CITY OF

PLANNING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT

TO: Planning Commission
FROM: Brian FFoote, AICP, Associate Planner
DATE: August 2, 2012

SUBJECT: Campus Park - Planning & Zoning Permit No. 10-500-13 (Special Use Permit),

Located Between Second and I'ifth Streets, Between I and K Streets.

1} Recommendation: That the Planning Commission adopt a resolution adopting Mitigated
Negative Declaration No. 11-01 and approving Planning & Zoning Permit No. 10-500-13 for a
special use permit, subject to certain findings and conditions.

2)

Project Descriptiont and Applicant: A request for approval of a special use permit to
redevelop a 30-acre property currently utilized for the Oxnard PAL Youth Resource Center and
park into a multi-purpose community park named Campus Park, to include:
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Four soccer fields (two soccer fields also serve as baseball outfields);

Two baseball diamonds with spectator seating, dugouts, and bullpens;

Synthetic track and football/soccer field with low seating for spectators, four 25-foot high
light poles and five 40-foot high light poles;

Skate park with four 30-foot high light poles;

Tot lot playground and children’s playground;

Two basketball courts;

Dog park with fence enclosure and turf landscaping;

New covered courtyard totaling 15,000 square-feet, attached to the existing gymnasium;
Four pre-fabricated structures for restroom facilities and concessions stands;

One pre-fabricated storage building and secured arca for park maintenance activities;
Four new parking lots with a total of 427 spaces, bicycle parking facilities throughout the
park, and new bus stop/turnout adjacent to Fifth Street;

Incorporation and continued use of the existing 39,652 square-fool gymnasium as the
Oxnard PAL Youth Resource Center with new roof trusses and asphalt shingles;
Incorporation and continued use of the existing two-story classroom building for Oxnard
PAL programming.
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3) Existing & Surrounding Land Uses: The subject property is 30 acres in size, formerly the
campus of Oxnard High School, and cuirently utilized as the PAL Youth Resource Center and
park with sports fields open to the public. Existing uses also include an informal dog park
located at the corner of Fifth and K Streets, and a pool located adjacent to the gymnasium (not in
use since 2001). The project site is surrounded on all sides by public streets and urban
development, with residential neighborhoods to the north, east, and south. To the west are
various commercial and public land uscs, including Oxnard Fire Station No. 1, meeting halls,
administrative offices, and a National Guard facility.

Oxnard PAL Youth Center, spotts fields )

Project Site | R-2 Park (PK)
North R-1 RL Single-Family residential neighborhood
South R-4-PD, RH, -Single-Family residential neighborhood,
CO CO Church
East R-2 & R-1 RL Single-Family residential neighborhood
West R-2 & R-3, | Airport Compatible | Fire Station #1, National Guard,
Fire Station | (AC), Open Space | Oxnard Union High School offices,
Buffer (OSB) Masonic Lodge & Church

4) Background Information: The project sitc was previously the campus of Oxnard High
School. As the site was deemed unsafe due to its location under the approach path of the Oxnard
Airport, Oxnard High School relocated to Gonzales Road in 1995. The City purchased the
former high school site in 2001 and demolished most of the buildings in 2008 with the
exceptions of the gymnasium and a elassroom building that are utilized as a youth and athletic
center for the City of Oxnard’s Police Activities League (PAL). The various PAL programs and
activities operate cvery day of the week, with varying hours (sce Attachment C for complete list).
The sports fields and open space are freely accessible to the general public on a daily basis.

5) Environmental Determination: The proposcd devclopment is subject to review in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). An initial study was
prepared to analyze potentially significant adverse environmental effects of the proposed project.
Eight areas of concern were identified as potentially being affected, and mitigation measures
have been included to reduce or avoid the potential impacts. Accordingly, a mitigated negative
declaration (MND) has been prepared for the project. The following sections in the MND include
mitigation measures: aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, hazards, land
use and planning, noise, and traffic. The short-term impacts (i.e. construction activitics) that are
less than significant after mitigation are: air quality, biological resources, and cultural resources.
The long-term (i.e. operational) impacts that are less than significant alter mitigation are traffic,
noise, hazards, land use and planning. The proposed resolution to approve the SUP (Attachment
I.) incorporates all mitigation measures as conditions of approval.
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6)

On September 7, 2011, the applicant agreed to mitigation measures recommended by staff to
address the identified adverse effects of the project. The draft document consisting of the initial
study and recommended mitigation measures {MND No. 11-01) were made available for the
requisite public review and comment period, from September 13, 2011, through October 12,
2011 (State Clearinghouse No. 2011091040).

