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Cambria Community Services District 
 
 
 
 
 
DATE: May 16, 2006 
 
TO:  
 
 
 
 
FROM: Cambria Community Services District 

1316 Tamson Drive 
Post Office Box 65 
Cambria, CA 93428 

 
SUBJECT: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT REPORT 
 
PROJECT TITLE: Fiscalini Ranch (East West Ranch) Management Plan and 

Community Park Master Plan 
 
PROJECT APPLICANT: Cambria Community Services District 
 
RESPONSES DUE BY:  
 
The Cambria Community Services District will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an 
Environmental Impact Report for the project identified below.  We need to know the views of your 
agency as to the scope and content of the environmental information that is germane to your 
agency's statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project.  Your agency will need 
to use the Environmental Impact Report prepared by our agency when considering your permit or 
other approval for the project. 

PLEASE provide us the following information at your earliest convenience, but not later than the 
30-day comment period, which began with your agency's receipt of the NOP. 

 

1. NAME OF CONTACT PERSON.  (Address and telephone number) 

2. PERMIT(S) or APPROVAL(S) AUTHORITY.  Please provide a summary description of 
these and send a copy of the relevant sections of legislation, regulatory guidance, etc. 

3. ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION.  What environmental information must be 
addressed in the Environmental Impact Report to enable your agency to use this 
documentation as a basis for your permit issuance or approval? 



4. PERMIT STIPULATIONS/CONDITIONS.  Please provide a list and description of 
standard stipulations (conditions) that your agency will apply to features of this project.  Are 
there others that have a high likelihood of application to a permit or approval for this 
project?  If so, please list and describe. 

5. ALTERNATIVES.  What alternatives does your agency recommend be analyzed in 
equivalent level of detail with those listed above? 

6. REASONABLY FORESEEABLE PROJECTS, PROGRAMS or PLANS.  Please name any 
future project, programs or plans that you think may have an overlapping influence with the 
project as proposed. 

7. RELEVANT INFORMATION.  Please provide references for any available, appropriate 
documentation you believe may be useful to the county in preparing the Environmental 
Impact Report. 

8. FURTHER COMMENTS.  Please provide any further comments or information that will 
help the county to scope the document and determine the appropriate level of environmental 
assessment. 

9. EIR REQUESTED.  Please indicate if you wish to receive a copy of the EIR when it is 
available.  Please indicate whether you wish to receive a written or CD version. 

 
The project description, location, and the probable environmental effects are contained in the 
attached materials. 

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible 
date, but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice. 

Please send your response to Connie Davidson at the address shown above.  We will need the name 
for a contact person in your agency. 
 
 
     Signature 
 
 

Connie Davidson 
C/o Cambria Community Services District 
Post Office Box 65 
Cambria, CA 93428 
 
Telephone: (805) 927-6223 
Fax:  (805) 927-5584 
Email:  cdavidson@cambriacsd.org 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reference: California Administrative Code, Title 14, Section 15082 
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INITIAL STUDY 
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

 
 
1. Project Title:  Fiscalini Ranch (East West Ranch) Management Plan and Community Park 

Master Plan 
 
2. Lead Agency Name and Address:  Cambria Community Services District (CCSD), 1316 Tamson 

Drive, Post Office Box 65, Cambria, CA 93428 
 
3. Contact Person and Phone Number:  Connie Davidson; (805) 927-6223 
 
4. Project Location:  The Fiscalini Ranch (formerly East West Ranch, Cambria) 
 
5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: Cambria Community Services District, 1316 Tamson 

Drive, P.O. Box 65, Cambria, CA 93428 
 
6. County General Plan Designations:  Open Space, Residential Single-family, Residential Multi-

family, Commercial Retail, and Recreation 
 
7. County Combining Designations:  Local Coastal Plan, Sensitive Resource Area, Terrestrial 

Habitat, Geologic Study Area, Flood Hazard, Archaeologically Sensitive, Visitor Serving Area 
 
8. Description of the Project:   

 
Management Plan 
 
The Management Plan includes several permitted uses, including hiking, bicycling, and a 
community park for active recreational uses.  Uses proposed for regulated uses (or uses requiring 
special permits) include animal grazing, equestrian use, group assembly/public gatherings, 
educational studies and research, vehicle access (limited to emergency, restoration, construction, 
or grazing operations), wireless telecommunications facilities, and utility and service facilities.  
 
Proposed improvements within The Fiscalini Ranch/West (formerly West Ranch) would include 
multi-use trails, gates and stiles, fences, benches, wireless telecommunications facilities, and 
signs.  Some trails, gates, stiles, fences, and benches are already in place.  The Management Plan 
also includes restoration activities including creek bank stabilization, invasive and non-native 
plant eradication, gully stabilization, vegetation management, and habitat restoration. 
 
Community Park Master Plan 
 
A community park including restrooms and active recreation improvements are proposed within 
The Fiscalini Ranch/East (formerly East Ranch). The proposed park facilities include turf areas 
for use as athletic play fields and general community recreation.  The active uses on these fields 
could include soccer, little league baseball, softball, and other sports activities.  The fields will 
not be fenced, enhancing their availability for other non-organized uses.  A non-paved path 
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system meanders throughout the park and connects to other trails such as the planned Cross 
Town Trail and the Santa Rosa Creek Trail.  A hitching post and trailhead for an equestrian link 
to the trails on The Fiscalini Ranch/East are proposed, as well as numerous benches and picnic 
tables.  Court uses include sand volleyball, basketball, and tennis.  A potential site for a future 
community building is adjacent to the permeable-surface parking lot.  Several bicycle racks are 
included to accommodate alternative transportation.  The park program also includes two 
restroom buildings, a small dog park, and children’s playground.  Within the park boundaries, an 
existing CCSD water pumpstation would be demolished and relocated outside of the Santa Rosa 
Creek floodplain.  The relocated pumpstation would be approximately 3,200 square feet in size, 
and include one building, an emergency generator, pipeline, and access.  Some of the developed 
park site will include riparian corridor enhancement and other native plant enhancements.  The 
riparian corridor enhancement will include weed removal and replanting of native riparian 
vegetation where needed.  The native plant enhancements include shrub areas adjacent to the 
perimeter trail system that are currently grassland.  They will be planted with native plant 
species to augment native habitat.  Vehicle access to the park will be from Burton Drive.  
Bicycle and pedestrian access will also be from Burton Drive, with connections to the Cross 
Town Trail and Santa Rosa Creek Trail. 
 

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Settings:  Surrounding land use designations include Residential 
Single-family, Residential Multi-family, Public Facilities, Recreation, and Office and 
Professional to the north; Commercial Retail, Commercial Service, and Recreation to the east; 
Residential Single-family and Residential Multi-family to the south.  Surrounding land uses 
include single-family residences to the south, residential and commercial development to the 
north and east, and the Pacific Ocean to the west.  

 
10. Project Entitlements Required:  Development Plan and Coastal Development Permit from the 

County of San Luis Obispo 
 
11. Other public agencies whose approval may be required:  Cambria Community Services District, 

County of San Luis Obispo, California Coastal Commission, California Department of Fish and 
Game, California Department of Transportation, Regional Water Quality Control Board, U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, United States Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries 
Service. 



CAMBRIA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT  INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 
3 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at 
least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following 
pages. 
 
 

 
X 
 

 
Aesthetics X 

 
Geology/Soils X 

 
Public Services 

 
 
Agricultural Resources 
 

X 
 
Hazards & Hazardous 
Materials 

X 
 
Recreation 

X 
 
Air Quality 
 

X 
 
Hydrology/Water Quality X 

 
Transportation & Traffic 

X 
 
Biological Resources 
 

 
 
Land Use and Planning X 

 
Utilities and Service 
Systems 

X 
 
Cultural Resources 
 

X 
 
Noise X 

 
Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

 
 
Energy and Mineral 
Resources 

 
 
Population and Housing 

 

 
FISH AND GAME FEES 
 

 
 
 

 
There is no evidence before the Department that the project will have any potential adverse effects on fish 
and wildlife resources or the habitat upon which the wildlife depends.  As such, the project qualifies for a 
de minimis waiver with regards to the filing of Fish and Game Fees. 
 

X 

 
The project has potential to impact fish and wildlife resources and shall be subject to the payment of Fish 
and Game fees pursuant to Section 711.4 of the California Fish and Game Code.  This initial study has 
been circulated to the California Department of Fish and Game for review and comment. 
 

 
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 
 

X 

 
This environmental document must be submitted to the State Clearinghouse for review by one or more 
State agencies (e.g. Cal Trans, California Department of Fish and Game, Department of Housing and 
Community Development).  The public review period shall not be less than 30 days (CEQA Guidelines 
15073(a)). 
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DETERMINATION: 

 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 
 
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, 
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.  

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been 
made, or the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet(s) have been added and 
agreed to by the project proponent.  A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be 
prepared. 

