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California State University Channel Islands

APPENDIX A:   
SCOPING COMMENTS NOP COMMENTS AND INITIAL STUDY

This Appendix A includes a summary of comments received during the scoping meeting, 
comments on proposed Facilities Projects that were received during the public review period, 
and the initial study that was prepared in concert with the EIR to address physical 
environmental impacts pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Two public scoping meetings were held for the proposed project.  The first was held in the 
evening on October 29, 2008 and the second was held during the school day on November 12, 
2008.  Seven people attended the October 29th meeting while eight people attended the 
November 12th meeting.  Below is a summary of the comments expressed during each meeting. 

October 29th, 2008 Scoping Meeting Comments

Global Climate Change 
Flood protection to the athletic structures 
Dark Skies relative to Navy operations
Downstream water quality for Mugu Lagoon 

November 19th, 2008 Scoping Meeting Comments

Additional noise for University Glen from the electrical substation 
Use of lawn and landscaping because of water use, suggested artificial turf 
Treatment of runoff water from roads and parking lots 
Consider permeable paving to reduce runoff 
Address use of open space and sensitive species in newly acquired land and entry road 
site
Potential traffic increase the new road would cause 
Safety for bike lanes with respect to lighting 
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INITIAL STUDY 

 
Project Title:   California State University Channel Islands  
 2009 Facilities Projects Supplemental EIR 
 
Lead Agency:   The Trustees of the California State University 
 400 Golden Shore 
 Long Beach, California 90802-4275 
 
Contact Person: Alan Paul, Associate Architect 

Operations, Planning and Construction 
California State University Channel Islands 
One University Drive 
Arroyo Hall (57 Ventura Street) 
Camarillo, California 93012 
 

Project Location: The project site is located 1.5 miles south of the City of Camarillo, 
northeasterly of the intersection of Lewis and Potrero Roads at the former 
California State Developmental Hospital.  Figure 1 shows the project’s  
regional location within Ventura County.  Figure 2 shows the project 
vicinity.  

 
Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: The Trustees of the California State University 
 400 Golden Shore 
 Long Beach, California 90802-4275 
  
      Locally represented by: 

      Alan Paul, Associate Architect 
Operations, Planning and Construction 
California State University Channel Islands 
One University Drive 
Arroyo Hall (57 Ventura Street) 
Camarillo, California 93012 
 

 
General Plan Designation: State or Federal Facility and Open Space (Ventura County) 
 
Zoning:  O-S-160Ac (Open Space, 160-acre minimum parcel) 
 
Surrounding Land Uses:  North of the site is Camarillo Regional Park and Calleguas Creek. 
East of the site is natural, steep mountainous terrain.  Areas to the southeast, south, and west 
are in agricultural use.  The Camrosa Water District Wastewater Treatment Facility is located 
north of the southwestern end of the project site and generally west of the main campus. 
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DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:   
 
For CEQA analysis purposes, the project consists of details and modifications to planned 
improvements, modifications to existing mitigation measures, and a land conveyance for the 
Calilfornia State University Channel Islands (CSUCI) campus.  All of the improvements were 
previously envisioned under the 2004 Campus Master Plan and earlier plans.  The current 
designs are more detailed than those analyzed previously, and additional background studies 
have been conducted.  The proposed project encompasses the following primary tasks.   
 

1.  Proposed design details for the roadway access, accompanying bridges and parking, 
including the following specific potential facility features in the 153-acre New Access 
Road area: 

 
• Installation of a sanitary sewer line crossing Long Grade Creek 
• Elevated road and parking light fixtures 
• Decrease in tree coverage in parking lots (“orchard style plantings”) 
• Lighted site monument sign and message board 
• Change in road to 25 year rather than 100 year flood protection 
• Burial of SCE and Verizon lines 
• Adoption of a cultural resource mitigation program 
• Substitution of bike lanes on the roadway for separated class I bike path  

 
The proposed facilities improvements include two phases.  The first phase includes one 
primary vehicular access road with a vehicular bridge crossing and one pedestrian 
bridge crossing.  The second phase of facilities improvements includes a secondary 
vehicular access road with bridge crossing and a second pedestrian bridge crossing. 
 
