Planning Division
501 Poli Street
Ventura, CA 93001
Phone: 805.654.7893
Fax: 805.654.7560

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR A FIREARMS AND AMMUNITION ORDINANCE
CITY OF SAN BUENAVENTURA, CALIFORNIA
The City of Ventura has reviewed an application for the following proposed project:
A.

Project Title: Firearms and Ammunition Sales Ordinance

B.

Case Nos. PROJ-12723, OA-7-18-46110 and EIR-7-18-46109

C.

Project Applicant: City of Ventura

D.

Project Description: This environmental document analyzes a code amendment that would that
create a new use type and definitions for firearms and ammunition sales and amend the Limited
Industrial (M-1), General Industrial (M-2), and Manufacturing Planned Development (MPD)
zones to permit firearm and ammunition sales. To implement the Project, various text
amendments are proposed to the Zoning Ordinance including revisions to Definitions and the
addition of a new Chapter 24.494 -Firearm and Ammunition Sales, as more fully described in the
Project Information section of the Initial Study.
There is no associated development project only legislative changes to the City’s Municipal Code
and Zoning Map.

E.

Proposed Finding: In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public
Resource Code Section 21000 et seq.), and consistent with State CEQA Guidelines (California Code
of Regulations) Section 15070, and following the completion of an Initial Study (IS), the Planning
Division of the City of Ventura has determined that there is no substantial evidence that the
proposed project would have a significant adverse effect on the environment, and that a negative
declaration (ND) may be adopted.

F.

Document Review Period and Comment. A 20-day public review period for the proposed
Negative Declaration will be held from December 7, 2018 and ends on December 27, 2018. The
document and reference materials are available for public review at the City of Ventura,
Planning Division, Room 117, 501 Poli Street, Ventura, CA 93001 or on the City’s website at:
https://www.cityofventura.ca.gov/450/Current-Environmental-Documents-for-Revi
Alternatively, the draft ND and referenced project documents are available for review between
8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday (closed on alternative Fridays and the December
24-25th holiday, during the review period at the Planning Counter, Ventura City Hall, Room 117,
501 Poli Street, CA 93001.
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INITIAL STUDY / ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
Firearms and Ammunition Sales Ordinance
and other Code Amendments
A.

PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Title

Firearms and Ammunition Sales Ordinance

Lead Agency

City of San Buenaventura
501 Poli Street
Ventura, CA 93001

Contact Person

Dave Ward, AICP, Planning Manager
(805) 654-7893
dward@ci.ventura.ca.us

Project Location

Citywide in the Industrial (M-1, M-2 & MPD) zones

Project Sponsor Name
and Address

Community Development Department
City of San Buenaventura
501 Poli Street
Ventura, CA 93001

General Plan
Designations
Zoning

Industry
Limited Industrial (M-1), General Industrial (M-2) and
Manufacturing Planned Development (MPD)
The Project proposes the creation of a new chapter
establishing regulations governing the establishment
and operation of firearms and ammunition sales. The
chapter provides for the regulation of firearms and
ammunition sales by allowing the concentration of
firearms and ammunition sales only in certain areas in
order to, among other things, minimize deleterious
effects on adjoining properties zoned for residential
uses and other sensitive uses.
To implement the Project, the following text
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance are proposed:
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1) Addition of new Chapter 24.494 – Firearms and
Ammunition Sales which establishes locational
criteria including zoning and buffer
requirements. Due to the physical and land use
constraints of the City of San Buenaventura, the
Ordinance proposes that firearms and
ammunition sales be allowed only in the M-1,
M-2 and MPD zones, along with (1) a 500-foot
separation requirement between firearms and
ammunition sales businesses and certain
sensitive uses (i.e. schools, parks, religious
institutions, day care facilities, and residential
zones) and 2) a 200-foot separation requirement
between any legally established firearms and
ammunition sales business.
2) M-1, M-2 and MPD Zoned Properties - Add
language allowing firearms and ammunition
sales and requiring compliance with Chapter
24.494 -Firearms and Ammunition Sales
regulations.
3) Definitions – Add new definitions for the
following terms used in Chapter 24.494:
Ammunition, Day Care Center, Firearm,
Firearm and Ammunition Sales, Firearms
Dealer, Park, Regular and Substantial Course of
Conduct, Religious Institution, Residentially
Zoned Property and School.
The 500-foot buffer between a proposed firearms and
ammunition sales business and the following sensitive
uses: daycare centers, parks, religious institutions,
residentially zoned properties, and schools is
measured from the closest exterior wall of the
proposed firearms and ammunition sales business and
the nearest property line of the sensitive use. The 200-
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foot buffer from a proposed firearms and ammunition
sales business to another existing legally established
firearms and ammunition sales business is measured
from the property line of one firearms and
ammunition business to the nearest property line of
the other firearms and ammunition business.
Existing firearms and ammunition sales businesses
operating on the day the new ordinance is effective
are deemed a nonconforming use and may be
permitted to continue subject to the nonconforming
regulations set forth in Chapter 24.465, excepting that
amortization does not apply.

B.

BACKGROUND

On July 7, 2014, the City Council considered a policy consideration directing the City Attorney
to research zoning ordinances and other regulatory measures that other California cities use to
regulate where gun sales can occur and make recommendations accordingly. While initially a
moratorium was requested, the ultimate direction provided by the City Council was approved
without a moratorium. On October 27, 2014, staff returned with several options on how both
the zoning and the licensing options could be developed. Following public participation and
City Council discussion, the City Council further refined the areas to be addressed in the
ordinance.
Over the next couple of years, the City Attorney’s office in conjunction with the Police
Department, the Finance and Technology Department, Information Technology Division
(Geographic Information System Section “GIS”), and the Community Development
Department reviewed various options to accomplish the direction provided by the City
Council. Initially, staff worked closely with the GIS Section to look at separating firearms and
ammunition dealers from residential properties and schools by a certain number of feet and
then to locate them in industrial zones. This created a very limited number of sites where this
activity could occur. Furthermore, it created a significant number of “legal nonconforming
uses” which would ultimately have to be dealt with by the City. On March 3, 2017, the City
Council considered a report on two firearms and ammunition sales ordinances and decided
not to move forward with an ordinance related to licensing the sale of firearms and
ammunition but did approve an ordinance adding a new Chapter 6.2.11–Security Measures for
CITY of VENTURA
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Ammunition Retailers which required additional security features at ammunition retailers. A
decision was made to reevaluate the licensing ordinance after the courts reached a decision in
the case of Teixeira v. County of Alameda1. In this case, the Nine Circuit determined that a
County of Alameda ordinance which created the locational criteria for the sale of firearms did
two things which violated the second amendment of the United states Constitution. The first
provision was requiring a 500-foot separation of any residential district, school, other gun
store, or other establishments that sold liquor.
The Ninth Circuit’s finding in respect to residential uses being considered sensitive areas was
found to be inconsistent with the U.S. Supreme Court’s determination in the Heller case2. In
Heller, the U.S. Supreme Court found that firearms were lawful in residential zones. As such,
the Ninth Circuit had a difficult time finding a lawful way to protect residential zones from
something that was lawful to possess in residential zones.
The court found that a second problem with the ordinance was that the application of the
ordinance in particular instances effectively precluded the sale of firearms within
unincorporated County of Alameda. Both of these actions violated the Second Amendment of
the United States Constitution.
On December 27, 2016, the Ninth Circuit granted Alameda County’s motion to re-hear the
case. On October 10, 2017 the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 9th Circuit upheld an Alameda
County ordinance that banned new gun shops within 500 feet of schools, day care centers,
liquor stores or bars, other gun stores, and residential districts.1 The decision was appealed to
the Supreme Court and on May 14, 2018 the Supreme Court declined to hear the case.
Zoning and locational criteria are a legitimate and reasonable means of regulating firearms
and ammunition sales businesses. The City’s approach to regulating the location of firearms
and ammunition sales businesses establishes a “dispersal” method. With the dispersal method,
firearms and ammunition sales businesses, allowed within certain zone districts, are buffered a
set distance from various sensitive land uses (i.e., parks, schools, residential zones) and from
other firearms and ammunition sales businesses
POTENTIAL SITES FOR THE LOCATION OF FIREARMS AND AMMUNITION SALES
BUSINESSES
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The proposed ordinance would permit firearms and ammunition sales businesses in the M-1,
M-2 and MPD zones. To identify the number of sites where a firearms and ammunition sales
business could be located under the proposed ordinance, a detailed analysis of all properties
within the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones was undertaken. Based on the analysis, it was determined
that a total 588 parcels would comply with the locational criteria set forth in the proposed
ordinance. Out of the 588 parcels a total of 171 are split by the buffer areas and 417 parcels are
completely outside the buffer zone. (Appendix A – Maps 1-5 – Shown at Citywide Scale; Maps
1-8 – Detailed at Parcel Level)
There are 7 existing firearms and ammunition sales businesses in the City of Ventura. Four of
these businesses are located within 500 feet of M-1, M-2 and MPD zoned parcels. Under the
proposed ordinance, these existing businesses would become legal nonconforming uses allowed
to continue operating, subject to Municipal Code Section 24.465.
C.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed firearms and ammunition ordinance
are located in the M-1 M-2 and MPD zones. These areas are characterized by a mix of smallscale industrial uses, business park development, and commercial uses.
Of the sites 588 parcels meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance, 25
parcels have not been previously developed. There is no existing agricultural use of any of the
sites. Sites meeting the locational criteria set forth in the proposed ordinance along Palma
Drive north of Olivas Park Drive are adjacent to existing agricultural uses to the west and east
in the County of Ventura. There is one agricultural parcel that bisects the MPD area south of
H-101 that is outside the City boundaries but within the City’s Sphere of Influence. The 75-acre
McGrath property is located east of Portola Avenue and south of Market Street. The parcel is
designated for industrial use in the City of Ventura 2005 General Plan. Agricultural land also
exists south of the Southern Pacific railroad tracks in the County of Ventura. The agricultural
land south of the railroad tracks is approximately 100 feet from parcels in the overlay zone.
Any future site-specific development on a parcel meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance would be subject to City review of the site and proposed physical
development. Such future development would also be required to meet applicable City
development standards, as well as CEQA requirements per City Resolution and CEQA
Guidelines.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS AFFECTED
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by the Project,
involving at least one impact that is “Potentially Significant” or “Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.
Aesthetics

