators 35.6

Impaired Water Bodies 33.2

Solid Waste 0.00

Sensitive Population —

Asthma 40.4
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Cardio-vascular 26.3

Low Birth Weights 4.08

Socioeconomic Factor Indicators —

Education 33.5

Housing 31.7

Linguistic 9.46

Poverty 27.3

Unemployment 62.4

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Economic —

Above Poverty 49.64711921

Employed 49.30065443

Median HI 51.77723598

Education —

Bachelor's or higher 73.37354036

High school enrollment 100

Preschool enrollment 61.50391377

Transportation —

Auto Access 80.12318748

Active commuting 75.41383293

Social —

2-parent households 21.40382394

Voting 87.79674066

Neighborhood —

Alcohol availability 64.76324907
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Park access 36.86641858

Retail density 12.12626716

Supermarket access 49.87809573

Tree canopy 80.63646863

Housing —

Homeownership 50.58385731

Housing habitability 44.7324522

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden 29.93712306

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden 33.69690748

Uncrowded housing 79.21211344

Health Outcomes —

Insured adults 29.01321699

Arthritis 0.0

Asthma ER Admissions 63.6

High Blood Pressure 0.0

Cancer (excluding skin) 0.0

Asthma 0.0

Coronary Heart Disease 0.0

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 0.0

Diagnosed Diabetes 0.0

Life Expectancy at Birth 26.9

Cognitively Disabled 15.2

Physically Disabled 34.8

Heart Attack ER Admissions 51.9

Mental Health Not Good 0.0

Chronic Kidney Disease 0.0

Obesity 0.0

Pedestrian Injuries 47.1
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Physical Health Not Good 0.0

Stroke 0.0

Health Risk Behaviors —

Binge Drinking 0.0

Current Smoker 0.0

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0

Climate Change Exposures —

Wildfire Risk 20.4

SLR Inundation Area 0.0

Children 76.4

Elderly 27.8

English Speaking 98.1

Foreign-born 22.0

Outdoor Workers 49.9

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity —

Impervious Surface Cover 92.7

Traffic Density 8.2

Traffic Access 23.0

Other Indices —

Hardship 42.3

Other Decision Support —

2016 Voting 86.5

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

Metric Result for Project Census Tract

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 14.0

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 61.0

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No
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Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) Yes

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Screen Justification

Construction: Construction Phases Based on project provided information

Construction: Off-Road Equipment Based on project provided equipment

Construction: Trips and VMT Based on equipment onsite and type of work

Construction: Architectural Coatings 14480 square foot internal and external area to coat. based on 115 diameter and 40 foot
height

Construction: Paving No paving, just site restoration

Construction: Dust From Material Movement based on project type and provided information
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