As considered in the 2004 Master Plan Update, parking would be developed to serve the 
new athletic fields and the campus core.  Two parking lots are proposed within the plan 
area.  The west parking lot would accommodate up to 2,250 parking spaces, while the 
east lot would accommodate 1,892 parking spaces.  

 
2. Final flood control levee design; including: 

 
• Lighted bike paths on the new and old levees 
 
A new flood control levee would be constructed within the upland area north of Long 
Grade Canyon Creek.  The levee would be designed to accommodate a lighted Class 1 
bike path.   

 
3. Modification of mitigation conditions from prior Certified EIRs to enable structures and 

lighting supportive of athletic facilities within site New Access Road area and elsewhere 
on the campus; including: 

 
• Addition of sports field lighting to facilitate use of the fields after dark by the students and the 

community 
• Potential installation of bleachers at some fields 
• Potential installation of washroom and locker facilities in conjunction with  the sports fields 
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• Addition of sport field lights near Potrero Road 
 

4. Acquisition of 370 acres adjacent to the north side of campus (referred to hereafter as the 
“Open Space Conveyance” area).  CSUCI proposes to preserve and improve the site into 
a multi-use regional educational and recreation area, consistent with the previous 
intended use of the site.  General program development components under 
consideration include a Native Habitat Program, Trailhead and Hiking Trails, and Open 
Space. 

 
5. Potential upgrade of an electrical power substation near the existing cogeneration 

facility to handle the campus’ increasing electrical demand; 
 
These changes will comprise the focus of analysis of the 2009 Supplemental EIR. 
 
PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL MAY BE REQUIRED: 
 
U.S Army Corps of Engineers (possible future CWA Section 404 permit), Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (possible future CWA Section 401 certification), California Department of Fish 
and Game, and the Ventura County Watershed Protection District. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving 
at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant” or “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation 
Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 
 
⌧ Aesthetics ⌧ Hazards & Hazardous Materials Public Services 

 Agricultural Resources ⌧ Hydrology & Water Quality Recreation 

⌧ Air Quality  Land Use and Planning ⌧ Transportation/Traffic 

⌧ Biological Resources  Energy and Mineral Resources Utilities/Service Systems

⌧ Cultural Resources  Noise 

 Geology/Soils  Population and Housing 

⌧ Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 
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DETERMINATION 
 
On the basis of 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 the mitigation measures described 
on an attached sheet have been added to the project.  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 significant effect(s) 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, if the effect is a “potentially significant 
impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated.”  An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

 
 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 all potential significant effects 
(a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards and 
(b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or 
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project. 

 

 December 22, 2008  
Signature Date 
 
Alan Paul  California State University 
Printed Name For 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST: 
 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.1 AESTHETICS - Would the project:     
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 

vista? x    
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 

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

x    

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

x    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or 
glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 

x    

 
a-d.   As noted in the 2004 Master Plan Amendment SEIR, Lewis and Potrero Roads are both 

eligible to be designated as Ventura County Scenic Highways.  The Lewis Road and 
Potrero Road viewsheds are dominated by cultivated fields in the foreground with 
Round Mountain and the Santa Monica Mountains visually prominent in the 
background.  Construction of the proposed athletic field improvements, particularly 
lighting may be visible to both view corridors and could result in potentially 
significant impacts.  Impacts would be potentially significant and will be analyzed 
further in an EIR. 
 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.2 AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES -    
      Would the project: 

    

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

  x  

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use, or a Williamson Act contract?   x  

c) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland 
to non-agricultural use? 

  x  

 
a-c. The proposed developments would take place in non-active agricultural areas.  The 