Agriculture and Forestry

Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology/Soils

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Hydrology/Water
Quality

Land Use/Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise

Population/Housing

Public Services

Recreation

Transportation/Traffic

Tribal Cultural Resources

Utilities/Service
Systems

Mandatory Findings
of Significance

ENVIRONMENTAL 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 DECLARARION will be prepared.
I find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on the
environment, revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by the
applicant before this proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial study are
released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where
clearly no significant effects would occur, and there is no substantial evidence, in light of
the whole record before the agency, that the project as revised may have a significant
effect on the environment. 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.
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I find that the proposed Project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” 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.
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.

December 7, 2018
Date

Signature
Dave Ward, AICP, Planning Manager
Printed Name
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Potentially
Significant
Impact

I.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Aesthetics

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) Substantially degrade the
existing visual character or
quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of
substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?
DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms
and ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2
or MPD and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other
firearms and ammunition sales businesses (buffer areas). While the proposed ordinance
will not directly approve new construction or development, it is possible that a firearms
and ammunition sales business could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting
the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance. The areas affected by the
proposed ordinance are mostly built-out. Any new firearms and ammunition sales
business would occur in already-developed areas.
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General Plan Action 4.36 requires development along US Highway 101, State Route 33,
and Olivas Park Drive, among other roadways and highways to “respect and preserve
views of the community and its natural context.” Many of the sites meeting the
locational requirements of the proposed ordinance would be visible from State Route 33
in the Stanley Avenue area, from US Highway 101 from Johnson Drive to Telephone
Road and in the western portion of the Arundell area, and from Olivas Park Drive in
the eastern portion of the Arundell area. Each of these sites has been previously
developed, and any firearms and ammunition sales business seeking to locate within
view of these routes would be required to comply with the following General Plan
policies and actions:
Action 3.2: “Enhance the appearance of districts, corridors, and gateways (including
views from highways) through controls on building placement, design elements, and
signage.”
Policy 4D: “Protect views along scenic routes.”
Action 4.36: “Require development along the following roadways (US Highway 101
and State Route 33) – including noise mitigation, landscaping, and advertising – to
respect and preserve views of the community and its natural context.”
The proposed ordinance does not directly approve new construction or development
and thus does not include any elements that would potentially block or otherwise
negatively affect scenic vistas.
In addition, future development project on any of the 25 vacant parcels meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance would be subject to site-specific
development review, including review of site-specific physical development. All sitespecific development on any of the sites meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance would be subject to City Design Review Committee (DRC) review
and would be required to meet all City development standards and CEQA
requirements per City Resolution and CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, the impact on a scenic
vista is less than significant.

b) Would the proposed project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic
highway?
No Impact. None of the sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed
ordinance are located within a state scenic highway corridor.

c) Would the proposed project substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings?
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Less than Significant. The City’s entitlement process for all industrial and commercial
development includes architectural review through the City’s design review process. Any
buildings that would contain a future firearms and ammunition sales business would
require design review approval by the City’s DRC where proposed building mass, color and
materials, and landscaping are carefully reviewed, including appropriate design and
compatibility with the surrounding streetscape and buildings. If a future firearms and
ammunition sale business were to be located in an existing building with exterior
development limited to facade changes, this design review would be conducted by either
Community Development Director approval or the DRC, depending on the overall scope of
exterior building alterations, to ensure the design is compatible with the streetscape and
surrounding buildings. Because the design review process would ensure appropriate site
design and compatibility of each site’s surroundings, the impact on visual character and
quality would be less than significant.

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

Less than Significant. The areas affected by the proposed ordinance are urbanized and
include light sources such as streetlights, parking lot lighting, and lighting from
residential, industrial and commercial establishments. Any proposed firearms and
ammunition sales business will be required under Design Review to provide down cast and
shielded lighting in the parking and exterior areas of the building without creating light
spillover onto adjoining properties. The proposed ordinance will not therefore create a
new significant source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

II.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Agriculture and Forest Resources

In determining whether impacts to
agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by
the California Dept. of Conservation
as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. In determining whether
impacts to forest resources, including
timberland, are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to information compiled by
the California Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection regarding the
state’s inventory of forest land,
including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest
Legacy Assessment Project; and forest
carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted
by the California Air Resources
Board. -- Would the Project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown
on the maps prepared pursuant to
the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use?
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

II.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Agriculture and Forest Resources

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 nonforest 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?
DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland
or Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on maps as prepared pursuant to
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or
MPD and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms
and ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly
approve new construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and
ammunition sales businesses could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the
locational requirements of the proposed ordinance.
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The proposed ordinance would require that firearms and ammunition sales businesses
be located only in the M-,1, M-2 and MPD zones subject to the locational criteria of the
proposed ordinance. Thus, any firearms and ammunition sales business in compliance
with the proposed ordinance would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland) to non-agricultural use nor would it
conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use. The areas within the M-1, M-2 and
MPD zones meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance are
generally developed with a mixture of light industrial and commercial uses and are
within an urbanized area. Sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed
ordinance along Palma Drive north of Olivas Park Drive are directly adjacent to
agricultural uses to the west and east in the County of Ventura. In addition, the 75-acre
McGrath parcel which is in agricultural production bisects the MPD district south of
Hwy-101 and productive agricultural lands are located approximately 100 feet to the
south of the Southern Pacific railroad tracks at the City’s southern boundary but neither
area is located within City boundaries. However, the existing commercial and
industrial uses adjacent to these sites have not historically had a negative effect on the
adjacent agricultural uses. Therefore, the proposed would have no impact on
agricultural resources.
b) Would the proposed project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance restricts the location of firearms and ammunition
sales businesses to the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones, which lie within urbanized areas.
There is one agricultural parcel that bisects the MPD area south of Hwy-101 that is
outside the City boundaries but within the City’s Sphere of Influence. The 75-acre
McGrath property is located east of Portola Avenue and south of Market Street. The
parcel is designated for industrial use in the City of Ventura 2005 General Plan.
Agricultural land also exists south of the Southern Pacific railroad tracks in the County
of Ventura. The agricultural land south of the railroad tracks is approximately 100 feet
from parcels in adjacent manufacturing zone. The existing industrial and commercial
uses on these sites have operated without conflict adjacent to agricultural uses for many
years. As a result, no impact is anticipated from the proposed ordinance.
c) Would the proposed 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 4256), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104 (b))?
No Impact. No lands zoned as forest land, timberland, or timberland production are
located in proximity to sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed
ordinance. Development of any new firearms and ammunition sales business would not
conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or
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timberland zoned Timberland Production, nor would it result in loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. No forest land, timberland, or timberland production are located in proximity
to sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance.

e) Would the proposed project involve other changes in the existing environment, which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to nonagricultural use?
No Impact. See responses “a” and “b,” above.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