 

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

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant” impact(s) or “potentially 
significant unless mitigated” impact(s) on the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been 
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has 
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached 
sheets. 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 potentially significant effects (1) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR 
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (2) have been avoided 
or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR of NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions 
or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
        May 12, 2006 
Signature       Date 
 
 
 
 
 
Tammy A. Rudock       
Printed Name        
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 
 
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the 

information sources a lead agency cites in the analysis in each section.  A “No Impact” answer is adequately 
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one 
involved (e.g. the project falls outside a fault rupture zone).  A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is 
based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g. the project will not expose sensitive receptors to 
pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

 
2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well 

as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts. The explanation of each 
issue should identify the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question. 

 
3. "Potentially Significant Impact' is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect is significant.  If there are 

one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required. 
 
4. "Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of mitigation measures has 

reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less than Significant Impact."  The lead agency must 
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level 
(mitigation measures from Section 17, "Earlier Analysis," may be cross-referenced). 

 
5. Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has 

been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.  Section 15063 (c) (3) (D) of the California 
Administrators Code.  Earlier analyses are discussed in Section 17 at the end of the checklist. 

 
6.  Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential 

impacts (e.g. general plans, zoning ordinances).  Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, 
where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.   

 
7.  Supporting Information Sources:  A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted 

should be cited in the discussion.  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 
 
8.  Earlier Analysis Used.  Identify and state where they are available for review. 

a)  Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and 
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such 
effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on earlier analysis. 

b)  Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” 
describe the mitigation measures that are incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to 
which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

 



Issues, Discussion and Supporting Information Sources 
 
 

Sources Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 
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1. AESTHETICS.  Would the project: 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?   X   
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 

limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, open space, and historic 
buildings within a local or state scenic highway? 

  X   

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

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

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) The Fiscalini Ranch is located within the community of Cambria, and is bi-sected by State Highway 1, a designated 

scenic highway (refer to Figures 1 and 2).  The Pacific Ocean and the ranch provide highly scenic views of generally 
undisturbed natural resources, including Monterey pine forest, rock outcrops, riparian corridor and wetland areas, and 
open space.  Proposed structural development and parking areas may be visible from the highway, but would not likely 
impede views of significant visual resources.  The EIR shall assess the location and design of proposed improvements 
and grading activities to determine the project’s effect on existing visual resources and character.   

 
b) Refer to a) above. 
 
c) Refer to a) above. 
 
d) Currently, there are no sources of light or glare within the ranch.  Proposed active recreation areas would be limited to 

day use.  Security lighting would be installed within the community park for safety purposes.  The EIR shall assess the 
location and level of light and glare.   

 
CONCLUSION 
 
The EIR shall compare the existing on-site and through-site visual resources with proposed improvements and identify any 
potential impacts to visual character.  The evaluation shall include all proposed structures and site amenities, vegetation 
planting and removal, and other improvements for their complete affect on views.  Potential visual changes shall be 
identified in terms of long-term operational affects and short–term impacts.  Construction activities and disturbance shall be 
addressed, as well as consideration of phasing, and proposed plant growth rates and size potential.  The analysis 
methodology shall evaluate the cumulative affect that each of the individual project components will have on the visual 
character of the Ranch and the surrounding community.  The EIR shall consider the project’s contribution to a potential 
change in community character when seen with other approved or pending projects in the area. 
 
Specific impacts shall be determined by evaluating the physical changes in the context of the existing and surrounding 
landscape, as seen from important and representative viewing locations.  Project impact determinations shall be consistent 
with community scenic values as identified in the County of San Luis Obispo Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance, Local 
Coastal Plan, North Coast Area Plan, and other applicable planning policy, ordinances, and goals.  Viewer sensitivity and 
scenic values expressed and recorded at the numerous community meetings and workshops during The Fiscalini Ranch  
acquisition and plan process shall be assessed and considered as part of the analysis. 
 
2. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES.  Would the project: 
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 

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

1,2 

  X  

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

3   X  



Issues, Discussion and Supporting Information Sources 
 
 

Sources Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 
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c) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which due to 
their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, 
to non-agricultural use? 

 
  X  

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) Based on the San Luis Obispo County Important Farmland Map (California Department of Conservation; 2000), the 

Fiscalini Ranch is designated as “Grazing Land”, “Farmland of Local Potential”, and “Other Land”.  The soil types 
mapped for the project site are:  Briones-Pismo loamy sands, Class VI(e); Concepcion loam Class III(e); San Simeon 
sandy loam, Class IV(e) and Class VI(e); Salinas silty clay loam, Class II(e) irrigated and Class III(e) non-irrigated, and; 
Marimel silty clay loam, drained, Class I irrigated and Class III(c) non-irrigated (Natural Resources Conservation 
Service; September 1984).  The project site is the historic location of The Fiscalini Ranch, a dairy and livestock 
operation from the mid-1800's until 1979.  The project site is currently bounded by urban development to the north, east, 
and south, and the Pacific Ocean to the west. 

 
b) The project site does not currently support any agricultural uses, and is not under a Williamson Act contract.   
 
c) Refer to a) and b) above.  Implementation of the proposed project would not significantly affect agricultural land or uses 

on the project site or in the region.  Management activities on The Fiscalini Ranch/West would not preclude agricultural 
activities in the future; however, development of The Fiscalini Ranch/East would convert prime agricultural soils to a 
non-agricultural use. 

 
CONCLUSION 
 
The EIR shall evaluate and quantify the loss, or conversion, of prime agricultural soil and recognized agricultural potential.  
Project-specific and cumulative impacts shall be assessed to identify applicable mitigation measures. 
 
3.  AIR QUALITY.  Would the project: 
a) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an 

existing or projected air quality violation? 4  X   

b) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 
quality plan? 5   X  

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 4  X   

d) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of 
people?    X  

e) 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 qualitative 
thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

4   X  

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) Based on the latest air monitoring station information (per the County’s RMS annual report, 2003), the trend in air 

quality in the general area is improving, where the County has been in attainment of ozone levels.  The Air Pollution 
Control District (APCD) estimates that automobiles currently generate about 40% of the pollutants responsible for ozone 
formation.  Nitrous oxides (NOx) and reactive organic gasses (ROG) pollutants (vehicle emission components) are 
common contributors towards this chemical transformation into ozone.  Dust, or particulate matter less than ten microns 
(PM10) that become airborne and which find their way into the lower atmosphere, can act as the catalyst in this chemical 
transformation to harmful ozone.  In part, the land use controls currently in place for new development relating to ROG 
and NOx (i.e., application of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook) have helped reduce the formation of ozone.  



Issues, Discussion and Supporting Information Sources 
 
 

Sources Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 
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Construction activities would include the development of trails, gully restoration, and grading for structures, parking 
area improvements and signage.  These activities could result in temporary, short-term emissions from construction 
equipment, and the creation of fugitive dust.  In addition, a portion of visitors to The Fiscalini Ranch would access the 
area via automobile, which would generate ozone.   

 
b) Implementation of the proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the County APCD Clean 

Air Plan.  The proposed General Plan Amendment would decrease the potential for development by limiting land uses 
consistent with the Recreation and Open Space land use categories. 

 
c) Refer to a) above.  The occupants of existing single-family residences may be affected by air pollutants resulting from 

the construction and use of the proposed trail improvements on The Fiscalini Ranch/West.  Construction of the proposed 
community park may result in a fugitive dust nuisance, affecting nearby residents. 

 
d) Implementation of the proposed project would not create objectionable odors. 
 
e) Refer to a) above. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The EIR shall discuss existing air quality setting, including baseline air quality, regional climate and prevailing wind patterns 
and their affect on air quality.  In addition, the EIR shall discuss the applicable regulatory setting, and project impact 
significance thresholds, based on consultation with San Luis Obispo County APCD.  Short-term construction emissions and 
long-term operational emissions shall be calculated using the URBEMIS modeling program, per the San Luis Obispo County 
APCD guidelines and screening estimates.  Project emissions (short-term and long-term) shall be evaluated in accordance 
with the County of San Luis Obispo APCD CEQA Handbook and the 2001 Clean Air Plan.  Short-term, long-term, residual, 
cumulative and significant impacts, if any, resulting from the construction and operation of the project shall be identified.  
Cumulative impacts shall be evaluated with reasonably foreseeable future project emissions in the region.  Impacts associated 
with project implementation shall be compared to defined thresholds of significance based on pertinent local, state, and 
federal plans and policies.  If project emissions cause an exceedance of any impact significance threshold, mitigation 
measures shall be evaluated to mitigate the impacts to a level of insignificance.   
 
4.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or indirectly 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? 

6, 7 

 X   

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? 

6, 7, 8 

 X   

c) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance (e.g. Heritage Trees)? 

3, 9, 
10  X   

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

6, 7 

 X   

e) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat Conservation 
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved 
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

 

6 

  X  
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f) Have a substantial adverse effect on Federally protected 
wetlands as defined in Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marshes, vernal pools, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means? 

6, 8 

 X   

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) A Resource Inventory and Constraints Report (Rincon Consultants, Inc.; January 2002) was prepared to provide general 

technical information regarding resources and constraints on the project site.  The report documents that fourteen 
special-status plant species and twenty-six special-status wildlife species may be present within the boundaries of The 
Fiscalini Ranch.  Based on the habitat characteristics along the trail alignment, seven special status plant species and 
nine special status wildlife species may be present along the bluff.   
 