2004 Campus Master Plan Amendment SEIR addressed the loss of agricultural lands 
and adopted a statement of overriding considerations.  Therefore, development in 
areas that were previously agricultural areas would not result in significant impacts.  
The proposed uses within the 370-acre open space conveyance area are proposed to 
remain the same as currently exist, particularly with respect to the Camarillo Regional 
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Park area, comprising 279 acres.  This portion of the property will remain available for 
use as public open space as a condition of the transfer.  The general program 
development components under consideration, including a native habitat program, 
trailhead and hiking trails, and open space are consistent with existing uses and would 
not contribute to loss of farmland.  The open space conveyance area is not within an 
agricultural preserve and not under Williamson Act contract.   Mitigation identified in 
the 2004 Campus Master Plan SEIR would be applicable to the proposed 
developments.  Therefore, impacts to agricultural resources would be less than 
significant. 

 

 
ISSUES: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.3 AIR QUALITY - Would the project:     
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air quality plan?   x  
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 

substantially to an existing or projected air 
quality violation? 

 x   

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is in non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (including releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 
precursors)? 

 x   

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations?  x   

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people?  x   

 
ab.  The proposed project involves development of infrastructure and campus facilities, and 

contributes to fulfilling the vision for development of the campus, consistent with the 
CSUCI Master Plan.  The proposed project would not generate any population growth 
and would not contribute to operational air quality impact.  The proposed project 
would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the Ventura County Air 
Pollution Control District Air Quality Management Plan.   

 
b-c. The proposed projects would result in construction air quality impacts.  Construction 

emissions would be generated during the grading/import of up to 250,000 cubic yards 
of soil, for construction of the roadway and levee.    This phase of construction has the 
potential to generate particulate matter and diesel emissions in a region that 
sometimes has levels exceeding allowable levels, particularly for ozone and particulate 
matter.  Though construction effects are typically considered less than significant 
within Ventura County due to their temporary nature, the potential for adverse effects 
will be further explored and discussed. Mitigation may be incorporated to reduce 
adverse effects through watering and construction timing if feasible.  Therefore, 
impacts are potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated and further 
analysis is in an EIR will follow. 
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 Additionally, the project has the potential to contribute to global climate change.  An 
increase in the generation and emission of greenhouse gases (GHGs) is not itself an 
adverse environmental effect. Rather, it is the increased accumulation of GHGs in the 
atmosphere that may result in global climate change that causes adverse 
environmental effects. Though the project will not generate additional students or 
have operational air quality impacts, this cumulative issue will be further explored 
and discussed in the EIR.    

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES –  
        Would the project:     
a) Have a substantial adverse effect 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 Game or 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

x    

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

x    

c) Have a substantial effect on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or x 
other means? 

x    

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? 

x    

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

   x 

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? 

  x  

 
a-d. The proposed developments would occur on undeveloped areas including over or 

adjacent to sensitive resources such as creeks or wetlands.  The extent of the impacts is 
unknown at this point and further analysis is needed.  A biological resource study shall be 
completed to access the projects impacts related to biological resources.  Impacts are 
potentially significant and further analysis in an EIR is required. 

 
e. The proposed Master Plan amendment would be consistent with the Ventura County 

General Plan, but as a designated State and Federal Facility, the project site is not legally 
subject to local planning or land use policies.  If it were subject to local land use 
regulatory structure, the CSUCI campus and its facilities would comply with this 
County designation.  The proposed facilities projects would not remove trees, but would 
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rather involve planting of additional trees for roadway landscaping, wetland 
enhancements, visual screening of athletic fields and parking lots.  Further discussion of 
this issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 
f. The proposed developments would not have an effect on any areas subject to an 

adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other 
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.  Acquisition of the open 
space conveyance area to the north of the current campus boundaries would be 
preserved as open space and any future improvements such as trails, would be in 
compliance with all applicable laws and regulations pertaining to natural conservation 
plans.  Impacts are less than significant and further discussion of this issue in the EIR 
is not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the 
project:     
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource as defined 
in §15064.5? 

x    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource as 
defined in §15064.5? 