III.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Air Quality

Would the Project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable
air quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard
or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality
violation?
c) Result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant
concentrations?
e) Create objectionable odors
affecting a substantial number of
people?
DISCUSSSION
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a) Would the proposed project conflict with or obstruct the implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?
Less than Significant. The City is located within the Ventura County Air Basin, which
is managed by the Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD). The
VCAPCD’s Air Quality Management Plan, adopted in 2016, includes the County’s
strategy for attaining ozone standards. Vehicle use, energy consumption, and associated
air pollutant emissions are directly related to population growth. A project may be
inconsistent with the AQMP if it would generate population exceeding the forecasts
used in the development of the AQMP.
According to VCAPCD’s October 2003 Air Quality Assessment Guidelines, “projected
growth rate in population is used as an indicator of future emissions from populationrelated emission categories in the AQMP... Therefore, a demonstration of consistency
with the population forecasts used in the most recently adopted AQMP should be used
for assessing project consistency with the AQMP.”
Because each of the sites meeting the locational requirements for firearms and
ammunition sales business use were zoned M-1, M-2 and MPD as of the date that the
AQMP was adopted, the proposed ordinance is consistent with existing population
forecasts. Therefore, the proposed ordinance and any development occurring pursuant
to the provisions of that ordinance would be consistent with the AQMP.
b) Would the proposed project violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation?
Less than significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms
and ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2
and MPD and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other
firearms and ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not
directly approve new construction or development, it is possible that an firearms and
ammunition sales business could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the
locational requirements of the proposed ordinance.
Long-term air emission impacts would be those associated with changes in permanent
usage of a site for a firearms and ammunition sales business. Mobile source emissions
would result from vehicle trips associated with a future firearms and ammunition sales
business and area source emissions would occur with the use of electricity and natural
gas at the site; same or similar retail uses that can occur today.
Resulting construction impacts are considered less than significant due to the shortterm nature of the construction, construction equipment is already required to comply
with the California Air Resource Board (CARB) regulations, and all construction
activity is subject to VCAPCD regulations. In addition, any development occurring
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pursuant to the proposed ordinance would involve construction for a single business at
a time.
Because all but twenty-five of the sites meeting proposed locational criteria have been
previously developed, a new firearms and ammunition sales business is most likely to
locate on a site that was previously developed. As a result, any increase in emissions
would be negligible. In addition, the construction and operation of a new firearms and
ammunition sales business would have to comply with the same development
standards as new industrial buildings in the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones, and would be
similar in intensity to the uses currently permitted in those districts.
c) Would the proposed 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 (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
Less than Significant. See responses in “a” and “b,” above.
d) Would the proposed project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance sets forth locational criteria to separate
firearms and ammunition sales businesses from residentially zoned properties, schools,
and day care facilities. In addition, no hospitals, convalescent homes, or other uses that
would involve populations sensitive to pollutant concentrations are located in
proximity to sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance.
e) Would the proposed project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number
of people?
No Impact. The construction and operation of a new firearms and ammunition sales
businesses is not expected to result in the creation of objectionable odors. Operation of a
new firearms and ammunition sales business could only result in objectionable odors if
the accumulation of debris and trash on the site would occur. To avoid these types of
impacts, sites subject to the proposed ordinance are also subject to the provisions of
Municipal Code Section 8.205.050, which declares the accumulation of litter on private
property to be a public nuisance and authorizes the City to abate such nuisance.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

IV.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Biological Resources

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 Game 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 Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?
c) Have a substantial adverse 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 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
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

IV.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Biological Resources

Would the Project:
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?
DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed 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 the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD,
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.

As described above, the sites addressed in the proposed ordinance are located within an
urbanized area. Of the sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed
ordinance, 25 parcels have not been previously developed for industrial or commercial use.
If a new firearms and ammunition sales business was established on one of the vacant
parcels, impacts to biology resources would be less than significant because of the
urbanized nature of the area. In addition, the 25 parcels are surrounded by existing
development, roadways, highways, and railroad tracks, eliminating any biological
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connectivity. While several of the parcels are directly adjacent to agricultural land, these
parcels are part active farming operations which eliminate any substantial adverse effect
on a species identified as a candidate, sensitive or special status species.

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

No impact. The proposed ordinance requires that firearms and ammunition sales
businesses be located only in the M- 1, M-2 and MPD zones subject to the locational criteria
of the proposed ordinance. As described above, the sites addressed in the proposed
ordinance are located within an urbanized area.

c) Would the proposed project a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act including but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, costal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
No impact. See responses “a” and “b,” above.

d) Would the proposed 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?
No impact. See responses “a” and “b,” above.

e) Would the proposed 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?
No impact. See responses “a” and “b,” above.

f) Would the proposed project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or ordinance?
No impact. See responses “a” and “b,” above.

g) Would the proposed project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other local, regional, or
state habitat conservation plan?
No Impact. The City of Ventura does not have any adopted Habitat Conservation, Natural
Community Conservation, or other approved local, regional or state habitat conservation
plans.
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Cultural Resources

Would the Project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in
§15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an
archaeological resource as
defined in §15064.5?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a
unique paleontological resource
or site or unique geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains,
including those interred outside
of formal cemeteries?

DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in §15064.5?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD,
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.

The construction of a firearms and ammunition sales business within the M-1, M-2 or MPD
zone would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource (as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5), because no properties included
on the list of sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance or in
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proximity to those sites are designated or potentially eligible as historic resources
pursuant to the 2005 General Plan EIR, Section 4.5 (Cultural and Historic Resources)
pages 4.5-1 through 4.5.18).

b) Would the proposed project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance will not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significant of an archaeological resource (pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5)
because there are only 25 vacant parcels out of a total of 588 parcels and these parcels are
surrounded by existing development, roadways, highways, railroad tracks or active
farming operations.

c) Would the proposed project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance will not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significant of an archaeological resource (pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5)
because 563 parcels out of the 588 parcels meeting the locational criteria are currently
developed with urban uses. In addition, the project will not cause a substantial adverse
change on a unique geologic feature, as none are known or anticipated to exist on the sites
meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance as discussed in the 2005
General Plan EIR, Section 4.5 (Cultural and Historic Resources) pages 4.5-1 through 4.5.18).

d) Would the proposed project disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?

No Impact. Only 25 parcels meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance have
not been previous developed, but they are surrounded by existing development. Thus, no
impact related to disturbance of human remains is anticipated. In the unlikely event that
human remains are discovered during future physical development, State law sets forth
notification requirements and recovery procedures if human remains are discovered
during the development process.

e) Would the proposed project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance will not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significant of an archaeological resource (pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5)
because 563 of the 588 parcels are currently developed with urban uses and the 25 vacant
parcels are surrounded by existing development, roadways, highways, railroad tracks or
active farming operations.
In addition, the project will not cause a substantial adverse change on a unique geologic
feature, as none are known or anticipated to exist on the sites meeting the locational
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f)

requirements of the proposed ordinance as discussed in the 2005 General Plan EIR, Section
4.5 (Cultural and Historic Resources) pages 4.5-1 through 4.5.18).

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

No Impact. Thus, no impact related to disturbance of human remains is anticipated. In the
unlikely event that human remains are discovered during future physical development,
State law sets forth notification requirements and recovery procedures if human remains
are discovered during the development process.
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VI.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact
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Impact

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:
i) Rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault?
ii) Strong seismic ground
shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground
failure, including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion
or the loss of topsoil?
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?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as
defined in Table 1-B of the
Uniform Building Code, creating
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VI.
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Geology and Soils

Would the Project:
substantial 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?
DISCUSSION
a)

Would the proposed project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

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?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.

According to the General Plan EIR the Oak Ridge Fault runs through an area with sites
meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance (Figure 4.6-1). However,
determination of any specific site that might be selected by a future applicant for a firearms
and ammunition sales business under the proposed ordinance would be speculative as no
site-specific applications are proposed as part of this ordinance. Any future project must
conform to the California Building Code (CBC) (as amended at the time of building permit
approval), as required by law, and would address potential impacts relating to fault
rupture and ground shaking. In addition, the 2005 General Plan contains policies that
address risks from fault rupture. Action 7.7 requires geotechnical evaluation and mitigation
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ii.

prior to development of any site within an Alquist-Priolo earthquake fault zone or within
100 feet of a potentially active fault.
Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less than Significant. The City of Ventura is subject to strong ground shaking in a major
earthquake, as is common throughout Southern California. General Plan EIR Table 4.6-1
shows the estimated maximum earthquake that may occur due to activity along the most
significant faults that could affect the City. In the event of a strong earthquake (magnitude
6.0 to 7.5) originating in southern Ventura County, or a major earthquake (8.0 magnitude)
along the San Andreas Fault, damage to many existing structures could be severe and some
loss of life could occur.

iii.

Any new buildings constructed on sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed
ordinance must conform to the CBC (as amended at the time of permit approval), as
required by law. As such, implementation of the proposed ordinance would not expose
people or structures to potential substantial adverse effect, including the risk of loss, injury
or death involving strong seismic ground shaking or seismic related ground failure.

iv.