Special Status Plant Species.  Based on the California Natural Diversity Database, Resource Inventory and Constraints 
Report (Rincon Consultants, Inc.; January 2002), and habitat characteristics within The Fiscalini Ranch, the following 
special status plant species may be present:  San Luis Obispo (Cambria) morning-glory (Calystegia subacaulis ssp. 
episcopalism), compact cobwebby thistle (Castilleja densiflora ssp. obispoensis), Gairdner’s yamph (Perideridia 
gairdneri ssp. gairdneri), Montery pine (Pinus radiata), Hickman’s onion (Allium hickmanii), San Luis Obispo sedge 
(Carex obispoensis), San Simeon Baccharis (Baccharis plummerae  ssp. glabrata), Michael’s piperia (Piperia 
michaelii), and adobe sanicle (Sanicula maritima).  Two rare vegetation communities of special concern present in the 
area are Monterey Pine Forest and Coastal and Valley Needlegrass Grassland.  Proposed improvements may result in 
direct and indirect impacts to these special-status species. 
 
Special Status Wildlife Species.  Based on the California Natural Diversity Database, Resource Inventory and 
Constraints Report (Rincon Consultants, Inc.; January 2002), and habitat characteristics within The Fiscalini Ranch , the 
following special status wildlife species may be present:  Monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus), silvery legless lizard 
(Anniella pulchra pulchra), California red-legged frog (Rana aurora draytonii), southwestern pond turtle (Clemmys 
marmorata pallida), two-striped garter snake (Thamnophis hammondii), tidewater goby (Eucyclogobius newberryi), 
south central California steelhead (Onchorhynchus mykiss irideus), northern harrier (Circus cyanus), white-tailed kite 
(Elanus leucurus), Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperi), sharp-shinned hawk (Accipiter striatus), burrowing owl (Athene 
cunicularia), long-eared owl (Asio otus), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), California horned lark (Eremophila 
alpestris actia), bank swallow (Riparia riparia), and yellow warbler (Dendrioca petechia brewsteri).  Proposed 
improvements may result in direct and indirect impacts to these special-status species and their habitats. 

 
b) Vegetative communities within The Fiscalini Ranch include riparian woodland, riparian scrub, seasonal wetland, 

Monterey pine forest, oak/toyon woodland, coastal scrub, seabluff scrub, riverine, grassland, and ruderal.  Site 
disturbance related project improvements and encouragement of people to the ranch may result in direct and indirect 
impacts to sensitive habitats.  Temporary and permanent impacts to identified vegetative communities and habitat types 
may occur during project development.  In addition, ground-disturbing activities on The Fiscalini Ranch would 
potentially result in the discharge of sediment into Santa Rosa Creek, wetland areas, gullies, and the high tide line of the 
Pacific Ocean.  The proposed management plan includes general policies and guidelines encouraging bank stabilization, 
removal of invasive species, revegetation of disturbed areas, bluff top stabilization, and habitat and wetland protection. 

 
c) The proposed project site is located within the unincorporated community of Cambria, within the County of San Luis 

Obispo.  The proposed project is subject to the regulatory authority of the County, and the North Coast Area Plan and 
Local Coastal Plan, and County Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance.  Consistency with these plans and policies shall be 
assessed in the EIR. 

 
d) Refer to a) above. 
 
 
e) Implementation of the proposed project would not conflict with the provisions of any adopted habitat Conservation Plan, 
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Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. 
 

f) Refer to b) and c) above.  
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The biological resources assessment conducted as part of the EIR shall focus on identifying the potential for sensitive 
biological resources to exist on or immediately adjacent to areas proposed for disturbance, development, or restoration.  This 
shall be accomplished through querying and review of pertinent databases and literature, including the constraints report, 
East-West Ranch Public Access and Resource Management Plan (RRM Design Group; April 24, 2003), East/West Ranch, 
Cambria Property Environmental Audit (Members of the Coastal Resources Institute Facility; 1993), Environmental Impact 
Report for the Cambria Elementary School (Morro Group, Inc.; March 15, 2001), and the Environmental Impact Report for 
the Fiscalini Ranch Development Plan (Envicom Corporation; December 1984).  In addition, site visits shall be conducted as 
part of the assessment to collect updated information on the presence and extent of sensitive resources on site.  Identified 
resources and sensitive habitats shall be mapped and presented in the EIR.  The proposed project shall be evaluated with 
respect to impacts on biological resources of the project site and surrounding area.  The impact assessment shall focus on 
determining potential project-related effects on sensitive communities (e.g., wetlands, drainages), migratory birds, rare 
plants, and special-status wildlife known or having potential to occur within the project site.  Impacts associated with project 
implementation shall be compared to defined thresholds of significance based on pertinent local, state, and federal plans and 
policies.  As part of this task, appropriate resource agency staff shall be contacted to discuss potential project-related effects 
on sensitive resources of the project site.  Mitigation measures for proposed project shall be developed to reduce, to the 
degree possible, any significant adverse impacts associated with implementation of the proposed project.  The EIR shall 
identify long-term protective measures for sensitive habitats of the project site and adjacent areas, and specific methods for 
minimizing direct impacts or degradation of sensitive habitats shall be discussed. 
 
5. CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 

historic resource? (See CEQA Guidelines 15064.5) 
6, 11  X   

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 
archeological resource? (See CEQA Guidelines 15064.5) 

6, 11  X   

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

   X  

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

6, 11  X   

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) The project site is located within the prehistoric territory of the Obispeño Chumash and historic settlers.  A Cultural 

Resources Survey (C.A. Singer and Associates, Inc.; February 8, 1995) was prepared for The Fiscalini Ranch.  Three 
historic sites are present on The Fiscalini Ranch/West.  Historic sites include houses, barns, sheds, a creamery, water 
works, historic structures, and the remains of a Chinese seaweed and abalone farm.  There is no visible evidence left of 
the historic seaweed and abalone farm.  Proposed activities on The Fiscalini Ranch/West may result in direct disturbance 
of significant known and unknown cultural resources, and indirect impacts including disturbance and looting.  

 
b) The project site is located within the prehistoric territory of the Obispeno Chumash.  The cultural resources survey 

documented the presence of twelve prehistoric sites on the West Ranch (C.A. Singer and Associates, Inc.; February 8, 
1995).  Prehistoric sites include middens, rock ovens, seep springs, bedrock mortars, and small work areas.  Proposed 
activities on The Fiscalini Ranch/West may result in direct disturbance of significant known and unknown cultural 
resources, and indirect impacts including disturbance and looting.   

 
 
c) Proposed improvements to existing trails would not result in significant grading below the surface, and would not likely 
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impact significant paleontological resources. 
 
d) Refer to b) above. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Significant historical and cultural resources sites are present in the vicinity of the project area, including a historic Chinese 
seaweed and abalone farm, rock ovens, mortars, and middens.  Several existing trails would be improved in the vicinity of 
documented resources.  The scope of the EIR shall include the use of existing cultural resource reports, and consultation with 
Native American groups.  The conclusions presented in the existing reports shall be reviewed and incorporated into the EIR.  
Potential impacts will be evaluated and appropriate mitigation measures will be identified and presented in the EIR. 
 
6.  ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 
a) Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans?    X  
b) Use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and inefficient 

manner? 
   X  

c) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the 
State? 

   
X  

 
EVALUATION 
 
The proposed project would not conflict with the any adopted energy conservation plans, nor would it cause wasteful use of 
non-renewable resources or deplete any known minerals.  All on-site, off-site, direct, in-direct, and cumulative energy and 
mineral resources impacts associated with the proposed project would be less than significant. 
 
7.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS  Would the project: 
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse 

effects, including risk of loss, injury or death involving: 
12, 13     

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

  

X  

 

II. Strong seismic ground shaking?   X   
III. Seismic related ground-failure, including liquefaction?   X   
IV. Landslides or mudflows?   X   

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 2  X   
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that 

would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially 
result in on or off site landslides, lateral spreading, subsidance, 
liquefaction, or collapse? 

14  

X  

 

d) 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? 

  
X  

 

 
EVALUATION 
 
This section was prepared based on information provided in the San Luis Obispo County Safety Element (December 1999), 
East-West Ranch Resource Inventory and Constraints Report (Rincon Consultants; January 2002), and Geologic Hazards 
Report East-West Water Line (Earth Systems Pacific; January 30, 2004).   
 
a) I.  The proposed project is not located in the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, and there are no faults underlying 
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the     project area.   

II.  According to the San Luis Obispo County Safety Element (December 1999), East-West Ranch Resource Inventory 
and Constraints Report (Rincon Consultants; January 2002), and Geologic Hazards Report East-West Water Line (Earth 
Systems Pacific; January 30, 2004), the nearest active fault, the Hosgri-San Simeon fault line, is located approximately 
two miles west of the ranch.  The area may be subject to ground-shaking and tsunami hazards as a result of an 
earthquake. 