x    

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

   x 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries? x    

 
a,b,d.      Sensitive archaeological resources are contained in the vicinity of proposed 

improvements.  Impacts are potentially significant and further analysis in an EIR is 
required. 

       
c. Paleontological resources are not considered within this study because the rock 

formations within the campus area are volcanic and are not known to contain fossils.  
Moreover, Quaternary alluvial sediments found in this area are generally too young to 
contain fossils.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS – Would the 
project:     

a) Expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving: 
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ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

i) 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? 

  x  

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?   x  
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction?   x  

iv) Landslides?   x  
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

topsoil?    x 
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 

unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, 
lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or 
collapse? 

   x 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in 
Table 1-B of the Uniform Building Code, 
creating substantial risks to life or property? 

   x 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste 
water disposal systems where sewers are not 
available for the disposal of waste water? 

   x 

 
a)i Known active faults that could generate the highest ground accelerations at the site 

include the Camarillo fault and the Simi-Santa Rosa fault system.  The Camarillo fault 
is approximately 2.5 miles from the site, and the Simi-Santa Rosa fault is 
approximately 4.5 miles from the site.  Both of these faults are considered active, and 
the Camarillo fault is designated as an Alquist-Priolo fault zone.  The 1998 FEIR 
includes a detailed discussion of these faults, including potential impacts and 
recommended mitigation measures.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not 
warranted. 

 
a)ii   The project site could experience seismic ground shaking in the event of an earthquake 

on any of several faults in the area, including the Bailey fault, which is located 
approximately 1 mile west of the project site.  Risks related to seismic ground shaking 
are addressed by mitigation measures GEO-1(a)-(c) included in the 1998 FEIR.  Further 
discussion of this issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 
a)iii Unconsolidated alluvium underlies the areas of the proposed developments.  The 

depth to groundwater beneath portions of the site is estimated to be within 15 feet.  
This combination of soil and groundwater characteristics makes the site susceptible to 
a liquefaction hazard, which is addressed by mitigation measure GEO-2 included in 
the 1998 FEIR.  Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce impacts to 
less than significant.  Therefore, further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not 
warranted. 
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a)iv Mitigation measure GEO-3 from in the 1998 FEIR addresses potential landslide 
hazards.  However, new facilities and site plan modifications generally avoid hillside 
areas and slopes greater than 10%.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not 
warranted.   

 
b-d. As noted in Section 5.5.1(j) of the 1998 FEIR, most of the existing buildings located on 

the CSUCI campus are located on soils with little or no erosion hazard.  New 
development sites are located in areas with no erosion hazard.  No further discussion 
of this issue in the EIR is warranted.  

 
e. The CSUCI campus is serviced by two gravity-flow sewage collection systems, and 

wastewater generated on-site is currently treated at the adjacent Camrosa Wastewater 
Treatment Facility.  No septic tanks are used onsite, therefore, further discussion of 
this issue in the EIR is not warranted.         

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.7 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS - Would the project:     
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, 
or disposal of hazardous materials? 

 x   

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? 

 x   

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within 1/4-mile of an 
existing or proposed school? 

 x   

d) Be located on a site which 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? 

   x 

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 for people residing or working in 
the project area? 

   x 

f) For a project in the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the area? 

   x 

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere 
with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

  x  

h) Expose people or structures to a significant 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland 
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands? 

  x  
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a,b,c. The proposed project would build over areas that were previously used for agricultural 
purposes.  Agricultural areas normally include routine use and storage of agricultural 
pesticides.  Development in this area has the potential to create hazards associated with 
onsite conditions if onsite soils are contaminated with agricultural chemicals.  The 
impact is potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated and will be further 
discussed in the EIR.   

 
d. The project site is not known to be on a list of hazardous material sites.  Further 

discussion of this issue in the EIR is not warranted.   
 

e-f.  The proposed developments do not include any areas in the vicinity of a public airport 
or private airstrip.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not warranted.    

 
g-h. The proposed facilities projects would not interfere with an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan and would not increase the risk of fire 
hazard to people or structures.  Moreover, the proposed access roads would improve 
emergency access to and from the campus, due to the shorter distance from Lewis Road 
and provision of another avenue for travel if evacuation of the campus were necessary.  
The impact is less than significant and further discussion of this issue in the EIR is 
not warranted.   