Less than Significant. Some sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance
are also within a Liquefaction Hazard Zone (Figure 4.6-4, 2005 General Plan EIR) and have
moderate expansive soils, as identified in Figure 4.6-5 of the General Plan EIR. However,
any new buildings constructed on sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed
ordinance must conform to the CBC (as amended at the time of permit approval) as
required by law. As such, implementation of proposed ordinance would not expose people
or structures to potential substantial adverse effect, including the risk of loss, injury or
death involving strong seismic related ground failure or liquefaction.

b)

No Impact. None of the sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance are
located within the City’s hillside area and would not therefore be subject to landslide
hazards.

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Landslides?

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

Less than Significant. All but 25 of the sites meeting the location criteria of the proposed
ordinance have been previously developed with urban uses and would not need to be
graded for a firearms and ammunition sales business to be established. Thus, for all but 25
of the sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance, no impacts related to
erosion would occur. Any new site development on the 25 vacant sites associated with the
proposed ordinance would be required to adhere to existing regulations designed to avoid
erosion and loss of topsoil, including implementation of best management practices. Thus,
the proposed ordinance would not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.
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c)

Would the proposed 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)

Less than Significant. See Response “a-iii,” above. The proposed ordinance provides
regulations related to the location of firearms and ammunition sales businesses within the
City. These regulations are in addition to existing state and local building regulations
addressing geologic and soils hazards. Development on any of the sites meeting the
locational requirements of the proposed ordinance would be required to comply with the
CBC, addressing geologic and soils hazards. Therefore, the City’s review process includes
safeguards to ensure that projects avoid or reduce impacts related to unstable soils,
expansive soils or unstable geologic units to a less than significant level.

e)

Less than Significant. General Plan Figure 4.6-5 indicates that the sites meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance are subject to low to moderate hazards
related to expansive soils. None of the sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed
ordinance would be subject to a high level of hazards. Development on any of the sites
meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance would be required to
comply with the CBC, addressing geologic and soils hazards. Therefore, the City’s review
process includes safeguards to ensure that projects avoid or reduce impacts related to
unstable soils, expansive soils or unstable geologic units to a less than significant level.

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

Would the proposed 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?
No Impact. Each of the sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance is
served by the City’s municipal sewer system. No use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater systems would be associated on sites subject to the proposed ordinance.

CITY of VENTURA
29

Potentially
Significant
Impact

VII.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Would the Project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas
emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the
environment?
b) Conflict with any applicable plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for
the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms
and ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 and
MPD and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms
and ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly
approve new construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition
sales business could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational
requirements of the proposed ordinance. The determination of the size, number, and
emissions of any future firearms and ammunition sales businesses is speculative as no
development is currently proposed.
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) has adopted quantitative
significance thresholds for GHGS. SCAQMD has also convened a GHG CEQA Significance
Threshold Working Group, the goal of which is to develop and reach consensus on an
acceptable CEQA significance threshold for GHG emissions that would be utilized on an
interim basis until CARB or another state agency developed statewide guidance on
assessing the significance for GHG emissions under CEQA. In September 2010, the
Working Group announced its more recent iteration of the draft thresholds, which
recommended a single numerical threshold for all non-industrial projects of 3,000 MT
CO2e/year (Million Metric Tons Carbon Dioxide Equivalent).
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The relative size of emissions for firearms and ammunition sales businesses would be
comparable to other uses allowed in the M-1, M-2 and MPD zoning districts, and would be
expected to generate equivalent CO2e per year. Because all but 25 of the sites meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance have previously been developed for
industrial and commercial uses, any increase in GHG emissions that might result from the
proposed ordinance would be minimal. In addition, new development on one of the 25
remaining vacant parcels meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance would
not likely generate more than 3,000 MT CO2e/year. As provided in the South Coast Air
Quality Management District. Draft Guidance Document - Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gas
(GHG) Significance Threshold about 70 single family dwellings or a 9,500 square foot
bank are examples of projects that would emit of 3,000 MT CO2 per year.
As previously noted, future development would be required to meet applicable City
development standards, as well as CEQA requirements per City Resolution and CEQA
Guidelines. Therefore, GHG emissions impacts would be less than significant.

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

Less than Significant. Neither the Ventura County Air Pollution Control District
(VCAPCD) nor the City of Ventura has adopted a plan, policy or regulations for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of Greenhouse Gases (GHG) to a level that would be
considered less than significant under CEQA. Because any increase in GHG emissions that
might result from the proposed ordinance would be minimal, the ordinance would not
conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases.
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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?
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 ¼ mile of an
existing or proposed school?
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?
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
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Would the Project:
safety hazard for people residing
or working in the Project area?
f) For a project within the vicinity of
a private airstrip, would the
Project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in
the Project area?
g) Impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation
plan?
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?
DISCUSSION
a)

Would the proposed project create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 and MPD,
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
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The firearms and ammunition use addressed in the proposed ordinance do not generally
involve the use, routine transport, or disposal of hazardous materials beyond the use of
cleaning and maintenance type products that are used and stored in small quantities and
would not result in a hazardous condition. The locational requirements of the proposed
ordinance are in addition to federal, state, and local hazardous materials regulations,
including the provisions of Chapter 14.050, Storage of Hazardous Materials, of the
Municipal Code that any future firearm and ammunition sales use would be subject to.
Therefore, the proposed ordinance would not result in significant impacts related to
hazards or accident conditions related to the use, transport, or storage of hazardous
materials.

b) Would the proposed 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?
Less than Significant. See Response “a,” above.

c) Would the proposed project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 1⁄4 mile of an existing or proposed
school?
No Impact. See Response “a,” above. None of the uses addressed by the proposed
ordinance would emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste.

d) Would the proposed project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials 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?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
The City Fire Department compiles and maintains a list of businesses that meet the
threshold criteria for use, storage, or disposal of hazardous materials, compressed gases
and/or hazardous waste. The City of Ventura Fire Department responds to all
hazardous materials calls within the City. The City maintains a hazardous materials
(HAZMAT) team at Fire Station 6, located at 10797 Darling Road in Ventura. The
HAZMAT team is specially trained and equipped to respond to emergencies involving
potentially hazardous materials.
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The 2005 General Plan contains the following policy:


Policy 7D: Minimize exposure to air pollution and hazardous substances

Various actions under this policy more specifically address issues related to
contaminated sites (Action 7.26), soil and groundwater contamination (Action 7.27), and
other hazardous materials issues. The project would be consistent with these policies
and actions because it would not directly result in development of a specific site,
fundamentally change an area within the City, or involve any revisions to land use
designation, zoning, or allowed density of any parcel. All applicable regulations,
policies, and review processes related to hazards and hazardous materials would
continue to apply to future development carried out subsequent to adoption of the
project.
Should an application for a firearms and ammunition sales business be submitted on an
active hazardous materials site be submitted in the future, the City’s review process
includes safeguards to ensure that appropriate remediation would be undertaken and
completed prior to initiating operations.
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?

f)

No Impact. There is no public use airport within two miles of any site meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance. The closest airport to a site meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance is located approximately miles south in
Oxnard. Therefore, there would be no related safety hazards for people working on sites
meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance.
For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. There are no private airstrips in proximity to any of the sites meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance. The closest airport to a site meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance is located approximately three miles south in
Oxnard. Therefore, there would be no related safety hazards for people working on sites
meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance.

g) Would the proposed project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
No impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, limiting such uses to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 and MPD on
lands already largely developed for industrial and commercial uses. In addition, the
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proposed ordinance would not alter any roadway patterns or access to sites meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance. In addition, any proposed site-specific
development on a site meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance
would be subject to the City’s development requirements, which include review by the
City’s Police and Fire Departments to ensure the adequacy of emergency access. Therefore,
the proposed ordinance would not result in significant impacts related to impairment or
interference with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

h) Would the proposed project 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?