III.  The proposed project is located within a low to moderate liquefaction potential area, as mapped by Map 3 
Liquefaction Hazards in the County of San Luis Obispo Safety Element.  The geologic hazards report states that the 
liquefaction potential within the area studied for the water line is low due to shallow sandstone bedrock underlying the 
site (Earth Systems Pacific; January 30, 2004); however, liquefaction could occur on the site in areas of unconsolidated 
soils.  Structural development near Santa Rosa Creek on the East Ranch may be subject to liquefaction hazards. 

IV. The proposed project is located within an area with low potential for landslide hazards, as mapped by Map 4 
Landslide Hazards in the County of San Luis Obispo Safety Element.   

 
b) The underlying soils mapped within the project area vary from moderately well to excessively drained, and low to highly 

erodible (Natural Resources Conservation Service, September 1984.  Several gullies of varying width and depth traverse 
the project site.  These gullies formed by stormwater traveling down the terrace, and eroding the soil where water flows 
down-gradient into the ocean.  Proposed improvement activities on The Fiscalini Ranch/West are not likely to cause a 
significant amount of erosion, however, the concentration and flow of stormwater along existing and proposed the trail 
routes would likely cause erosion.  In addition, the bluff edge is eroding due to storm water runoff and wave activity.  
Based on a supplemental bluff retreat report (Don Asquith; February 23, 2005), the bluff front generally consists of a 
section of bedrock composed of sandstone overlain by terrace deposits, including colluvium and sand.  Based on the 
report, the rates of bluff retreat in the cove at the southerly end of the project, and south of the northerly of the two 
seasonal wetlands in this area, average approximately 20 feet per 100 years (0.2 ft/yr).  The rates of retreat in the 
remainder of the project area are estimated to average approximately 10 feet per 100 years (0.1 ft/yr).  The proposed 
management plan includes general policies and guidelines to reduce the potential for erosion.  Development within The 
Fiscalini Ranch/East would be located in proximity to Santa Rosa Creek, and unprotected soil disturbance may result in 
erosion and sediment discharge into the creek. 

 
c) Refer to a) and b) above.   
 
d) Proposed structures on The Fiscalini Ranch/East may be located on expansive soils, requiring implementation of 

engineered grading to avoid risk to life and property. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Potential geology and soils impacts shall be assessed in the EIR.  Based on review of the constraints report and conversations 
with the County Geologist, Lew Rosenberg, the primary geologic hazard on The Fiscalini Ranch/West  is erosion along the 
bluffs, gulleys, and creek banks.  Flood plains associated with Santa Rosa Creek and associated drainages are present within 
The Fiscalini Ranch/East.  The geology and soils section of the EIR shall include a discussion of geologic hazards, 
incorporation of an existing bluff retreat rate analysis report, an analysis of erosion and sedimentation conditions, flood 
hazards, and seismic hazards.  Other geologic hazards that shall be discussed include landslides and slope stability, 
liquefaction, asbestiform minerals, and expansive soils.  The EIR shall identify any impacts associated with the proposed 
project and recommended mitigation measures accordingly.   
 
8.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.  Would the project: 
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

though the routine use, transport or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 

   
X 

 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment    X  
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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 one-quarter 
mile of an existing or proposed school? 

   
X 

 

d) Expose people or structures to existing sources of hazardous 
emissions or hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste? 

   
X 

 

e) 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, it would create a significant hazard to 
the public or the environment? 

   

X 

 

f) For a project located within an airport land use plan, or within 
two miles of a public airport, would the project result in a safety 
hazard for the people residing or working in the project area? 

   
X 

 

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

  
 X 

 

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

  

X  

 

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) The construction of proposed improvements and implementation of the management plan would not require the use, 

transport, or disposal of hazardous materials. 
 
b) Refer to a) above.  In addition, the project site is not located within an area of known hazardous material contamination, 

or naturally occurring asbestos.   
 
c) Refer to a) and b) above. 
 
d) Refer to a) and b) above. 
 
e) Refer to b) above. 
 
f) The project site is not located within the boundaries of an airport land use plan, or within two miles of any public or 

private airport. 
 
g) Implementation of the proposed project is not expected to impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, the 

adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.  Primary and secondary access to the project site and 
proposed community park would be evaluated for consistency with State Regulations regarding emergency access. 

 
h) The project site is located within a high fire hazard area, and is served by the Cambria Community Services District Fire 

Department.  The proposed management plan includes policies and guidelines regarding fuel load reduction/vegetative 
management to reduce the potential for fire.  Based on additional consultation with the Cambria Fire Chief, additional 
measures may be required, including posting of fire safety signage and designated emergency access.   

 
 
CONCLUSION 
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The primary hazard on The Fiscalini Ranch is the potential for wildland fire.  The EIR shall include a discussion of the 
existing hazards and the applicable regulatory setting and project impact significance thresholds, based on consultation with 
the CCSD Fire Department.  Short-term, long-term, residual, cumulative and significant impacts, if any, resulting from the 
construction and operation of the project shall be identified.  Cumulative impacts shall be evaluated with reasonably 
foreseeable future projects in the area.  Impacts associated with project implementation shall be compared to defined 
thresholds of significance based on pertinent local, state, and federal plans and policies as well as consultation with the 
CCSD Fire Department.  In compliance with the Uniform and California Fire Codes, a secondary means of ingress and 
egress shall be required by the Cambria Fire Department in order to ensure the most efficient response of emergency 
medical, fire and law enforcement resources to The Fiscalini Ranch/East property.  This public safety ingress and egress road 
must meet fire code requirements for widths and for minimum surface weight support and also would be required to be gated 
in compliance with the fire code.  The secondary ingress and egress for public safety and fire responders is required due to 
the fact that the only public access for motor vehicles is via the two-lane Rodeo Grounds Drive.  In an emergency this could 
be quickly obstructed, requiring emergency services to utilize this emergency fire access road (Piney Way Road).  Secondary 
impacts resulting from implementation of the access road would be assessed.  If the proposed project causes an exceedance 
of any impact significance threshold, mitigation measures shall be evaluated to mitigate the impacts to a level of 
insignificance.  Additional mitigation measures, as appropriate, will be recommended to mitigate any significant impacts.   
 
9.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  Would the project: 
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements? 
  X   

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would 
be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local 
groundwater table level (eg. The production rate of preexisting 
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support 
existing land uses for which permits have been granted)? 

 

 X   

c) Create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity 
of existing or planned storm-water drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. 

 
 X   

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or 
area in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or 
siltation onsite or offsite? 

 
 X   

e) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or 
area in a manner that would result in substantial flooding onsite 
or offsite? 

 
 X   

f) 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? 

6 
   X 

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

6  X   

h) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?   X   
 
EVALUATION 
 
a) Ground disturbing activities including trail improvements, parking areas, temporary staging areas, vegetation removal, 

site alteration for community park amenities, and restoration activities in the vicinity of ocean bluffs and drainage gullies 
would potentially result in the discharge of sediment into surface waters, including the Pacific Ocean and intermittent 
storm water flows. 
 
 

b) Implementation of the management plan on The Fiscalini Ranch/West would not require the use of groundwater 
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resources, or interfere with aquifer recharge.  Development and maintenance of the community park on The Fiscalini 
Ranch/East would require water resources for athletic fields, landscaping, and restroom facilities. 

 
c) The creation of new impervious surfaces would occur within the proposed Community Park, including basketball and 

tennis courts, and parking areas.  Utilization of the Community Park parking lot may result in increased pollutant 
discharge into Santa Rosa Creek by hydrocarbons in stormwater runoff.  Improvement of existing trails on The Fiscalini 
Ranch/West would not likely create or contribute to runoff water nor provide substantial addition sources of polluted 
runoff.  Existing drainage issues on the Ranch are discussed in the management plan, which includes remediation 
policies. 

 
d) Refer to a) above.  Proposed site alteration may affect drainage patterns and increase the potential for erosion.   
 
e) The proposed community park would be located adjacent to Santa Rosa Creek and within its associated 100-year flood 

plain.  Proposed site alteration may affect existing drainage and flooding patterns. 
 
f) The proposed project does not include the construction of housing. 
 
g) Based on the Resource Inventory and Constraints Report, a majority of The Fiscalini Ranch/East is located within the 

100-year FEMA flood zone associated with Santa Rosa Creek.  Structural improvements proposed within the 100-year 
flood zone are generally limited to signage, trash enclosures, and a restroom facility.  Implementation of the proposed 
community park plan may affect flooding patterns. 

 
h) Refer to a) above. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The EIR shall identify existing drainage, flooding, and erosion issues on The Fiscalini Ranch.  The EIR shall assess the 
proposed project’s effect on existing drainage and flooding patterns, and determine if site alteration would exacerbate 
existing erosional gullies or cause off-site flooding.  The EIR shall include a description of regulatory criteria related to these 
impacts, a review of the proposed project with respect to these criteria, and an assessment of the level of impact associated 
with the project.  The EIR shall also determine the estimated water demand and the project’s effect on the local water supply.  
Alternatives to standard water supply shall be assessed, including, but not limited to, recycled or non-potable water, captured 
stormwater, and the use of synthetic turf.  Appropriate mitigation measures, recommended Best Management Practices 
(BMPs), water conservation measures, and identification of necessary State and Federal permits (if necessary) shall be 
identified, in coordination with CCSD and County staff, which could mitigate project-specific and cumulative impacts.   
 