 
 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.8 HYDROLOGY AND WATER 
QUALITY - Would the project:     
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 

discharge requirements?   x  
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 

interfere substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that there would be a net deficit 
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local 
groundwater table level (e.g., the production 
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to 
a level which would not support existing land 
uses or planned uses for which permits have 
been granted)? 

  x  

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, including through the 
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in 
a manner which would result in substantial 
erosion or siltation? 

  x  

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, including the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in 
a manner which would result in flooding on- or 
off-site? 

  x  
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ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

e) 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? 

  x  

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?   x  
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard 

area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or 
other flood hazard delineation map? 

  x  

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area 
structures which would impede or redirect flood 
flows? 

x    

i) Expose people or structures to a significant 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding, 
including flooding as a result of the failure of a 
levee or dam? 

   x 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?    x 
 
a,e,f. The proposed developments would replace undeveloped lands with pervious 

surfaces.  The development of such would result in increase stormwater flows and a 
potential increase in pollutants that drain to Calleguas Creek.  The proposed 
developments are designed so that stormwater flows to bio-swales that filter 
pollutants out of the stormwater.  Additionally, wetlands are to be constructed in 
concert with the Master Plan and the proposed developments to filter pollutants and 
act as a retention area.  The 2004 Master Plan Amendment SEIR analyzed the impacts 
of stormwater pollutant increases and identified available mitigation.  Mitigation 
measures identified in the 2004 Master Plan Amendment SEIR would apply to the 
proposed developments and impacts would be less than significant.  Therefore, 
further discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted. 

 
b. The proposed developments would result in an incremental increase of water and 

would replace undeveloped lands with impervious surfaces.  However, the proposed 
developments would not increase the number of students at the CSUCI campus 
provided in the Master Plan Sports field and landscape irrigation would be conducted 
with groundwater or recycled water from Camrosa; however, the potential for increased 
use of groundwater to irrigate the sports fields is not anticipated to adversely affect 
groundwater supplies.  Moreover, the project would include about 10 additional acre 
feet of water retention and storage within Long Grade Canyon Creek, allowing for 
percolation to the ground.  Impacts are less than significant and further discussion of 
this issue in an EIR is not warranted. 

 
c,d. The proposed construction would alter the existing drainage pattern of the respective 

site.  Paving of proposed surface parking areas in addition to the access road, sports 
facilities, and sub-station would increase impervious surfaces on the campus and 
create additional runoff.  Drainage adjacent to the proposed parking lots and access 
roads include Long Grade Canyon and Calleguas Creek.  The 2004 Master Plan 
Amendment SEIR addressed the impacts of altered drainage on the project site and 
has included mitigation measures that apply to the proposed developments.  



California State University Channel Islands  
2009 Facilities Projects Supplemental EIR 
Initial Study 
 

 California State University Channel Islands 
 IS-13 

 

Implementation of the mitigation measures identified in the 2004 Master Plan 
Amendment SEIR would ensure impacts are less than significant.  Therefore, further 
discussion of this issue in an EIR is not warranted. 

 
g. The proposed developments does not contain a housing component, nor does it alter the 

floodplains as such that it would impact housing.  Impacts are less than significant and 
further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not warranted.  

 
h. The proposed developments include a new flood control levee that would protect 

against 100-year Long Grade Canyon Creek overflows.  However, portions of the plan 
area, including the primary access road would still be subject to flood hazards due to 
sheet flow from northerly areas.  These portions of the plan area would be protected 
from inundation during 25 year or less events.  Therefore, 100-year potential flood risks 
would exist resulting in potentially significant impacts.  Further analysis in an EIR is 
required. 