No Impact. There are no wildland areas in proximity to any of the sites meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance. Therefore, there would be no exposure of
people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires.
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Hydrology and Water Quality

Would the Project:
a) Violate any water quality
standards or waste discharge
requirements?
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 or 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)?
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 on- or off-site?
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?
e) Create or contribute runoff water
which would exceed the capacity
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Hydrology and Water Quality

Would the Project:
of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?
f) Otherwise substantially degrade
water quality?
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?
h) Place within a 100-year flood
hazard area structures which
would impede or redirect flood
flows?
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?
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow?
DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?
f) Would the proposed project provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff
or otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
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No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
The building standards for development of a firearms and ammunition sales business use
would be the same as other uses allowed in the M-1, M-2 and MPD zoning districts, and
would be subject to City requirements for connections to the City’s sewer and stormwater
drainage systems. Building and grading permits from the City would be required for any
new firearms and ammunition sales business and would not be allowed to violate any
water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

Under the proposed ordinance, firearms and ammunition sales businesses would continue
to be regulated by provisions in the Municipal Code related to drainage, including the
requirements set forth in Chapter 8.600 (Stormwater Quality Management). In addition,
other local and regional requirements related to SWPPPs and WQMPs would continue to
apply, as appropriate, to firearms and ammunition sales business uses. The City’s review
process includes safeguards to ensure that projects avoid impacts to water quantity and
quality.

b) Would the proposed project substantially deplete groundwater supplies, adversely
impact groundwater quality, or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.

Required compliance with Ventura County’s MS4 permit and recommended BMPs from the
Ventura County Technical Guidance Manual would be necessary for any future
development on the 25 vacant parcels. During operation, future projects would be subject
to the requirements of the NPDES MS4 Permit issued to the County of Ventura. The NPDES
program requires stormwater permits for point source discharges, and the County’s MS4
Permit establishes limits for the concentrations of contaminants entering the storm drain
system. Under the MS4 Permit, any project applicant who discharges stormwater runoff
from a site is required to pre-treat runoff on-site through BMPs such as landscaping and
infiltration. New development is required to include at least 5% pervious surface area onsite to control pollutants and runoff volume from impervious surfaces. With incorporation
of standard MS4 permit requirements during construction and operation, future project
sites would not discharge polluted stormwater in excess of City and County requirements.
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All but 25 of the sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance were
previously developed for industrial and commercial uses. Establishment of a firearms and
ammunition sales business use on any of these sites would have minimal effect on water
demand, if any. Also, planning level water consumption factors for
commercial/retail/industrial/hotel/public institutional uses are the same (265 gallons per
day per 1,000 square feet of building area). Thus, establishment of a proposed firearms and
ammunition sales business use on a previously developed site within the M-1, M-2 and
MPD zones would not result in an increase in projected citywide water consumption.
Construction of any new buildings for firearm and ammunition sales business would also
be subject to General Plan policies and actions related to water conservation, such as
Action 5.1, which calls for the use of low-flow fixtures, leak repair, drought-tolerant
landscaping, and reclamation. Other General Plan policies and actions for water
conservation are Policy 5A, Actions 5.1, 5.4, and Policy 5B, Actions 5.7, 5.8, 5.9 and 5.11.

Therefore, the proposed project would not increase water consumption, deplete
groundwater supplies, interfere substantially with groundwater recharge, alter drainage
patterns, or create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff, and there would be no impact.

c) Would the proposed project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream of river, in a manner
that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance. Implementation of the proposed ordinance would not alter the
existing drainage patterns or result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site. Any
development on sites that were not previously developed would be subject to existing City
requirements, including the county MS4 stormwater permit requirements aimed at
preventing erosion or siltation from construction sites.

d) Would the proposed project 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 that would result in flooding
on- or off-site?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, limiting such uses to areas zoned as M-1 or M-2 on lands
already largely developed for industrial and commercial uses. Implementation of the
proposed ordinance would not alter the existing drainage patterns or result in substantial
increases in the amount of surface runoff. Any development on sites that were not
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previously developed would be subject to existing City requirements, including the county
MS4 stormwater permit requirements aimed at preventing on- or off-site flooding.

e) Would the proposed project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems?
No Impact. See Response “a,” above.

g) Would the proposed project 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?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance provides for firearms and ammunition sales
businesses to be located a minimum of 500 feet from residentially zoned properties. As a
result, no impacts related to housing within a 100-year floodplain would occur.

h) Would the proposed project place structures within a 100-year flood hazard area that
would impede or redirect flood flows?
No Impact. The sites meeting the locations requirements of the proposed ordinance are
not located within a 100-year flood plain. (Figures 4.6.6 and 4.84 in the 2005 General Plan
EIR).

i) Would the proposed project 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?
No Impact. The properties meeting the locational standards of the proposed ordinance are
not located within a 100-year flood plain or in an area that has the potential risk of being
impacted by flooding due to failure of a levee or dam (Figures 4.6.6 and 4.84 in the 2005
General Plan EIR).

j) Would the proposed project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. The properties meeting the locational standards of the proposed ordinance are
not located within a 100-year flood plain or in an area that has the potential risk of being
impacted by flooding due to seiche, tsunami or mudflow (Figures 4.6.6 and 4.84 in the 2005
General Plan EIR).
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Potentially
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Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Land Use and Planning

Would the proposal:
a) Physically divide an established
community?
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?
c) Conflict with an applicable
habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation
plan?
DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project physically divide an established community?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance regulates the location of firearms and ammunition
sales businesses uses within the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones. In addition, the ordinance
provides required separation distances from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunitions sales businesses. The intent of the proposed ordinance is to provide
appropriate locations for firearms and ammunition sales that would not conflict with
existing uses in the community. As a result, implementation of the proposed ordinance
would not physically divide an established community.

b) Would the proposed project conflict with any applicable City 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?
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No Impact. The proposed ordinance provides land use regulations that would mitigate
potential adverse secondary effects of firearms and ammunition sales businesses and
protect the quality of life and neighborhoods in the City. The proposed ordinance provides
locational standards for firearms and ammunition sales businesses designed to avoid or
minimize potential nuisances and impacts to the environment by providing for separation
of firearms and ammunition sales businesses from specifically identified sensitive uses, and
would not conflict with existing land use plan, policy, or regulations related to the
environment.

c) Would the proposed project conflict with an applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan?

No Impact. None of the sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance are
within a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan (2005 General
Plan EIR). Therefore, the proposed ordinance would not impact or conflict with any habitat
conservation plan or natural community conservation plan, and no impact would occur.
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Significant
Impact
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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?
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?
DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be wither local important or of value to the region and the
residents of the state?
No Impact. Sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance are not
within an area designated as a mineral or aggregate resource, or oil field, or on property
important for recovery of mineral resources. All but 25 of the 588 sites have been
previously developed with industrial and commercial uses. Development of the 25 sites not
previously developed would not reduce access to mineral resources (including those that
may be of value to the region or state, or locally important) because the sites meeting the
locational criteria of the proposed ordinance are not within an area of known mineral
resources. Further, the 2005 General Plan Final EIR concluded that urban development that
is consistent with General Plan would ensure that potential conflicts between future uses
and mineral extraction activity would be less than significant. Because the proposed
ordinance addresses land currently designated for Industry and zoned M-1, M-2 or MPD no
impacts related to mineral resources will result.

b) Would the proposed 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?
No Impact. See Response “a.” above.
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XII.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?
b) Exposure of persons to or
generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?
c) A substantial permanent increase
in ambient noise levels above
levels existing without the
Project?
d) A substantial temporary or
periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the Project vicinity above
levels existing without the
Project?
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?
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Potentially
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Unless
Mitigation
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Less than
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No
Impact

Noise

– Would the Project result in:
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?

DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project result in exposure of persons to, or generation of, noise
levels in excess of standards established in the General Plan and/or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance provides regulations related to the location
of firearms and ammunition sales businesses that are limited to the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones,
including separation of firearms and ammunition sales businesses from noise-sensitive
residentially zoned properties. A firearms and ammunition sales business will not generate
noise levels in excess of those levels established by the General Plan, nor temporarily or
permanently increase the ambient noise levels within the neighborhood. Compliance with
the noise standards set forth in Municipal Code Section 24.470.030 1(a), which is enforced by
the police department, will avoid generation of noise in excess of established standards.

b) Would the proposed project result in exposure of persons to, or generation of, excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance provides regulations related to the location
of firearms and ammunition sales businesses that are limited to the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones.
Under the proposed ordinance, firearms and ammunition sales businesses would continue to
be required to comply with the City’s adopted noise standards, including Municipal Code
Section 24.470.030 1(a), Vibration, which provides standards for groundborne vibration.
Therefore, implementation of the proposed ordinance would not result in the exposure of
persons to, or generation of, excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels,
and impacts would not occur.

c) Would the proposed project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
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Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance provides regulations related to the location
of firearms and ammunition sales businesses that are limited to the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones.
In addition, development on sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance
must comply with all other provisions of the Municipal Code related to noise generation
during permitted construction hours and during operation of a firearms and ammunition
sales business. As such, noise levels generated by firearms and ammunition sales businesses
will not exceed any adopted standards.

d) Would the proposed project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
Less than Significant. See Responses “a” and “c,” above.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or in the vicinity 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 area to excessive noise levels?
No Impact. There is no public use airport within two miles of any site meeting the locational
criteria of the proposed ordinance. Therefore, there would be no related noise impacts for
people working on sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance.