Comments on the draft environmental document were submitted by: Ventura County Air
Pollution Control District, Ventura County Public Works Agency, Ventura County Depariment
of Airports, California Department of Transportation, California Division of Aeronautics,
California Department of Fish & Game, and one resident. These comment letters are included
with the environmental document. None of the comments require responses or changes to the
MND. With the incorporation of the recommended mitigation measures, no significant adverse
effects are expected to result from the proposed development, and stafl recommends that
Planning Commission adopt MND No, 11-01 (see Attachment D).

The Ventura County Department of Airports recommended one additional mitigation measure,
which staff has added as a condition of approval, for aviation waming lights consistent with FAA
guidelines to be placed on the high-intensity light poles, as well as a formal review by the
County’s Airport Land Use Commission. The Department of Fish & Game comment regarding
biological resources addressed the potential for the presence of native nesting birds to occur on
the project site; additional mitigation is now included, and specifies that pre-construction nest
surveys will be conducted if construction occurs between February 1 and September 1.

Revision to MND No. 11-0]

The current site plan has been modified slightly from the original site plan that had been
evaluated by MND No. 11-01 by the addition of a 1.5-acre dog park at the southeast corner of the
project site, and revised locations for the football/soccer field, skate park, tot lot, basketball
courts, and restrooms/concession buildings. The revised site plan will not generate any new or
more severe environmental effects than those identified in MND No. 11-01. The current proposal
does not have any potentially significant environmental eflects that meet the criteria in State
CEQA Guidelines §15073.5 that would require preparation of an EIR or recirculation of the
MND., Therefore, MND No. 11-01 with the revisions indicated in Attachment F, may be adopted
pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines §15074, and all mitigation measures identified in MND No.
11-01 have been included as conditions of project approval.

Analysis:
a) General Discussion: The proposed project is being funded by the City’s ‘“Measure O’

initiative, and construction costs could be up to approximately $20 million. The various park
facilities and approximate size of each amenity are summarized in the following table.
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Synthetic Track & Field

Baseball Diamonds/Tields

Dog Patk

Skate Park

Tot Lot

Basketball Courts

Gymnasium (existing)

Classroom Building (existing)
Promenade Walkway

Restrooms & Concession Buildings
Maintenance Building & Yard

Parking Lots

Walkways, Landscape, All Other Areas .
TOTAIL SITE AREA: 30.0

S e b R e [ R L —

Other agencies that have reviewed the proposed project are the Ventura County Airport Land
Use Commission, the California Division of Aeronautics, the Iederal Aviation
Administration’s Airports Division, and the Federal Aviation Administration’s Obstruction
Evaluation Division. The County Airports Department, California Division of Aeronautics,
and FAA Airports Division have submitted letters expressing concerns about the proposed
land use (i.e., recommendations only). The FAA’s Obstruction Evaluation Division must
complete aeronautical studies in order make determinations that the proposed structure
heights do not present any encroachments into navigable airspace or otherwise jeopardize
safe airport operations. The status of the reviews by other agencies will be discussed in
further detail at the end of this staff report.

General Plan Consistency: The 2030 Gengral Plan land use designation for the subject
site is Park (PK), and the proposed project will be consistent. With the recommended actions,
the proposed project will be consistent with numerous policies contained in the General Plan
(see Attachment E — General Plan Consistency Table).

The City currently is deficient in community park space. The General Plan defines a
‘Community Park’ as a minimum of 20 acres in size, with a goal of 1.5 acres per 1,000
residents. Based on the current population estimate of 200,000 persons, the General Plan’s
goal is 300 acres of community parks. The community parks currently available total
approximately 175.5 acres, as shown in the following table. If the proposed project is
approved, the total acreage would then excced 205 acres.
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College Park 2000 3 basketball co;ﬂs, VO eyb cou}:ts,

1 playground, 1 dog park.
Del Sol Park 1950 2 soccer fields, T playground, 13.5
Concessions building
Colonia Park 1981 2 baseball fields &1 lighted baseball field, 10

3 basketball courts, Recreation building,
Concessions building, Swimming, Gym.