 
j. The CSUCI campus is not subject to hazards related to dam failure.  The campus is 

located inland and is not be susceptible to risks related to seiche or tsunami.  Further 
analysis of this issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.9 LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would 
the project:     
a) Physically divide an established community?    x 
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, 
policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction 
over the project (including, but not limited to the 
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, 
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

   x 

c)  Conflict with an applicable habitat conservation 
plan or natural communities conservation plan?    x 

 
a. The proposed developments would add to the campus consistent with the CSUCI 

Master Plan.  The proposed project would not divide an established community.   
Further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 
b. As a state-owned facility, the CSUCI is not subject to local land use regulations.  The 

CSU Board of Trustees is charged with approval and implementation of the Campus 
Master Plan.  The CSU Channel Islands Site Authority, guided by the Specific Reuse 
Plan for the Community Development Area, has discretionary authority over land use 
decisions in the Reuse area, including the proposed site for the sub-station.  The 
provisions for site-plan modifications by the proposed project are consistent with the 
general development policies of both the Campus Master Plan and the Specific Reuse 
Plan.  Further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 
c.   The proposed development would not have an effect on any areas subject to an 

adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other 
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approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.  Acquisition of the open 
space conveyance site to the north of the current project boundaries would be 
preserved as open space and any recreation facilities to be developed within would be 
in compliance with all applicable laws and regulations pertaining to natural 
conservation plans.  Impacts are less than significant and further discussion of this 
issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.10  ENERGY AND MINERAL 
RESOURCES - 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? 

   x 

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? 

   x 

 
a,b. Mineral resources of value to the region or to residents of the state are not known to exist 

on development areas identified by the proposed project.  Likewise, no mineral recovery 
sites have been identified on the project site. Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is 
not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.11  NOISE - Would the project result in:     
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 

levels in excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

   x 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

   x 

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels above levels existing without the 
project? 

   x 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the project? 

  x  

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 expose 
people residing or working in the project area 
to excessive noise levels? 

   x 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise? 

   x 
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a-c.   The proposed developments are not expected to create any significant new sources of 
ambient noise or groundbourne vibration above existing levels in the area.  Ambient 
noise measurements were taken at key locations that would characterize the setting of 
the proposed facilities projects.  Table 1 identifies the associated noise with its location. 

 
 As indicated in Table 1, ambient noise levels range from a low of 41.5dBA near the 

proposed roadways to 58.3dBA near the Potrero Soccer Fields.  The placement of the 
parking lots, sports fields and sub-station would be mitigated by the location of these 
facilities from residential areas.  The increased use of the soccer fields into nighttime 
hours would not result in significant noise impacts as the FTE of the Campus is not 
being increased in addition to the nature of the use of the fields.  Increased use of soccer 
fields are not a major source of noise and are unlikely to result in an increase of 3dBA.  It 
should also be noted that the sound level for station one included actions such as traffics 
from heavy trucks and increased traffic which would likely not occur during nighttime 
hours. 

 
 The Open Space Conveyance area  to the north of the campus would open the area up 

for use.  However, the area is intended to be preserved and would not result in 
significant sources of noise to the campus.  

 
 It should be noted that it is assumed that long-term operational noise generated by the 

sub-station would not exceed noise thresholds because noise from machinery would be 
housed within structures.  Station 2 illustrates the ambient noise for the substation site 
on Table 1.  The majority of the noise in that portion of campus comes from the 
cogeneration facility.  Impacts are less than significant and further discussion of this 
issue in an EIR is not warranted. 

 
d.   Construction activities related to new facilities proposed could create temporary 

increases in vibration or noise levels.  However, because construction noise would be 
temporary and sporadic in nature, these noise impacts are considered less than 
significant.  Potential noise and vibration impacts of onsite construction are discussed in 
detail in Section 5.8 of the 1998 FEIR.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not 
warranted. 

