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COUNTY OF VENTURA
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES INITIAL STUDY

Date: January 15, 2002
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B. DISCUSSION

The project consists of the modified upgrade of the Saticoy Sanitary District (SSD) Wastwater
Treatment Plant (WWTP) located at 1419 Lirio Avenue in the Saticoy area, Ventura County,
California. Elements of the modified SSD WWTP include: sound proofing vs. acoustic panels
on walls; two new above-gronnd steel tanks (sequencing batch reactor) with same treatment

process vs. structural rehabilitation of existing rectangular septic tank; existing rectangular
septic tank will be used as a solids storage bin (SB), with no structural modifications; the
aerobics digester previously proposed will not be installed (omitted); the operations building
shell will be constructed, as previously proposed, however it will be simplified (e.g. see

acoustics above); and the pipe gallery or processing pipe will not longer be required. This

review of biological resources will be used for an Addendum to an approved MND.

The Initial Study (IS) for the previously approved SSD WWTP project was reviewed along with
the California Department of Fish and Game Natural Diversity Data Base (Oxnard and Saticoy
quadrangles 2001). The IS is attached. Native biological resources are as staled in the IS and
tend to be concentrated along the Santa Clara River and its riparian corridor. Development
and improvements for the currently proposed proiect are within the footprint of the existing or
previously proposed structures onsite and the quality of water leaving the plant would be
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improved,
as stated in the IS. Therefore, the tmpact discussion and conclusions ha the IS would also

pertain to the proposed modified project. In summary, the IS states that:

Endangered, threatened or rare species. Improvements to the WWTP would not involve
the loss of any riparian vegetation; therefore, no loss of habitat for the least Bell's
vireo would occur. The proposed project would not result in adverse impacts or
contribute to cumulative impacts to steelhead migratory or spawning habitat.
Therefore, no mitigation would be required for endangered, threatened or rare

species.

Wetland Habitat. The proposed project would not adversely affect the wetlands of the
Santa Clara River and Brown Barranca. The proposed project would improve the
quality of water discharged to the existing percolation ponds, which may mingle
with groundwater and surface flow into the Santa Clara River. Therefore, the
proposed proiect may have beneficial impacts on wetlands by improving water
quality. No mitigation is required.

Coastal Habitat. The proposed improvements are not located in the coastal zone.

However, the improvements to the quality of water, as stated in b. Wetland Habitat,
may have an overall beneficial impact on coastal resources and, thus would not
contribute to cumulative impacts to coastal resources. No mitigation is required.

Migration Corridors. Construction disturbance (noise, dust, human presence) would ocur
during daylight hours and would not form a harrier to wildlife movement.
Therefore, project impacts to migration corridors are considered less than
significant. The project would not contribute to cumulative impacts on migration
corridors. No mitigation is required.

Locally important Species/Communities. Special status species occur in the vicinity of the
Santa Clara River although they are not expected onsite or in the adjacent riparian
habitat. No locally important commuatities occur in the immediate project area. The
proposed proiect does not include the removal ofany vegetation or wildlife habitat.
Motion activated night lighting is proposed, would be shielded, directed at process
equipment and would only be activated in the event of an emergency. Therefore,
construction related disturbance

or night lighting would not result in adverse
impacts or contribute to cumulative impacts to special-status species or locally-
important communities. No mitigation is required.

C MANDATORYF/NDINGS OF SIGNIF/CANCE

1. Ekes the project have the potential to significantly degbade the quality of the
waronml, subsmtially reduce the babit oi" fLsh wildespcs,

fish wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels,
threaten to elimiruate plant animal community, reduce the numb
restrict the range of endangered plant artimal?

Z Does the project have the potential to achieve short tewa, to the
disadvantage of long-term, (navironmental goals?
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3. Does the project have impacts, which individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable?

D. MITIGATION MEASURES

Recommended Required for Negative Declaration

No mitigation measures are recommended or required.

E. DETERMINATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL DOCLrMENT FROMA BIOLOGICAL
PERSPECTIVE

Negative Dedaration Mitigated Negative Declaration E1R Required

Reviewer:.
Date:

Kathy Frye
,Senior Biologist for
Rincon Consultants, Inc.
Phone: 641-1000 Ext. 32

January 15, 2002
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