Oxnard Beach 1989 I playground, 4 volleyball courts 62
Park

Community 1967 2 lighted baseball diamonds, 1 basketball 15
Center ’ court, 8 lighted tennis courts, jogging path, 2 ’

playgrounds, Recreation building,
Concessions building.

Total Area of Community Parks: | 175.5

¢) Conformance with Zoning Development Standards: The proposed project is
located in the Multiple-Family (R-2) residential zone district, and City Code §106-42(E)
requires a special use permit for public parks and playgrounds. The proposed project will be
consistent with the applicable development standards as shown in the following table.

Max. building height | 2 stories or 25 feet. Gym (E): 39°0” Yes (Legal
§16-137 Nonconforming)
Courtyard: 3270” Yes, with
conditions
Classroomns (E): 20°0” | Yes
Restrooms: 11747 Yes
Rest./Storage: 11°4” Yes
Concession: 11°4” Yes
Maintenance: 1217 Yes
Front yard setback 10 feet from property line; Gym (E): 2507 Yes
§16-139. Classrooms (E): 42°6” | Yes
Side yard setback 5 feet min. n/a
§16-46(A)
Accessory buildings | Must be at least 6 feet from Minimum 6’0" from Yes
§16-49 main building. Only | story main buildings;
high. not exceeding 1 story.
Off-Street Parking
(§16-622(F)) Per Parking Study
Minimum: 371 | 427 Yes
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Handicap

Motorcycle
(§16-624)

Bicycle
(§16-623,16-637)

Per Calif. Bldg Code, Title 24,
Minimum: 9

3 per 100 req’d vehicle spaces;

after 100, 1 per 40 spaces.
Minimum: 9

1 per 33 req’d vehicle spaces.
Minimum: 12

28

20

5 racks

Yes

Yes

Yes, w/ conditions

Parking spaces:
e Standard (§16-638)
@ Driveway (16-636)

e PWx19°L
e Min. 40” deep driveway

1771019 L, 9 W
Min. 40 deep drives

Yes
Yes

o Trip Reduction
Measures (§16-631)

Where applicable, provide
transit stop improvements.

New transit stop & bus
pullout on Fifth Street

Yes

Parking lot landscape
(§16-641)
o Along streets
e Parking area
o Landscape fingers
e Trees

o Minimum 10’ wide strip
Minimum 5% of area

o O°W x 20°L, every 10 spaces
e Minimum 40° on-center

- 10 ft. min.

- 5% min.

-1 per 10 spaces min.
- 1 per 40° O.C. min.

Yes
Yes, w/ conditions
Yes
Yes

Lighting (§16-320)

e Light pole height:
26’0 maximum

e Light Intensity:
Minimum 1 foot-candle &
maximum 7 toot-candles.

~ Sports light poles:
heights vary (25°07,
30°07, and 40°07).
- Other light poles:
1370” up to 21°6”.

- Sports lights:
intensity varies.

- Other lights: intensity
1 to 7 foot-candles.

No - Requires
SUP approval and -
conditions.
Yes

Yes

Yes

d) Site Design: The proposed site plan efficiently uses the space by incorporating as many
amenilics as feasible given the shape and size of the property. The soccer fields are to be
located in the northeast quadrant of the sitc where the existing spotts fields are located. The
baseball diamonds are located adjacent to the soccer fields so that they may be “shared-use”
facilities, with the baseball outfields overlapping two soccer fields. The skatc park is located
adjacent to the existing classroom building and gymnasium so that the 30° high light poles
will be partially screened. The existing 6°0” high chain link fence around the classroom
building will be removed. The maintenance/storage area is located in the northwest comer of
the site so that the existing Oxnard School District structures provide screening.
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The site generally drains to the southwest direction, and the proposed on-site drainage
systems and utilities will connect to existing infrastructure surrounding the project site. The
civil engineering plans propose grass swale filters to comply with regulations for storm water
quality treatment. The swale design will incorporate perforated storm drains beneath the flow
line, to connect to calch basins, and thercby eliminate standing water, Elimination of excess
water and preventing accumulation of standing water is important because the site should not
be an attractant to wildlife that may present a hazard to low-flying aircraft (i.e. the site should
not offer sources of food, cover, or water for wildlife, particularly large birds).