 

Table 1 
Ambient Noise Levels 

Station Location Leq (dBA) 

1 Oxnard Street (adjacent Potrero Soccer 
Fields and Anacapa Village) 58.3 

2 Proposed electrical substation location 
(near Central Plant) 57.5 

3 Near Camarosa Wastewater Treatment 
Plant 41.5 

Source:  Rincon Consultants Field Data, 2008. 
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e,f. The project area is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, and the project is not within the vicinity of a private 
air strip.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.12  POPULATION AND HOUSING - 
Would the project:     
a) Induce substantial 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)? 

   x 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 
housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

   x 

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

   x 

 
a-c. The proposed developments do not include a residential component or expand the 

number of campus classrooms.  The proposed sub-station would likely require the 
addition of workers, however, it is not anticipated this number would significantly alter 
the employee projections of the Master Plan. Additionally, no people or existing housing 
would be displaced by the proposed developments.  Therefore, impacts are less than 
significant and further analysis of these issues in an EIR is not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.13  PUBLIC SERVICES -     
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse 

physical impacts associated with the provision 
of new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, 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: 

    

i) Fire protection?    x 
ii) Police protection?    x 
iii) Schools?    x 
iv) Parks?    x 
v) Other public facilities?    x 

 
a)i-ii.  Response times were recently determined by analyzing the times from the first call to 

the times when emergency services responded on-scene.  Information provided by the 
CSU Channel Islands Police Department indicated that it took two minutes for the 
CSU Police to arrive, 11 minutes for an ambulance, and 13 minutes for the fire trucks 
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to arrive on-scene.  This is outside the response times for the national standard that the 
Ventura County Fire Department acknowledges. However, the proposed 
developments would not adversely affect response times or service ratios because the 
approved campus capacity of 15,000 FTES would not change.  The proposed entry 
road could incrementally decrease response times.  All new facilities would comply 
with current Fire Code requirements.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is 
not warranted. 

 
 a)iii-v. The proposed Master Plan amendment would not result in substantial adverse 

physical impacts to schools, parks, or other public facilities.  Further discussion of this 
issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.14  RECREATION -     
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? 

   x 

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? 

   x 

 
a,b.   The proposed project would include the construction of a total of 15 playfields and a track 

for school-related recreational sports activities.  This would increase the recreational 
facilities of the campus.  The construction of such would not result in physical impacts on 
the environment.  Mitigation from the 2004 Campus Master Plan SEIR would apply when 
necessary.   

 
 Additionally, the acquisition of the open space conveyance area to the north of the campus 

would potentially improve the quality, accessibility and safety of the area for passive 
recreational opportunities including hiking and nature observing.  Potential features 
include hiking trails that would connect to the Santa Monica Mountains trail system.  This 
area would be preserved by the university.  Impacts would be less than significant and 
further analysis in an EIR is not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.15  TRANSPORTATION / TRAFFIC - 
Would the project:     
a) Cause an increase in traffic which is 

substantial in relation to the existing traffic load 
and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in 
a substantial increase in either the number of 
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on 
roads, or congestion at intersections)? 

x    

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a   x  
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ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

level of service standard established by the 
county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic levels or a 
change in location that results in substantial 
safety risks? 

   x 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g. sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible use (e.g. farm 
equipment)? 

x    

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?    x 
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?    x 
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 

programs supporting alternative transportation 
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

   x 

 
a. The project is not expected to increase traffic volumes since the approved campus 

capacity of 15,000 FTES would remain unchanged.  The proposed project provides for 
a new entry road to the campus that would connect directly with the realigned Lewis 
Road.  Additionally, a secondary roadway is proposed to connect the primary 
roadway with the western portion of the campus.  The new roadways are expected to 
improve campus access and circulation and accommodate projected growth in 
students and on-campus residents.  Localized circulation movements will need to be 
further studied.  Therefore, impacts are potentially significant due to a lack of 
information and further analysis in an EIR is required. 