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

No Impact. There are no private airstrips in the vicinity of sites meeting the locational
criteria of the proposed ordinance. Therefore, there would be no related noise impacts for
people working on sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance.
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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)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of
existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of
people, necessitating the
construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly or indirectly?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
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The proposed ordinance does not propose new homes, businesses, roads, or infrastructure.
The number of workers at any firearms and ammunition sales business permitted by the
proposed ordinance would not be likely to substantially increase area employment, and
therefore would not induce substantial population growth. Conversely, the ordinance
includes distance requirements from sensitive uses and other firearms and ammunition
sales businesses that would limit the areas where new firearms and ammunition sales
business could be located. As a result, implementation of the proposed ordinance would
not result in substantial impacts related to growth.
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance regulates the location of firearms and ammunition
sales businesses uses within the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones which are intended for industrial
and commercial uses on either developed sites or the 25 vacant sites. The proposed
ordinance would not displace housing units or people that might necessitate the
construction of housing. Impacts related to population and housing would not occur from
implementation of the proposed ordinance.

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?
No Impact. See Response “b,” above.
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Public Services

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:
i) Fire protection?
ii) Police protection?
iii) Schools?
iv) Parks?
v) Other public facilities?
DISCUSSION
i.

Would the proposed project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered fire protection facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
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construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
Firearms and ammunition sales businesses are subject to the City’s development
requirements, which include the CBC and reviews from the City’s Fire Department.

The City of Ventura Fire Department (VFD) provides emergency and non-emergency fire,
rescue, and protection services, including fire response, emergency medical response,
hazardous materials response, and public assistance to the City. Non-emergency services
include fire and life safety inspections, building inspections, fire code investigations, code
compliance and public education.

ii.

The 2005 General Plan growth prediction for non-residential in-fill development was
4,430,000 square feet so any new firearms and ammunition sales business would be part of
the predicted development. All of the sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed
ordinance have been previously developed or are surrounded by development of industrial
and commercial uses. These sites are served by existing fire stations providing adequate
response times. Therefore, the proposed ordinance would not result in impacts related to
the need for fire protection services, which would cause a need for new, or physically
altered, fire protection facilities.
Would the proposed project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered police protection facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
Firearms and ammunition sales businesses are subject to the City’s development
requirements, which include the CBC, operational requirements for firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, and reviews from the City’s Police Department.

The City of Ventura Police Department (VPD) provides a variety of law enforcement and
community services within City jurisdictional limits.

In addition, permits for firearms and ammunition sales businesses would be reviewed by
the City prior to approval to ensure compliance with Municipal Code requirements related
to crime prevention, including specific security and operational requirements for firearms
and ammunition sales businesses.
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All of the sites meeting the locational criteria of the proposed ordinance have been
previously developed or are surrounded by industrial and commercial uses. Therefore, the
proposed ordinance would not result in impacts related to the need for police protection
services, which would cause a need for new, or physically altered, fire protection facilities.

iii. Would the proposed project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated

with the provision of new or physically altered school facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD including requirements
for separation of firearms and ammunition sales businesses uses from residentially zone
properties, schools and other sensitive land uses. The proposed ordinance does not
propose new homes, businesses, roads, or infrastructure.

The Ventura Unified School District (VUSD) provides public education services throughout
the City. The VUSD manages 16 elementary schools, four middle schools, three high
schools, one continuation high school, Opportunity and Independent Study programs, and
an adult education program. Additional education facilities in the City include private
schools and institutions of higher learning (City of Ventura, 2005).

iv.

The small number of employees anticipated at any new firearms and ammunition sales
business is not expected to result in a substantial increase new students from an
employee’s family. The proposed ordinance would thus not result in a substantial increase
in the student population, or otherwise involve school facilities. As a result, impacts related
to the need for new, or physically altered, schools would not occur.

Would the proposed project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered park facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times, or other performance objectives?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD including requirements
for separation of firearms and ammunition sales businesses uses from residentially zone
properties and parks. The proposed ordinance does not propose new homes, businesses,
roads, or infrastructure.

The City’s Parks, Recreation, and Community Partnership Department (Parks and
Recreation Department) manages park facilities in the City and provides recreation
programs for its residents. As identified in the City’s 2018-2024 Capital Improvement Plan
(2018), the City operates 32 parks and facilities, and oversees nearly 600 acres of parks in
the City (City of Ventura 2018). The City has adopted a park acreage standard of 10 acres
per 1,000 residents, which is greater than the State’s standard of 3 acres per 1,000
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residents (City of Ventura, 2005). The City’s 600 acres of parkland, parks, and recreation
facilities, compared to its 2018 population of 111,269 people, results in a ratio of 5.4 acres
of parks per 1,000 residents. The City also has in place a park dedication in-lieu fee based
on the number of new residential dwelling units, which covers the cost of replacing the
City’s existing park and recreational amenities per San Buenaventura Municipal Code
Section 4.230.040.

The small number of employees anticipated at any new firearms and ammunition sales
business is not expected to result in a substantial increase in the population to impact park
facility uses, or otherwise involve park facilities. As a result, impacts related to the need for
new, or physically altered, park facilities would not occur.

v. Would the proposed project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered other public facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
Sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance are within areas
previously developed with industrial and commercial uses and are well served by existing
public services. Implementation of the proposed ordinance would not result in or require
provision of new, or physically altered, public facilities, and no impact would result.
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XV. Tribal Cultural Resources

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
No
Significant
Impact
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, 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:
i) 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)?
ii) 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 2024.1. In applying the criteria set
forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead
agency shall consider the significant of the
resource to a California Native American
tribe.

DISCUSSION
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a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource as defined in Public Resources Code 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 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 2024.1?
No Impact. As of July 1, 2015, California Assembly Bill 52 of 2014 (AB 52) was enacted and
expands CEQA by defining a new resource category, “tribal cultural resources.” AB 52
establishes that “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 21084.2). It further states that the lead agency shall establish
measures to avoid impacts that would alter the significant characteristics of a tribal cultural
resource, when feasible (PRC Section 21084.3).
AB 52 also establishes a formal consultation process for California tribes regarding those
resources. The consultation process must be completed before a CEQA document can be
certified. 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 that
have requested notice of projects proposed within the jurisdiction of the lead agency.
On November 28, 2018, the City sent AB 52 consultation letters to tribal contacts on a Citymaintained list of tribal contacts that have requested consultation for projects subject to AB
52. The City requested a response within 30 days of receipt, as specified by AB 52. Copies of
these consultation request letters are included in Appendix B.
The proposed project would not directly result in development of a specific site,
fundamentally change an area within the City, or involve any revisions to land use
designation, zoning, or allowed density of any parcel. It would therefore not materially affect
the physical environment. The City of Ventura’s 2005 General Plan outlines appropriate
policies and actions in relation to Native American resources to ensure that potential impacts
to these resources during excavation work are less than significant. For example, Policy 9D
is to ensure proper treatment of archeological and historic resources. Actions under Policy
9D include, among others, requiring archaeological assessments where cultural resources are
likely to be located (Action 9.14); and requiring coordination with the Ventura County
Archaeological Society and local Native American organizations, as appropriate, when
archaeological resources are discovered (Action 9.15);
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These and other applicable City policies and review processes related to tribal cultural
resources, as well as all other applicable regulations relating to tribal cultural resources,
would continue to apply to future development carried out subsequent to adoption of the
project.
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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?
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?
DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility could occur or be accelerated?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and ammunition
sales businesses. The proposed ordinance does not propose new homes, businesses, roads, or
infrastructure. The small number of employees anticipated at any new firearms and
ammunition sales business is not expected to result in a substantial increase in the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks. The proposed ordinance does not involve
recreation facilities and would not result in a significant increase in the use of existing
facilities, such that substantial physical deterioration would occur. In addition, the
implementation of the proposed ordinance would not require the construction or expansion of
recreation facilities.
b) Would the proposed project include recreational facilities or require the construction
or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?
No Impact. See Response “a,” above.
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Transportation/Traffic

Would the Project:
a) Conflict with an applicable plan,
ordinance or policy establishing a
measure of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation
system, taking into account all
modes of transportation,
including mass transit and nonmotorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation
system, including but not limited
to intersections, streets, highways,
and freeways, pedestrian and
bicycle paths, and mass transit?
b) Conflict with an applicable
congestion management
program, including, but not
limited to level of service
standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards
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?
d) Substantially increase hazards
due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible use
(e.g., farm equipment)?
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Transportation/Traffic

Would the Project:
e) Result in inadequate emergency
access?
f) Conflict with adopted policies,
plans, or programs regarding
public transit, bikeways, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
substantially decrease the
performance or safety of such
facilities?
DISCUSSION
a) Would the proposed project conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system,
taking into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and nonmotorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not
limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
The proposed ordinance does not propose new uses that would induce substantial
population growth or result in substantial peak hour traffic volumes, or otherwise conflict
with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the City’s circulation system. In addition, proposed firearms and
ammunition sales business uses resulting from a new building constructed in the City will
be required to comply with applicable roadway and access design requirements as well as
pay any transportation demand fees as part of building permit issuance. Therefore,
implementation of the proposed ordinance would not result in significant impacts related
to traffic congestion, conflict with traffic programs, or City performance standards.
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b) Would the proposed project conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to, level of service standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards established by the county congestion management
agency for designated roads or highways?
Less than Significant. See Response “a,” above.