Circulation and Parking: A total of four parking lots are proposcd from Fifth Street,
Second Street, H Street and K Street; one parking lot from each streel. The parking lots are
also designed to help distribute traffic and avoid congestion on any one street, A total of 427
parking spaces are proposed, including 28 handicap-accessible spaces.

The H Sireet (east) parking lot extends into the interior of the park to allow easy aceess to the
central arcas. Threc of the lots (east, west, and south lots) include a designated passenger
drop-off area or roundabout to facilitate ingress/egress without impeding on-site circulation,
Numerous bike racks are proposed throughout the park; a minimum of 12 racks will be
required per Code requirements. Pedestrian accessibility will be encouraged by walking paths
throughout the site, including the 20 wide promenade extending north/south through the
middle portion of the park. The promenade will also serve as a paved driving surface for
Police and Fire vehicles during emergencies and regular patrols.

Building Design: The proposed structures include four pre-fabricated buildings to provide
concessions and restroom facilitics and one pre-fabricated maintenance building. The
restrooms and concessions buildings will include finishes that match the existing
gymnasium, such as red brick wainscot, smooth stucco, and asphalt shingle roofing. The
maintenance building (for Parks staff use only) will be split-face concrete block, with roofing
asphalt shingle, and will be substantially screened behind the existing School District
structures located at the northwest corner of the site,

The existing gymnasium and classroom building are to remain in place without any
cxpansion. The proposed courtyard roof (to be attached to the easterly half of the gym) will
be a translucent panel roof system; a condition of approval limits the maximum height to 25
feet in accordance with the R-2 standards. The FAA has reviewed the proposed addition and
completed an aeronautical study, and is not opposed so long as the total height of the new
courtyard does not exceed 32 feet (see Attachment F).

Landscaping and Open Space: The requirements of City Code §16-641 will be met.
A minimum 10°0” wide planter will be provided parallel to public streets, a minimum of five
percent landseaping will be provided within parking lots, and landscaped finger planters will
be provided for every 10 parking spaccs. Three-foot high berms or continuous shrub hedge
are provided at the perimeter of parking areas adjacent to streets. The landscape palette has
been selected to avoid wildlife atiractants, such as large fruit- or seed-bearing plants.
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8)

h) Lighting: Photometric reports modeling the lighting intensity were prepared for the project.
Illumination intensity will vary between 1 and 7 foot-candles throughout the site, in
accordance with City Code §16-320. All parking lots will not exceed 5 foot-candles at any
point, and walkways will not exceed 3 — 4 foot-candles. Light standards will not exceed the
26°0” maximum permitied by City Code §16-320, with parking lot lights proposed to be
between 13°0” and 21°6” high. The site electrical plan is included in Attachment B.

The high-intensity sports lights are designed for sports activities, and will have a significantly
higher light output on the synthetic football/soccer field and the skatc park. The
football/soccer ficld with spectator seating has a total of eight high-intensity light poles; four
poles are proposed at 25°0” high (along the north side of the field, lights directed south) and
four poles are proposed at 40°0” high (along the south side of the field, lights directed noxth).
Light intensity will vary between 21 — 63 foot-candles across the surface of the field. The
skate park has a total of four high-intensity light poles, proposed at 30°0” high, and with
intensity varying between 17 - 46 foot-candles across the surface of the concrete. All high-
intensity luminaire assemblies will include a shield attachment that will direct light down and
only onto the park surfaces, and reduces light spillover by at least 50%. The luminaire shiclds
will prevent significant spillover into adjacent properties, right-of-way, or sky.

Community Workshop: On March 8, 2011, the applicant mailed notices of the Community
Workshop meeting to all property owners within the Wilson, Fremont South, Hobson Park Hast
and Hobson Park West neighborhoods. A sign was posted on the project site ten days prior to
the meeting. On March 21, 2011, a total of nine residents attended the meeting specifically for
the park project. The applicant and architect responded to concerns expressed about park
amenities and uses, traffic, parking, noise, lighting and glare, and hours of operation.