10.  LAND USE AND PLANNING -  Would the project: 
a) Conflict with applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of 

an agency with jurisdiction over the project adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

  
X  

 

b) Physically divide an established community?    X  
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural 

community conservation plans? 
   X  

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) The County of San Luis Obispo is currently amending the Cambria Community Plan of the North Coast Area Plan and 

Local Coastal Plan.  The proposed plan proposes to amend the current land use designations on the project site to Open 
Space and Recreation.  The proposed project will be reviewed for consistency with policy and/or regulatory documents 
relating to the environment and appropriate land use (e.g., North Coast Area Plan and Local Coastal Plan, San Luis 
Obispo County Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance, and Coastal Policies).  Several agencies and advisory groups will be 
consulted to review and discuss various policy consistencies including, but not limited to, the San Luis Obispo County 



Issues, Discussion and Supporting Information Sources 
 
 

Sources Potentially 
Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

 

CAMBRIA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT  INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 
17 

 

Planning and Building Department, San Luis Obispo County Parks and Recreation Division, Cambria Fire Department, 
North Coast SWAP, California Department of Fish and Game, California Coastal Commission, Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, California Coastal Conservancy, American Land Conservancy, San Luis Obispo County Chumash 
Council, and the Native American Heritage Commission.  The Cambria Community Services District proposes to obtain 
all required permits and approvals from the County of San Luis Obispo prior to construction or operation.   

 
b) The proposed improvements would enhance public safety, minimize erosion, and increase the accessibility of the trail to 

persons with disabilities, and would not divide the community of Cambria.   
 
c) The proposed project will not directly or indirectly conflict with any habitat or natural community conservation plans. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The EIR shall include a description of the physical setting of the project site, and the surrounding land uses.  The EIR shall 
also include an outline of all land-use policies for the County of San Luis Obispo, and any other applicable general or 
regional plans and ordinances.  Plans, policies and applicable standards shall be reviewed to identify an initial determination 
of potential consistency with the proposed project.  In addition, potential land use conflicts between residential and active 
recreation areas shall be assessed, and mitigation measures shall be identified. 
 
11. NOISE.  Would the project result in: 
a) Exposure of people to or generation of “unacceptable” noise 

levels as defined by the San Luis Obispo General Plan Noise 
Element, or general noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the Noise Ordinance? 

  

X   

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

  
X   

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

  X   

d) For a project located within an airport land use plan, or within 
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

  

  X 

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) Portions of The Fiscalini Ranch immediately adjacent to Highway 1 are located within the 60 to 65 Ldn (average decibel 

noise level) noise contour (County of San Luis Obispo Noise Element, May 1992).  Outdoor sports and recreation 
facilities (i.e., athletic fields, playgrounds, tennis and basketball courts, etc.) are considered a noise sensitive use.  The 
threshold for acceptable noise exposure due to transportation related sources is 70 dB.  Based on the location of these 
proposed facilities in the Community Park Master Plan, it is unlikely that noise exposure exceeding the 70 dB noise 
threshold would occur.  Enhanced trail amenities may attract more visitors to The Fiscalini Ranch/West, and 
construction of athletic fields and more intensive recreational opportunities within The Fiscalini Ranch/East would 
increase traffic trips to the area.  In addition, sports and community events held at the proposed community park would 
generate noise.  Residents on affected roadways and in close proximity to the community park may be exposed to 
increased levels of noise due to increased traffic and operation of the park. 

 
b) Refer to a) above.   
 
c) Proposed construction activities within the community park would include the use of grading and construction 

equipment, which may include jackhammering, or similar activities causing groundborne vibration and a temporary 
increase in noise levels.  The County Noise Element does not require noise limitations for construction activities during 
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daytime hours. 
 
d) The project site is not located within two miles of an airport. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The EIR shall include a preliminary noise consultation, including review of the project and its relation with the County Noise 
Element, consultation with County staff, and correspondence with the CCSD.  The noise investigation shall include an 
analysis of transportation-related noise sources and analysis of stationary noise sources.  The existing and projected future 
noise levels at the site, and potentially generated by the community park shall be identified in the EIR.  Noise levels shall be 
compared with the allowable levels defined in the County Noise Element, and potential impacts shall be identified.  Short-
term, long-term, residual, cumulative and significant impacts, if any, resulting from the construction and operation of the 
project will be identified.  Cumulative impacts will be evaluated with reasonably foreseeable future project noise emissions 
in the region.  Impacts associated with project implementation will be compared to defined thresholds of significance based 
on pertinent local, state, and federal plans and policies.  If the proposed project would generate or be exposed to any noise 
emissions that cause an exceedance of any impact significance threshold, mitigation measures will be evaluated to mitigate 
the impacts to a level of insignificance.  The EIR shall recommend how to reach the noise limits established by the County 
Noise Element, and these recommendations (including site design, setbacks, earthen berms, etc.) shall reflect the order of 
preference and management approaches for mitigating noise exposure established through consultation with CCSD staff. 
 
12.  POPULATION AND HOUSING.  Would the project: 
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly 

(for example by proposing new homes or businesses) or 
indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

   

 X 

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

   
 X 

 
EVALUATION 
 
The proposed project involves recreational improvements to an existing open space area, and would not induce substantial 
population growth in the community of Cambria or San Luis Obispo County directly or indirectly.  The proposed project 
would not displace existing housing or people. 
 
13. PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 

provision, or need, of new or physically altered government 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: 

a) Fire protection?   X   
b) Police protection?   X   
c) Schools?      
d) Parks?      
e) Roads and other transportation infrastructure?    X  
f) Other public facilities?    X  
 
EVALUATION 
 
The Fiscalini Ranch is within the community of Cambria, and is served by the Cambria Community Services District, which 
includes a fire department.  Other emergency response agencies include the County Sheriff and California Highway Patrol 
(Highway 1).  Public roads are maintained by the County of San Luis Obispo Public Works Department.  Implementation of 
the proposed project would not have a significant effect on schools, and would provide additional recreational opportunities 
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within the community of Cambria.  Based on an anticipated increase in the public’s use of the area, implementation of the 
proposed project would result in an additional demand for police and fire protection.  
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The EIR shall evaluate the proposed project’s effect on public services.  Affected agencies shall be consulted to develop 
public safety measures that can be incorporated into the final design of the community park and West Ranch trail system to 
discourage crime and minimize fire hazards.  Impacts to service capacity shall be identified.  Mitigation measures shall be 
presented incorporating recommended public safety measures. 
 
14. RECREATION.  Would the project: 
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood or regional parks or 

other recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

   X  

b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities, which might have an 
adverse physical effect on the environment? 

  
X 

  

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) The intent of the proposed project is to provide a variety of recreational opportunities within the community of Cambria, 

and implement management practices to protect and preserve environmental resources on The Fiscalini Ranch.  
Implementation of the proposed project would reduce the demand on existing parks and facilities in the area. 

 
b) Refer to a) above.  The EIR would assesses the potential environmental impacts resulting from the proposed project and, 

where applicable, provide mitigation measures to reduce such impacts to less than significant. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Based on the above discussion, the proposed project would enhance recreational opportunities in the Cambria area.  The 
proposed EIR would address potential impacts and recommend appropriate mitigation measures associated with development 
and management of The Fiscalini Ranch. 
 
15.  TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC.  Would the project: 
a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial in relation to 

the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system? 
  X   

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service 
standard established by the county congestion management 
agency for designated roads and highways? 

 
 X   

c) Substantially increase hazards due to design features (e.g. sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g. 
farm equipment)? 

 
 X   

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?   X   
e) Result in inadequate parking capacity onsite or offsite?   X   
f) Conflict with adopted policies supporting alternative 

transportation (e.g. bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 
  X   

g) Conflict with the with San Luis Obispo County Airport Land 
Use Plan resulting in substantial safety risks from hazards, 
noise, or a change in air traffic patterns? 