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?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. There is no airport within the City. The proposed ordinance
would have no impact to air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or
a change in location results in substantial safety risks.

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

No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. Any firearms and ammunition sales business will be required
to comply with applicable City requirements for roadway and access design.

e) Would the proposed project result in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance. A proposed firearms and ammunition sales use would be subject to
the City’s development requirements, which includes the CBC, and reviews to ensure
emergency access on the property and to building(s) is maintained. Therefore, the
proposed ordinance would not result in impacts related to inadequate emergency access.

f) Would the proposed project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location and operation of firearms
and ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or
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MPD and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms
and ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve
new construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales
business could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements
of the proposed ordinance.

The proposed firearms and ammunition sales business would be required to comply with
applicable portions of the Municipal Code and General Plan related to transit, bicycle, and
pedestrian facilities. The proposed ordinance does not otherwise involve alternative
transportation and would not result in a conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities.
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XVII. Utilities and Service Systems
Would the Project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control
Board?
b) Require or result in the
construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities,
the construction of which could
cause significant environmental
effects?
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?
d) Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the Project from
existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed?
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?
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XVII. Utilities and Service Systems
Would the Project:
f) Be served by a landfill with
sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the Project’s solid
waste disposal needs?
g) Comply with federal, state, and
local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

Discussion
Wastewater
The Ventura Water Reclamation Facility (VWRF) is permitted to receive, and has a design capacity
of, 14 million gallons per day (MGD). It currently treats an average of 8 MGD, and discharges up to
9 MGD (based on an annual average) to the Santa Clara River Estuary. The VWRF is currently
discharging less than an annual average of 9 MGD. The City’s NPDES permit, issued by the
Regional Water Quality Control Board for the VWRF, indicates that once the average daily dryweather flow equals or exceeds 75 percent of the Plant’s design capacity (or 10.5 MGD, which is 75
percent of the design capacity of 14 MGD) then a report must be submitted outlining the steps needed
to provide for additional capacity for water treatment. Plant flows are closely monitored due to the
permit requirements to consider expansion when at 75 percent capacity.
The VWRF provides wastewater collection and treatment services for approximately 98 percent of
City residences as well as McGrath State Beach Park and the North Coast Communities (County
Service Area No. 29). In February 2016 the City took over sewer service for the formerly
unincorporated Montalvo community serviced by the Montalvo Community Services District. The
VWRF produces recycled water that is treated to tertiary Title 22 standards through tertiary filtration
and disinfection. Currently approximately 7 percent of the treated effluent is reused as recycled water;
the rest is discharged to the Santa Clara River Estuary.
The City’s wastewater collection system consists of approximately 290 miles of gravity sewers
ranging in size from 4 to 42 inches, approximately 10 miles of force mains, 11 wastewater lift station,
and the VWRF, a tertiary treatment plant. In addition, the City has taken over 7.5 miles of sewer
mains formerly owned by the Montalvo Community Services District. The collection system conveys
flows generally form east to west and north to south, culminating at the VWRF for treatment.
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Water
As stated in the City’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (2015 UWMP), the City’s water system
is a geographically complex system of 16 pressure zones, 10 active wells, 21 booster stations,
approximately 380 miles of pipelines ranging from 4-inches to 36-inches in diameter, and a total
storage capacity of approximately 52 million gallons (MG) in 32 tanks and reservoirs. The City
operates three purification facilities, including one membrane filtration treatment plant for surface
water sources on the west side of the City and two iron/manganese removal treatment plants for
groundwater sources on the east side. The City also maintains and operates the Ventura Water
Reclamation Facility. Five distinct sources provide surface and groundwater to the City supply
system: Casitas Municipal Water District; Ventura River surface water intake, subsurface water and
wells (Foster Park); Mound Groundwater Basin; Oxnard Plain Groundwater Basin (Fox Canyon
Aquifer); and Santa Paula Groundwater Basin. The City also holds a State Water Project entitlement
of 10,000 Acre-feet per year (AFY).
The UWMP is required by the California State Water code. The UWMP is a long-term planning tool
that provides water purveyors and their customers a broad perspective on water supply issues over a
20 to 25 year period. The UWMP is also a management tool, providing the framework for action, but
does not function as a detailed project development plan.
In addition to the UWMP, in 2013 the City Council directed the Ventura Water Department and the
Community Development Department to work together to develop a short tem balance of water
supply and estimated demands, the result of this collaboration is the annual Comprehensive Water
Resource Report (CWRR) completed each year by Ventura Water. The CWRR focuses on a short
timeframe and on near-term demand changes as well as long-term projection of demand and supply.
The CWRR estimates demands from approved projects whereas the UWMP estimates demands from
population projections.
The final 2018 CWRR prepared by Ventura Water and dated May 24, 2018 provides the most current
information regarding the City’s water supply. That report indicates that 2018, 2019, and 2020
drought water supplies are less than the projected water demand for those years, indicating that if the
continued drought condition persists, the City’s customers will need to conserve and comply with the
Stage 3 water shortage event conservation measures. However, normal (non-drought) forecast water
supplies would meet forecast demand for the years 2020 through 2030. Error! Reference source not
found. compares forecast citywide water demand through 2030 to anticipated supplies:
The City’s Water Supply Contingency Plan specifies the Six Water Shortage Stages Triggers and
Demand Reduction Goals for the delivery of water citywide. Depending on the time that building
permits are issued for a new firearms and ammunition sales business additional measures may be
necessary to comply with the demand reduction goals of the current stage.

Table 1
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Summary of Water Supply and Demand
2018 Drought 2019 Drought 2020 Drought 2020 Normal 2025 Normal 2030 Normal
(AFY)
(AFY)
(AFY)
(AFY)
(AFY)
(AFY)
Supply
15,321
13,030 -14,889 13,992 - 15,851 18,681 - 23,593 21,441 - 27,870 21,778 - 28,207
Demand*
16,676
16,837
16,998
16,998
17,802
18,293
Available
(1,355)
(3,807) - (1,948) (3,006) - (1,147) 1,683 - 6,595 3,639 - 10,068 3,485 - 9,914
Supply
* Demand equals baseline 10 year average (16,515 AF) plus the estimated demand from 350 units built annually from the
approved project list for future years fully vested in 2026 and using a 0.54% growth rate to 2030 (Table 3-8 & 6-1). Assumes
a new supply source (VenturaWaterPure) starting in 2025.
Source: Ventura Water, 2018 Comprehensive Water Resources Report, FINAL Report, May 24, 2018.

In addition to the state mandated drought contingency plan, the City also adopted a “net zero”
ordinance in summer 2016 for new development which intensifies the water demand beyond the
existing or designed land use identified in the General Plan and water demand factors adopted by
Ventura Water, in lieu fees will be collected from development applicants and those funds combined
with other collected fees as well as Ventura Water funds to help fund identified projects which will
increase the city water supply.
a) Would the proposed project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
Regional Water Quality Control Board?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements. The
development standards for development of a firearms and ammunition sales business
would be the same as other uses allowed in the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones, and include
compliance with Municipal Code Division 22, Part 2, Sewer Service. As such, establishment
of any new firearms and ammunition sales businesses could not conflict with applicable
wastewater treatment requirements.

e) Would the proposed project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider that 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?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
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The VWRF is currently discharging less than 9 MGD. The City’s NPDES permit, issued by the
Regional Water Quality Control Board for the VWRF, indicates that once the average daily
dry-weather flow equals or exceeds 75 percent of the Plant’s design capacity of 14 MGD
then a report must be submitted outlining the steps needed to provide for additional
capacity for water treatment. Plant flows are closely monitored due to the permit
requirements to consider expansion when at 75 percent capacity.
Because the project would not materially affect the physical environment, it would not
produce wastewater flows that would add to the VWRF’s current 10-year average (20072017) influent flow of 8.26 MGD, which in turn does not exceed the existing VWRF design
capacity of 14 MGD, 75 percent of its design capacity (10.5 MGD), or its current annual
average of 9 MGD. Therefore, the project would have no impact on the City’s wastewater
treatment requirements.