Review by the Federal Aviation Administration: The proposed project and structures
were reviewed by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) in compliance with City Code
§16-293. Two divisions within the FAA reviewed the project: the Obstruction Evaluation
Division, and the Airports Division.

The Obstruction Evaluation Division completed aeronautical studies for each of the proposed
structures (e.g., light polcs, concession and restroom structures, baseball backstops and fencing,
courtyard addition to the gymnasium, ete.) for compliance with FAA Part 77 regulations that
pertain to the flight surfaces and the unobstructed use of navigable airspace. Appendix III in
MND No. 11-01 contains the FAA’s determination letters (i.e. letters available as of September
2011). The proposed structures have been determined not to be hazardous to navigable airspace.
The FAA has recommended that the height of the proposed covered courtyard (to be attached to
the existing gym) not exceed 32 feet above ground level, and a condition of approval for the SUP
requires compliance with FAA regulations. After the applicant submits construction drawings for
buildings permits, the proposed structures will be submitied to the FAA for final verification and
clearance (prior to issuance of building permits). The FAA has also recommended that all high-
intensity light poles be marked with red lights, and will require the gym to have the proper red
lights installed on the roof.
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The FAA’s Airports Division has also reviewed the proposed project, and has issued a letter of
non-concurrence (sec Attachment H) citing the project’s inconsistency with the FAA’s dirport
Design Guide. Specifically, the project does not meet the FAA’s design guidelines for Runway
Protection Zones and Object Frec Areas. The FAA’s guidelines recommend clearing the Runway
Protection Zone of incompatible objects and activities, in order to enhance the protection of
people and property on the ground, The guidelines recommend that the Central Portion of the
RPZ, which is centered on the runway centerline (i.e., an imaginary linc extending from the end
of the runway, in this case parallel to Third Street and extending easterly through the project
site), to be clear of all obstructions such as structures, light poles, backstops, fences, wildlife
attractants, etc. The FAA guidelines recommend against places of pnblic assembly such as
churches, schools, office buildings, and other uses with groups of pecople.

Review by the California Division of Aeronautics: The Division of Acronautics
comments on airport-related noise, safety, and land use compatibility issnes. The Division
reviewed MND No. 11-01, and submitted a comment letter (see Attachment D) that
recommended “avoiding and [imiting nonresidential land uses except when the nse attracts few
people within safety zones 1 and 2” per the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook.
Attachment K (Analysis of Land Use Intensity) to this staff report provides additional analysis in
terms of the density guidelines contained in the Airport Land Use Planning Handbook.

10)Review by the Ventura County Airport Land Use Commission: The proposed project

was reviewed by the Oxnard Airport Anthority and Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) in
accordance with City Code §16-296. The Oxnard Airport Authority reviewed the proposed
project on March 10, 2011, and recommended that the proposed project be forwarded to the
ALUC for review and a determination of consistency with the County’s Airport Comprehensive
Land Use Plan. In a letter dated March 21, 2011, the Director of Airports provided additional
comments (see Attachment I). The ALUC reviewed the proposed project on July 13, 2012, and
determined that the project was inconsistent with the Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

While the project's proposed structures may not pose a hazard for air navigation as defined by the
FAA, the County deemed the project inconsistent with the dirport Comprehensive Land Use
Plan due to the proposed land uses with group rccreation activities. The Airport Land Use
Comimission stafl report (see Attachment J) provides further information. While passive parks
are conditionally acceptable in the Outer Safety Zone, the proposed project is not a passive park
(i.e., non-gronp recreation). The proposed park is designed for a variety of activities that, if they
all were in simultancous use, could attract np to 1,300 persons (see Attachment K for a
quantitative analysis of land use intensity). The existing gymnasinm was also deemed to be
inconsistent with the Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan in each of the three zones in which
it is located: Runway Protection Zone, Onter Safety Zone, and Traffic Pattern Zone. MNI) No.
11-01 (Attachment D) includes two technical reports, the Aircrafi Hazard & Land Use Risk
Assessment and the Noise Impact Analysis, that provide data to describe the project’s potential
effects in terms of aircraft overflight and noise, encroachment into navigable airspace (FAA
regulations), and potential future risk to public health and safcty.
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11)City Council Review: The local approving agency may, after a public heating, propose to
overrule the ALUC by a four-fifths vote with specific findings. At least 45 days prior to the
decision to overrule the ALUC, the local agency must provide to the ALUC, Cal Trans and
Division of Aeronautics a copy of the proposed decision and findings. The Division of
Aeronautics reviews and comments on the specific findings a local agency intends to use when
proposing to overrule an ALUC. The comments by the ALUC and the Division of Aeronautics
are advisory to the local agency, and the local agency shall include the comments in the record of
any final decision to overrule the ALUC.