 
b. The proposed project would not generate significant amounts of traffic.  The project 

would not substantially increase traffic external to the campus beyond the 15,000 FTES 
previously studied and approved.  Therefore, there is a less than significant potential 
for the proposed facilities project to cause an exceedance of the level of service for 
congestion management agency designated roads or highways.  Further discussion of 
this issue in the EIR is not warranted.   

 
c. The project would not impact air traffic.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is 

not warranted. 
 

d. The proposed parking lot configurations combined with bicycle, pedestrian, and 
vehicle infrastructure has the potential to result in conflicts or hazardous design 
features.  Therefore, impacts are potentially significant and further analysis in an 
EIR is required. 

 
e. The project would improve emergency access and circulation on campus through the 

construction of access roads.  No impacts would occur and further discussion of this 
issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 
f. The proposed project would add two parking lots including 4,142 parking spaces.  

This is consistent with the Campus Master Plan.  The addition of the proposed parking 
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would result in needed parking for the campus.  Further discussion of this issue in 
the EIR is not warranted. 

 
g. The proposed project would add bicycle lanes to the campus as an alternative mode of 

transportation.  This is consistent with the Campus Master Plan and no impacts would 
occur.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not warranted. 

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.16  UTILITIES AND SERVICE 
SYSTEMS - Would the project:     
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of 

the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 

   x 

b) Require or result in the construction of new 
water or wastewater treatment facilities of 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction 
of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

   x 

c) Require or result in the construction of new 
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental effects? 

   x 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to 
serve the project from existing entitlements 
and resources, or are new or expanded 
entitlements needed? 

x    

e) 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? 

   x 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid 
waste disposal needs? 

   x 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes 
and regulations related to solid waste?    x 

 
a,b,d,e.The proposed project would include the development of sports fields and associated 

structures which may result in an incremental increase in wastewater and water 
supplies.  However, the proposed developments do not increase the approved campus 
capacity.  Additionally, water and wastewater was analyzed in the 2004 Campus 
Master Plan Amendment SEIR and included mitigation that would be applicable to the 
proposed development.  Applicable mitigation shall be implemented into the 
proposed developments when needed.  Therefore, no impacts on wastewater 
treatment requirements are expected.  Further discussion of this issue in the EIR is 
not warranted. 

 
c.   The proposed developments would require the construction of stormwater facilities in 

conjunction with the proposed transportation  upgrades, parking facilities, and the 
new sports facility.  The stormwater facilities are part of the proposed project and are 
designed to ensure that applicable regulations are met.  Furthermore, the effects of 
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stormwater impacts have been addressed in the 2004 Master Plan Amendment SEIR 
and has included mitigation to properly reduce impacts.  The propose developments 
would be required to follow these mitigation measures where applicable.  See Section 
4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, for further discussion.  Impacts are less than 
significant and further discussion in an EIR is not warranted.  

 
f-g.   The proposed developments would incrementally increase the amount of solid waste 

generated by the CSUCI campus with the development of the sports facilities.  
Additionally, construction would result in a temporary increase in solid wastes.  
However, Construction and campus modifications under the proposed developments 
are not expected to result in an increase in the generation of solid waste as compared 
to conditions under the 2000 Campus Master Plan.  Therefore, impacts are less than 
significant and further discussion of this issue in the EIR is not warranted.  

 

ISSUES: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

4.17  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE -     
a) Does the project have the potential to 

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self- sustaining 
levels, eliminate a plant or animal community, 
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? 

x    

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, and the effects 
of probable future projects)? 

x    

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

x    

 
a. The proposed project would potentially impact species located in adjacent creeks.  The 

types of which are unknown.  Therefore, impacts are potentially significant and further 
analysis in an EIR is required. 

 
b. The proposed Master Plan amendment has the potential to generated impacts that 

cannot feasibly be mitigated.  Therefore, the project’s contribution to cumulative 
impacts could be significant and will be studied further in the EIR. 

 
c. The proposed Master Plan amendment has the potential to generated impacts that 

cannot feasibly be mitigated.  Therefore, the project’s contribution to cumulative 
impacts could be significant and will be studied further in the EIR. 
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