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

No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD.
Sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance are within an
urbanized area provided with existing water and wastewater treatment facilities. Because
these sites have largely been previously developed with industrial and commercial uses,
with access and use to existing water and wastewater service, the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities would not be
required.

Further, any projects for new construction on the 25 vacant parcels developed for a new
firearm and ammunition sales business would be subject to the General Plan requirements.
Policy 5B of the City’s 2005 General Plan is to improve services in ways that respect and even
benefit the environment. Actions 5.6 and 5.7 help implement this policy. Action 5.6 is to require
project proponents to conduct sewer collection system analysis to determine if downstream
facilities are adequate to handle the proposed development. Action 5.7 is to require project
proponents to conduct evaluations of the existing water distribution system, pump station and
storage requirements for proposed developments in order to determine if there are any system
deficiencies or needed improvements for the proposed development. Therefore, there would be
no impact from the proposed ordinance to require or result in the construction of a new water or
wastewater treatment facility or expansion of existing facilities.
d) Would the proposed project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
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ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance. A significant impact would occur if sufficient domestic and/or fire
protection water supply were not available to serve a new firearms and ammunition sales
business.

All but 25 of the sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance were
previously developed for industrial and commercial uses. Establishment of a firearms and
ammunition sales business use on any of these sites would have minimal effect on water
demand, if any. Also, planning level water consumption factors for
commercial/retail/industrial/hotel/public institutional uses are the same (265 gallons per
day per 1,000 square feet of building area). Thus, establishment of a proposed firearms and
ammunition sales business use on a previously developed site within the M-1, M-2 and
MPD zones would not result in an increase in projected citywide water consumption.
Neither would establishment of a firearms and ammunition sales business on one of the 25
remaining vacant parcels in the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones increase projected citywide water
consumption to the extent that citywide water consumption projections account for
development on currently vacant land. Therefore, a firearms and ammunition sales
business would not cause the City’s water demand to exceed the projected supply and
groundwater supplies would not be depleted under these estimates, given a non-drought
year. Any new firearms and ammunition sales business would be evaluated at the time
building permits are issued and building permits will be issued contingent upon an
adequate water supply being available.
Storm Water

The City of Ventura works collaboratively with the Ventura County Watershed Protection
District, the County of Ventura, and other cities throughout the county to meet clean water
regulations under the Countywide Stormwater Program. Each of these public entities operates
separate municipal storm drain systems and discharge stormwater under the Ventura Countywide
Stormwater NPDES permit.
c) Would the proposed project 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?
No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 and MPD.
Sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance are within an
urbanized area provided with existing drainage facilities. Because all but 25 of the 588 sites
have been previously developed with industrial and commercial uses, the construction of
substantial new drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities would not be required.
The building standards for development of an firearms and ammunition sales businesses
would be the same as for other uses allowed in the M-1, M-2 and MPD zones setting forth
requirements for drainage and stormwater (MS4) requirements, either under the prior
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County MS4 requirements for a new business that would occupy an existing building or the
new standards of the updated 2011 County MS4 permit that would apply to new
construction.
Solid Waste

The Office of Environmental Sustainability within the City of Ventura Public Works Department
manages the collection and disposal of solid waste within the City. Waste is sorted at the Gold
Coast Material Recovery Facility and Transfer Station, and what cannot be recycled is then sent
to landfills. The majority of waste sent to landfill is sent to the Toland Road Landfill, which is
managed by the Ventura Regional Sanitation District. Toland Road Landfill has a maximum
permitted throughput of 1,500 tons per day and a maximum capacity of 30 million cubic yards
(CalRecycle 2018). Current throughput at this landfill is about 1,400-1,500 tons per day so the
Ventura County Sanitation District is currently seeking to increase the permitted daily
throughput to 1,800 tons per day. Waste can also be sent to the Simi Valley Landfill, managed by
Waste Management. These are both permitted non-hazardous waste landfills and are able to
handle increased waste capacities if needed (Ventura, City of 2005a).

f)

As discussed in the Wastewater section above, the City’s VWRF treats an average of 8 MGD of
wastewater. The VWRF produces roughly 9,785 tons annually of biosolids from its anaerobic
digestion process. The separation of solids from the wastewater stream is one of the primary
functions of the VWRF. These biosolids are dewatered to the greatest extent possible before
being hauled to the Toland Landfill for disposal. The City has an existing contract with Ventura
Regional Sanitation District (VRSD) for biosolids disposal. The City was informed in May 2018
by VRSD that they will no longer be entering into agreements with the City nor other agencies to
dispose of biosolids at the Tolland Landfill. The City's current agreement with VRSD is set to
expire December 31, 2018. The City, on December 3, 2018, executed a General Services
Agreement with Liberty Composting, Inc. to haul, process, and repurpose these biosolids into
compost for up to five fiscal years, initial term of December 4, 2018 - June 30, 2020, with option
to extend for three one-year terms. This would divert some or all of the roughly 9,785 tons
annually of biosolids produced from the VWRF’s anaerobic digestion process from the
Toland Road Landfill. If all 9,785 annual tons of biosolids were diverted from the Toland
Road Landfill, it would reduce the City’s contribution to this landfill by 26.8 tons per day.
Would the proposed project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity
to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs and comply with federal,
state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance. Firearms and ammunition sales businesses do not generate large
volumes of solid waste. Because all but 25 of the 588 sites have been previously developed
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with industrial and commercial uses, the construction of new buildings for a firearm and
ammunition sales businesses on those vacant parcels would not increase generation of
solid waste beyond the 84 tons per day that the 2005 General Plan EIR forecast would be sent to
area landfills by 2025. Therefore, the proposed project will be substantially consistent with
the General Plan’s goals and policies and impacts related to utilities and service systems
that were previously evaluated in the General Plan Final EIR, impacts will be less than
significant.

g) Would the proposed project comply with adopted federal, state, or local statutes or
regulations related to diversion of wastes from landfills?

No Impact. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance. Firearms and ammunition sales businesses do not generate large
volumes of solid waste. In addition, trash collection by EJ Harrison would comply with
applicable solid waste diversion requirements.
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XVIII. 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?
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)?
c) Does the Project have
environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly
or indirectly?

DISCUSSION
a) Does the proposed project have the potential to 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
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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?
Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses, which would be limited to areas zoned as M-1, M-2 or MPD
and subject to requirements for separation from sensitive uses and other firearms and
ammunition sales businesses. While the proposed ordinance will not directly approve new
construction or development, it is possible that a firearms and ammunition sales business
could seek to locate within the City on a site meeting the locational requirements of the
proposed ordinance.
Sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance are characterized by a
mix of primarily small- scale industrial uses, business park development, and commercial
uses. Of the sites meeting the locational requirements of the proposed ordinance, only 25
parcels have not been previously developed. Given the high cost of construction, it is likely
that a new firearms and ammunition sales business would be located in an existing
industrial building. If a new firearms and ammunition sales business was established on
one of the 25 vacant parcels, impacts to biology resources would be less than significant
because of the urbanized nature of the area. In addition, the 25 parcels are surrounded by
existing development, roadways, highways, railroad tracks or active farming operations
eliminating any biological connectivity. Therefore the proposed ordinance would not have
the potential to 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, 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) Does the proposed 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)?

Less than Significant. The proposed ordinance would regulate the location of firearms and
ammunition sales businesses to mitigate potential adverse secondary effects of these uses
and protect the quality of life and neighborhoods in the City. As described throughout this
Initial Study, implementation of the proposed ordinance would not result in significant
environmental impacts. In addition, firearms and ammunition sales businesses will comply
with the provisions of the Municipal Code, as well as local, state and federal regulations
aimed to mitigate environmental impacts. Implementation of the proposed ordinance
would not result in impacts that are individually limited, but incrementally considerable.
There is no other past, current, or probable future projects or proposed ordinances that
would combine with the proposed firearms and ammunition sales ordinance to result in a
cumulatively adverse impact. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to the proposed
ordinance would not occur
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c) Does the proposed project have environmental effects that would cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
Less than significant. The proposed ordinance provides land use regulations that would
mitigate potential adverse secondary effects of firearms and ammunition sales businesses
and protect the quality of life and neighborhoods in the City. The proposed ordinance
provides location standards to minimize potential nuisances and both direct and indirect
impacts to human beings. In addition to the proposed ordinance, firearms and ammunition
sales businesses would continue to be regulated by the requirements of the Municipal Code
and other applicable local, state and federal regulations. The proposed ordinance would be
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect and would not
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings; and therefore, the proposed ordinance
provides a beneficial impact to the environment.
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