 
   X 
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EVALUATION 
 
a) Vehicle access to the proposed community park will be from Burton Drive.  Bicycle and pedestrian access will be from 

Burton Drive and connections to the Cross Town Trail and Santa Rosa Creek Trail.  The existing trail system on The 
Fiscalini Ranch/West is accessed from the Park Hill and West Lodge Hill neighborhoods.  Trails on The Fiscalini 
Ranch/East would be accessed from Main Street and the East Lodge Hill neighborhood.  Improvement of the trail 
system and development of the community park would increase visitor trips to The Fiscalini  Ranch.  Trips generated by 
use of the proposed Fiscalini Ranch/West amenities are likely to be spread out during the daytime hours and on 
weekends.  The largest concentration of traffic trips would likely occur during sports and community events associated 
with the community park and proposed athletic fields on The Fiscalini Ranch/East.  The management plan proposes a 
variety of access locations, which would diffuse traffic trips throughout affected areas.  In addition, proposed trail and 
access improvements are intended to encourage alternative transportation by pedestrians and bicyclists.   

 
b) Refer to a) above.  Implementation of the proposed project would not likely reduce the level of service (LOS) on the 

local road system or Highway 1.  Estimated traffic trips would be calculated to determine the project’s effect on LOS, 
including road segments and intersections. 

 
c) The proposed project does not include any hazardous design features, and does not propose incompatible uses. 
 
d) Access to The Fiscalini Ranch/West would be provided via a variety of locations within the Park Hill and West Lodge 

Hill neighborhoods.  The community park would be accessed via Burton Drive.  A secondary access location is not 
currently proposed.  Additional consultation with the Cambria Community Services District Fire Department is required 
to determine if the internal circulation system provides adequate emergency ingress and egress.  

 
e) Parking and staging areas are proposed in the following locations:  Highway 1/Cambria Drive, Huntington Lot, and 

Windsor Drive.  In addition, 103 parking spaces are proposed at the community park.  The Cambria trolley would be 
utilized to transport visitors from identified staging areas to The Fiscalini Ranch, with the intent of minimizing parking 
congestion within adjacent neighborhoods.  Additional parking and staging areas within the community may include 
Lampton Park, Shamel Park, and the Cambria Community Services District Wastewater Treatment Plant at Windsor 
Bridge.   

 
f) The proposed project does not conflict with any adopted alternative transportation policies.  The management plan 

includes an integrated trail system and bike racks to encourage pedestrian and bike access to The Fiscalini Ranch. 
 
g) The proposed project site is not located in the vicinity of an airport, and is not located within the jurisdiction of the San 

Luis Obispo County Airport Land Use Plan. 
 

CONCLUSION 
 
The focus of the transportation analysis will be to evaluate the project specific and cumulative impacts of the proposed 
project.  The impacts of the development will be evaluated using existing traffic standards and impact thresholds established 
by the County of San Luis Obispo.  The EIR section will estimate the anticipated traffic levels that would result from the 
proposed land uses, and will distribute/assign project traffic (primarily based on existing traffic flows in the vicinity of the 
site, and on the origin/destinations of likely users).  In addition, the preliminary scope of work includes an evaluation of the 
existing plus project conditions, the existing plus approved plus pending projects (without the proposed project) for the year 
that project is scheduled to be complete, the existing plus pending plus approved plus project conditions, and the existing 
plus construction traffic conditions.  If significant impacts are identified, feasible mitigation measures that would offset the 
project-specific and cumulative impacts will be recommended.   
 
16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.  Would the project: 
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable 

Regional Water Quality Control Board? 
   X  
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b) Require or result in the construction or expansion of new water 
treatment, wastewater treatment, or storm drainage facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

  

X  

 

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

  
X  

 

d) 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 and addition to 
the provider’s existing commitment? 

  

 X 

 

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

   X  

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

   X  

 
EVALUATION 
 
a) There is an existing sewer line connecting to the Cambria Community Services District wastewater treatment plant.  

Wastewater disposal would be limited to restrooms proposed within the community park.  Based on the Annual 
Resource Summary Report for 2004 (County of San Luis Obispo, 2005), the Cambria Community Services District 
wastewater treatment plant has a capacity of one million gallons per day, and is at 69.9 percent capacity.  Based on the 
estimated usage of the proposed park restroom facilities, implementation of the proposed project would not exceed 
available capacity for sewage disposal, or result in a violation of the service district’s waste disposal permit. 

 
b) Refer to a) above. 
 
c) The project site would be served by the Cambria Community Services District.  Based on the Annual Resource 

Summary Report for 2004 (County of San Luis Obispo, 2005), a Level of Severity III is recommended for the CCSD’s 
water supply.  This indicates that the existing water demand equals or exceeds the dependable supply.  Early 2006, the 
CCSD received approval from the California Coastal Commission and County of San Luis Obispo to replace deficient 
water storage tanks in the community.  In addition, there is a one percent growth limit on new residential development, 
and the CCSD Board implemented a water shortage emergency in November 2001.  No water connections will be issued 
until a long-term stable water supply is determined.  Construction of trail improvements and restoration activities would 
likely require minimal amounts of water for occasional watering, dust control, and soil compaction.  It is likely water 
resources would be trucked to identified construction and restoration sites.  Continuous use of water resources would be 
necessary within the proposed community park, for use within the restrooms, community center, and possibly for turf 
(synthetic turf is also being evaluated for use on the athletic fields) and landscape irrigation.  The proposed water supply 
will be potable water from the services district until a reclaimed water system is in place.  At that time, the irrigation 
system would be switched to reclaimed water.  The irrigation system will be mainly limited to the turf areas.  The native 
plant areas will receive irrigation only long enough to get the plants established and growing.  Use of reclaimed water, in 
addition to drought-tolerant landscaping, use of drip-irrigation, and implementation of water conservation measures 
would minimize the proposed project’s effect on available water resources. 

 
d) Refer to a) above. 
 
e) Within the community of Cambria, the CCSD oversees solid waste disposal under a contract with Mission County 

Disposal.  Solid waste is transported to the Cold Canyon Landfill, near the City of Arroyo Grande in San Luis Obispo 
County, consistent with local, state, and federal regulations.  The management plan proposes to install and maintain trash 
receptacles on The Fiscalini Ranch/East.  Trash receptacles are currently in place at the south and north ends of The 
Fiscalini Ranch/West Bluff Trail.  The amount of solid waste generated by the proposed project is not anticipated to 
exceed, or significantly affect, the capacity of the landfill.   
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f) Refer to e) above. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The EIR shall identify the existing capacity of available utilities and public service systems.  The project’s effect on the 
capacity of such services shall be assessed, and impacts shall be identified.  The amount of water (acre-feet per year) 
necessary to implement the proposed project shall be determined based on the project description and consultation with the 
CCSD.  Additional infrastructure (pipes, watermains, etc.) shall be identified if necessary.  Potential impacts resulting from 
the use of water resources, including secondary impacts resulting from placement of new infrastructure, will be determined.  
Mitigation measures shall be identified to minimize the project’s potential demand on utilities and public services at both a 
project-specific and cumulative level.  In addition, mitigation measures to reduce water consumption and/or recharge water 
into the ground shall be identified. 
   
17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 
a)   Does the 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 plant or 
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a 
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

  

X 

  

 
Refer to Section 4 (Biological Resources) and Section 9 (Hydrology and Water Quality) for discussion. 
 
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 the past projects, 
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects) 

  

X 

  

 
Refer to Sections 4 (Biological Resources) and 9 (Hydrology and Water Quality) for discussion. 
 
c)   Does the project have environmental effects which will cause 

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 

   
X 

 

 
Implementation of the proposed project would not result in any substantial adverse effects on human beings. 
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NCSWAP Comments 
EIR for Fiscalini Ranch  (formerly East West Ranch) Management Plan and 
Community Park Master Plan 
 
6-20-06 
 
 
Pg. 1, item 6 - County Plan Designations: Has this zoning not been changed to 
only Open Space and Recreation? 
 
Pg. 2, item 8, Community Park Master Plan 
 
New tennis courts have been built at the high school so NCSWAP would like to 
see tennis courts eliminated from this plan. 
 
Pg. 7, AESTHETICS, d) NCSWAP supports no outdoor lighting. Is security 
lighting legally required? If security lighting is a legal requirement it should be 
absolutely the most minimal and be required to be turned off after any public use 
is completed for the day. When the management plan, the conservation 
easement and the preliminary park plan were all discussed lighting concerns 
were dismissed by saying there would be no lighting of sports fields and no 
nighttime use. The park’s neighbors will want to be reassured that there will be 
no night lighting to impact them. 
 
Pg. 14, HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY, d) the X should be the 
“potentially significant issue” box because the possible basketball courts, tennis 
courts, Community Center are all impervious surfaces that will cause runoff and 
should be called out as drainage issues 
EVALUATION, d), I think the above issues should also be mentioned here, h) 
Could possible leaks from cars in parking areas lead to runoff that could cause a 
problem with water quality? 
 
 Pg. 20, TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC, EVALUATION , d) Is a secondary 
access to East Fiscalini Ranch still not currently proposed? If CCSD/ Cambria 
Fire Department will require an emergency access at Piney Way, would the 
“seasonal wetland” area at the bottom of Piney Way be studied to determine if it 
is a designated wetland? 
 
Pg. 21, UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS, EVALUATION, e) There are 
currently trash receptacles at Huntington and Trenton entrances as well as both 
ends of the Bluff Trail.  
 
 
 
 
Pg 1 of 2 



General questions and comments 
 

1. Will all wetland areas on the Ranch be surveyed and mapped as 
designated wetlands as part of the EIR as the ones along the Bluff Trail 
were prior to the Bluff Trail improvements? North coast SWAP thinks this 
should be done. 

 
2. There is a possibility that there is at least one, maybe two special status                   

trifolium present on the ridge trail and a special status erigeron in the 
forest that were not previously catalogued on the Ranch. How should this 
be   addressed in the EIR?  I can connect you with the botanists who are 
studying them. Is this the time to get these plant species incorporated into 
the species lists for the Ranch? 

 
3. Would it be possible to include the possible effect of implementing the 

Cambria Forest Management Plan on the Fiscalini Ranch endangered 
Monterey Pine forest in the EIR? This forest is probably the most 
accessible forest in which to implement this plan that is not in private 
ownership and not developable. It would be the logical choice to go 
forward with the Cambria Forest Management Plan if the funding and the 
appropriate forester were found, and very important to the health of the 
forest. Since a healthy forest is less likely to be a fire hazard it would 
potentially require less in fire protection. 

 
4. Will springs, seepages and wetlands all be mapped and protected under 

this EIR? These are very important habitats for wildlife and plants on the 
Ranch and should be protected. 

 
5. Will runoff from the use of fertilizers, etc used on the playing fields turf be 

addressed in the EIR. It seems as though this might adversely affect 
Santa Rosa Creek.  

 
6. Will the cumulative effect of having the new CCSD pump station built in 

this area be considered in this EIR? 
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June 16, 2006 
 
 
Cambria community Service District 
P.O. Box 65 
Cambria, Ca 93428 
 
CO: Connie Davidson, 
 Firma Group 
 
Subject: EIR Scoping for the community Park 
Master EIR Topics 
 
Dear Ms. Davidson and the Firma Group: 
 
During the last (4) years, as a citizen, I worked on the conceptual plan for 
the Community Park proposed for the East Ranch of the Fiscalini Ranch. My 
comments will only be concerning the 17 acres of the East Ranch which is 
purposed for a community park. 

I believe the remainder of the Fiscalini’s Ranch Conservation 
Easement and Management Plan, which is supervised by the SWAP Group, 
is up to date and meeting the environment concerns.  
 We attended or conducted at least seven or eight  public meetings to 
receive imput as to the needs of the community and the environmental 
concerns the park might create.   
 The final concept park plan contains environmental compromises, 
but still meets the needs of the community. We agreed on no sport fencing, 
12 acres of open grass, no bleachers, the  use of portable backstops only, no 
sound devices.  In addition, the dog park must have a small fence (3’) and  
will be located near the upper part of the park by the parking lot. 
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The family park will contain a restroom, small playground and small 

picnic area. There will be  approximately  1 mile decomposed granite path 
surrounding the park.  Santa Rosa Creek along the east side of the park will 
be protected from erosion.  
  
 I will now comment on the master EIR topics as they pertain to the 17 
acres recommended for the community park on the East Ranch (Fiscalini) 
 

1. Aesthetic Resources: 
The 17 acre park area is not visible from  Main Street and Highway 
(1). The area was used for an  old rodeo arena and a variety of  
community events. 
 Currently this area  is 17 acres of plowed and flatten dirt with weeds. 

a. Impact: The area will become a 12 acre area of grass with a 
decomposed granite trail around it. Aesthetically,  it will create 
a nice view shed. 

 
2. Agriculture Resource: 

The area is not prime agriculture land.  The adobe clay soil is of poor 
quality to provide grass for cattle. 
 

3. Air Quality: 
The afternoon wind blows through the park from West to East. 

a. Impact: Transportation to the  soccer and baseball games will 
create  emissions from approximately  80 cars which will be 
entering and leaving  the park during a 6 hour period. 

b. Mitigation: Games could be staggered to spread out the impact 
of the cars.  

c.  Parents should be advised to park outside the area and enter 
over the bridge. 

 
4. Biological Resource: 

I have walked the area many times and have not found any significant 
flora and fauna. 
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      5. Cultural Resource: 

In the past,  the ranch hands and community used to have      
community events at this rodeo grounds location. (East Ranch)  The 
Ranch hands would travel across the ranch from the west side to the 
east side to go to town or events. The restoration of this site for 
community events will continue the tradition. 
 

5. Drainage and Erosion: 
I have walked and photographed the 17-acre site. The soil has been 
disc and leveled many times.  Flooding on the site does not occur 
from the run off of “Piney Street.” There is a good drainage system  
which runs along  the eucalyptus trees on the east side. The  purposed 
17 acres does not flood,  but some erosion does take place during 
heavy rains. 
a. Impact:  
   The proposed 12 acres of grass and decomposed trail along the 
riverbank will help mitigate the erosion.    
 

6. Hazards and Hazardous Materials: There are currently no hazardous 
materials on the site. 

a. Impact: 
  The area will be maintained by professional certified staff. 
The Santa Rosa Creek area will be protected and no run off or 
erosion will occur. 
  

7. Noise: We have conducted our own noise impact test. We placed a 
radio in the center of the proposed playfield. We  then stationed 
ourselves at various points  of the park and determined that the sound 
was not a problem. 

8.   
There is existing road noise from Main Street and Highway (1). Also, 
the  elementary school children could be heard at recesses and lunch 
period.  Although this noise was loud, the wind eliminated the 
majority of the noise. 
A, Impact: The park will only be open from sunrise to sunset. 
     Groups of children will start using the park from 3-7 pm on 
Mondays to Fridays. Children soccer games will take place on 
Saturday (approx: 4) and adults will play on Sunday. 
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Mitigation: 
Trees and shrubs can provide a sound barrier on the hills below the 
houses. This will also aesthetically improve the area. 
There are only six houses that are 1/2 mile to 1 mile from the 
proposed soccer field. If the game schedule is properly managed, two 
games can take place in the morning and two games can be scheduled 
in the afternoon. 
 

          No sound devices will be permitted. 
 An independent sound study could be done and a decibel level 
could be set for the park.  I believe this would be expensive and a 
waste of taxpayers money.  Adults should be able to tolerate happy 
noise from community events, as this is part of our quality of life. 
 

9. Population and Housing: 
A. Population: The National Park & Recreation Society has 
established 1 acre of active recreation space for every 1,000 residents. 
Cambria has 6,400 residents and has only 1-2 acres of active 
recreation area. 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department has adopted these 
standards and they are part of the County General Plan. 

A. Impact: The location of the 17 acres of Community Park was 
approved as part of the SLO County Plan.  

It will provide a buffer between commercial development and 
residential development. 

B. Housing: There is six houses that are 1/2 mile to 1 mile from 
the proposed sports play area.  

       10. Service & Utilities: 
There are currently PGE and sewer lines on the site.  

A. Impact: The electrical use will be only 3’ tall safety 
lights for the trail and the electricity for the restroom.  
This will be of no greater impact than the electricity 
currently being used.  

B. The sewer will be increased and the lines are already in 
place. 

Mitigation: Use solar lights and a decomposing restroom 
system. 
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    10.Transportation and Circulation: 
 Transportation: A group of 60-80 cars will impact the park during the 
morning and afternoon soccer games. A parking lot is planned for the east 
side of the park next to the eucalyptus trees with a parking area for 90-100 
cars.  The parking lot should be constructed with decomposed granite and 
slanted toward the adjacent drainage ditch.  The area should have a looped 
exit and entrance area with a bus stop for the trolley and city/school transit. 
 
Circulation: 

A.) Burton Drive/Rodeo Grounds Rd.  
A turning lane should be added to Burton on the west side entering the 
Rodeo Grounds Road. Rodeo grounds Road should be increased to 3 
lanes if possible. 
B.) Piney Way Street: Use as a entrance and exit road to the West 

And connected to the parking lot loop. 
C.) Skye & Wilton Roads: Develop the old path (road) on the west side 

of the hill to Skye or Wilton Roads  
D.) Bridge to Main Street: Fire Department should provide a “Quad” 

with emergency supplies to cross the bridge for emergencies. 
 

A. Impact: 
 60-80 cars in the morning and afternoon. 
  
B. Mitigation: 
 l.The Rodeo Grounds Road can be managed to have two incoming 
lanes and one out going or reversed as need be.  If the soccer 
games were managed to two in the morning and two in the 
afternoon, with a 1-hour period between games, it would help 
mitigate the impact.   The parents would be advised to arrive at 
staggered times to eliminate the congestion.  

     2.  Spectators should park outside the area and walk in or use the        
           Trolley.  A special community trolley service for the soccer game 
and parents on Saturdays and Sundays will be provided. 
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11.Water: 
 A. Current conditions: Two wells currently exist.  One 
well is for the house and rodeo grounds and the other well 
is for the pasture. 
B.Impact: 12 acres of grass, restroom, drinking fountain, 
shrubs: 

 
C. Mitigation:  
1. Use a 10,000-gallon water tank (green) to catch the run 

off from Piney Street and Lodge Hill. 
2. Use a 10,000 gallon water tank to catch the run off from 

Syke and Wilton Roads. 
3. Use the Mid State Water Drainage pond to store water 

for the park and create a nice wetland. 
4. Two water wells are currently on the property. 
5. The property has “Riparian Rights to Santa Rosa Creek. 

The water taken from our current city wells is located 
upstream from the park and will drain into the ocean. A 
pumping system with restrictions and a storage system 
could be developed.  

6. The State of California is recommending artificial turf          
for new parks. This is an alternative to be explored. 

 
12. Alternatives:  

1. School contract: CCSD could sign a Joint Powers 
Agreement with the Cambria School District. The 
agreement would let supervised after school 
recreation and weekend recreation activities at the 
Middle School and the new Grammar School take 
place.   The agreement would state that the school 
district and CCSD provide recreation facilities for 
youth and adult sports to meet the community 
needs.  
The agreement would join the two districts to 
provide a recreation facility and programs.  
 The two districts should establish an assessment to 
provide the above.  
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2. CCSD should expand and purchase the private 

land east of the current dog park, which is linked 
to the back of the athletic fields at the high school. 
A bridge should be constructed over the Santa 
Rosa Creek. The current special water well at the 
high school athletic fields would be jointly used 
for the new grass areas. The school district and the 
community could both use the expanded areas and 
equally support the maintenance. 

 
13. Cumulative Impacts: 

Impacts: Traffic on Burton on Saturdays will increase 
from more visitors and park users. 
Mitigation: 

1. Have the Motels promote the trolley for 
transportation. 

2. Provide a community bus for parents and 
children using the park for soccer games. 

3. Promote parking outside the park and walking in 
to the area. 

4, The elimination of the elementary school as an               
active school and the elimination of the trailer park 
will provide a positive impact on the park. 
5. New housing adjacent to the park will provide a   
place for the children to play. 
6. The park will create a buffer zone between east 

and west residential areas.  
 

14.  Growth Inducing Impacts: 
The park will not provide any growth inducing impacts. 
 

15.  Irreversible Significant Effects: 
There will be no irreversible significant Impacts. 
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16. Consistency with Plans and Policies: 
The Community Park is part of the SLO County Park 
Plan and the Cambria Community Development Plan. 
It was first approved by government agencies in 1999. 
 
 

Culturally and historically the site has been used for        
community events. Several community trails led to the 
site. 

 
I have to the best of my ability responded to the master EIR topics with the 
experience and background I possess. 

1. 17 years as City Manager and Executive Officer for the State of 
California 

2. 17 years as a Director of Parks and Recreation 
3. Certified as a Recreation & Park Administrator 
4.  5 years resident of Cambria 

 
Thank you for letting me participate: 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Dr. Robert H. Kelley, Owner & President 
Kelley & Associates 
2496 Langton St. 
Cambria, Ca 93428 
Kelley@inreach.com 
 
cc.Tammy Rudock 
Michael Thompson 
Firma 
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APPENDIX B 
 

• Traffic and Circulation Study 
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APPENDIX C 
 

• Noise Background Information 
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INSTRUMENTATION AND TERMINOLOGY FOR 
NOISE INVESTIGATIONS 

 
 
INSTRUMENTATION 
 
The subject noise investigation has been conducted using a Bruel and Kjaer (B & K) Model 2230 
precision integrating sound level meter calibrated externally at the beginning and end of each 
period of measurement using a B & K Model 4230 acoustic calibrator.  In combination, these 
instruments yield sound level measurements accurate to within 0.1 decibel (dB).  The Model 
2230 fulfills standards of relevant sections of IEC (International Electrotechnical Commission) 
651 and ANSI (American National Standard) S1.4.1971 for Type 1 (precision) integrating sound 
level meters. 
 
The microprocessor of the Model 2230 computes and stores/displays the following 
measurements: 
 
The sound pressure level (SPL) is updated once each second on the digital display at a resolution 
of 0.1 dB, and 64 times per second on the analog display at a resolution of 2 dB.  The mechanism 
of averaging levels during the display interval may be “fast” or “slow.”  The setting is normally 
“fast,” as this is required for Leq and SEL discussed below.   
 
The sound equivalent level (Leq) is the average sound pressure level for the period of 
measurement based on equal energy.  The meter internally computes a new Leq from the SPL 
(RMS) and updates the digital display once each second.  The measurement period is limited 
only by battery life, which is approximately 8 hours.  This parameter is used primarily to 
describe environmental noise. 
 
The sound exposure level (SEL) is the constant level which if maintained for one second would 
have the same acoustic energy as the total noise for the period of measurement.  This parameter 
is used primarily in determining the noise exposure in unusually noisy working environments or 
for measuring specific events such as an individual aircraft flyover or a train passage. 
 
The maximum (Max.) and minimum (Min.) sound pressure levels during the period of 
measurement are updated once each second from the RMS average sound pressure level.  For 
periods of measurement in the range of 1 to 10 minutes, these values are reasonable 
approximations of the sound pressure level exceeded 1% of the time and 99% of the time, 
respectively. 
 
All of the above can be measured using frequency weightings of the “A” or “C” scales in 
accordance with IEC 651, or a “linear” (20 Hz to 20 kHz) or “all pass” (10 Hz to 50 kHz) filter 
settings.  The “A” scale is weighted to most closely approximate the response of an average 
human ear, and is the setting most used in conducting measurements of environmental noise. 
 



 

 

TERMINOLOGY 
 
Noise, as used herein, is defined as unwanted sound.  However, because the instruments that 
detect the small changes in atmospheric pressure that are perceived as sound cannot distinguish 
between that which is wanted (e.g., birds singing, waves on a beach, etc.) and that which is not 
(e.g., traffic noise), measurements of “noise” are more accurately described as measurements of 
sound pressure. 
 
Changes in sound pressure normally experienced in the human environment extend across a very 
large range.  The sound pressures in an average room are in the range 1,000 times the sound 
pressure at the threshold of hearing, and the sound pressure of a large truck is about 100,000 
times that threshold.  Because of this large range, it is convenient to describe sound in terms of 
its energy level with respect to that of the threshold of hearing.  This method of description is 
called the decibel scale (dB).  In mathematical terms, the sound pressure level, SPL = 10 Log 
(p/po)2 dB, where po is the sound pressure at the threshold of hearing (20 microPascals).  In 
practical terms, it is adequate to note that the decibel scale is logarithmic (like the Richter scale 
for earthquakes), that it conveniently compresses the numbers involved from a range of 20-
200,000,000 to a range of 0-130, and that it is oriented to human response in that an increase of 
about 10 dB is normally perceived as a doubling of the sound level.  
 
In recent years, various methods and “scales” have been devised to describe noise in the human 
environment.  These methods have had two basic objectives:  1) to represent a physical condition 
that is constantly changing over a wide range of values by a single numerical descriptor;  and 2), 
to adjust that  descriptor in a way that most reasonably reflects the degree of annoyance of the 
varying noise levels.   
 
1.  Statistical Descriptors 
 
Statistical descriptors most often used to describe variations in noise level include: 
 

L90 The level exceeded 90% of the time during a specified period, usually 1 hour, 24 
hours, or during the day or the night.  In some instances, this value may be 
considered the background level. 

 
L50 The level exceeded 50% of the time during a specified period as noted above.  

This value has sometimes been considered the average or median noise level. 
 
L10 The level exceeded 10% of the time during a specified period as noted above.  For 

traffic noise, this value has been considered the peak period level. 
  
L1 The level exceeded 1% of the time during a specified period as noted above.  This 

value may be considered the peak noise level. 
 
The most significant drawback to the use of these descriptors, particularly L50 as representing an 
average, is that they do not take into account the logarithmic nature of the decibel scale and the 
relatively higher energy content of higher decibel levels.  That is, the average energy content of 



 

 

50 dB and 60 dB for equal periods of time is not 55 dB, but rather 57.4 dB (i.e., the log of the 
average of the antilogs). 
 
A parameter that more accurately describes average noise is the Equivalent Continuous Sound 
Level (Leq), which is the continuous sound level having the same energy content as the varying 
level for the period of measurement.  Prior to the availability of microprocessors at reasonable 
cost, the hand-computation of Leq from a series of individual measurements was a tedious task.  
However, meters are now available that internally compute Leq, continuously as with the Model 
2230 discussed above, or for a specified period usually one minute.  Because of this technical 
advance, measurements of Leq for various periods of time have become the basic parameter in 
evaluating environmental noise. 
 
2.  Weighted Noise Levels 
 
Because the same level of noise is more annoying to people if it occurs at night, scales have been 
devised that weight nighttime noise at a higher level than daytime noise.  The scales most 
commonly in use are: 
 

CNEL Community Noise Equivalent Level weights evening noise (7 p.m. to 10 p.m.) 
by a factor of 5, and nighttime levels (10 p.m. to 7 a.m.) by a factor of 10.  
Mathematically, evening levels are increased by 5 dB, and nighttime levels 
are increased by 10 dB in computing a 24-hour geometric average. 

 
dBA A-weighted Noise Level is the sound level obtained by using the A-weighting 

filter of a sound level meter, expressed in decibels.  A-weighting de-
emphasizes the very low and very high frequencies of sound in a manner 
similar to the human ear. 

 
Ldn Day-Night Equivalent Level is similar to CNEL but it does not include a 

weighting factor for evening noise levels. 
 
Of the above, CNEL came into use first, and it is the standard in regulating noise levels in the 
vicinity of airports.  Ldn is a simplification of CNEL, and is more commonly used in regulating 
land use where traffic noise is a potential problem.  These levels apply for a minimum period of 
24 hours, but may be applied for periods as long as one year.  The difference may be significant 
where noise levels are near regulatory limits, and where there are seasonal or weekly variations 
in a noise source of concern. 
 
3.  Practical Applications 
 
From a practical standpoint, the Ldn noise level is essentially equivalent to the peak-hour noise 
level for most situations involving noise from vehicular traffic, and the peak-hour Leq can be 
used as the Ldn level, avoiding the costs of 24 hours of measurement. 
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