12)Development Advisory Committee: The Development Advisory Commitiee reviewed the
proposed project on January 26, 2011, and the committee’s recommendations were incorporated
into the revised plans or included in the conditions of approval. The DAC members reviewed the
revised plans in June 2012, and the DAC’s conditions of approval are included in the attached
resolution (Attachment L.).

13)Appeal Procedure: In accordance with Section 16-545 of the City Code, the Planning
Commission’s action may be appealed to the City Council within 18 days after the decision date.
Appeal forms may be obtained from the City Clerk and must be submitted with the appropriate
fees before the end of the appeal period.

Attachments:

Maps (Vicinity, General Pian, Zoning)
Reduced Project Plans BF
PAL Activities List
Initial Study for MND No. 11-01, with comment letters Approved by: ?Zﬂ\
General Plan Consistency Table SM
FAA determination letters

. Addendum to MND No. 11-01

FAA Airports Division letter

Ventura County Airport Director letter
Airport Land Use Commission staff report
Analysis of Land Use Intensity
Resolution

Prepared by .-

FRETIQTIMOOEP
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Maps (Vicinity, General Plan, Zoning)
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Reduced Project Plans
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PZ No. 10-500-13, Campuys Park
Planning Commission: August 2, 2012

ATTACHMENT C

PAL Activities List



Campus Park Activities

Hours Active 8:00am — 11:00pm

Two-Story:

Program Participants Hours
Police STOP Center
Weight room 100
Wrestling 75 Programs
Computer Labs 45 & X
Music 75 have various
Athletic Mentoring/Training 75 hours between
Meeting rooms 50 8:00am-11:00pm
Cultural Programs 125 Monday-Sunday
Pre-school 75
Food Pantry 100
Future leaders of America 45
Gym
Program Participants Hours
Youth Center 125 Mon-Fri 3pm-7pm (11am-7pm June-Aug})
Dance Rehearsals 80 Mon-Fri 3pm-7pm, Sat 10-2pm
Ping-Pong 60 Mondays 7pm-10pm
Badminton 60 Thursdays 7pm-10pm
Open Gym (baskctball) 50 Monday-Friday 3pm-7pm
Video Production 30 Monday-Friday 3pm-7pm
Youth Leadership Program 35 Monday-Friday 3pm-7pm
Mentoring Programs 35 Monday-Friday 3pm-7pm
Jr. High Dances 500 Fridays 6pm-10pm (8-12 times/year)
Boxing 125 Monday-Friday 4:30pm-8:30pm
Fitness Programs 75 Monday, Tuesday, Thursday 7:00-8:00
Basketball Team Practice 120 Monday-Friday 3:00pm-7:00pm
Volleyball Team Practice 30 Monday-Friday 3:00pm-7:00pm (Aug/Sept)
Flag Football (Grass Area) 45 Monday-Friday 3:00pm-7:00pm (Aug-Nov)
Summer Lunch Program 75 Monday-Friday 11:00am-1:30pm (Jun-Aug}

Soccer Practice

Soccer Games & Tournaments
Skatepark Daily Use & Competitions

Flag Football Practice (increase in participation)

Flag Football Games
Track Program
Track Tournaments
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General Plan Consistency Table

The City’s 2030 General Plan land use designation for the subject site is Park (PK), and the proposed
project will be consistent with numerous policies contained in the General Plan as listed in the
following table. Consistency with the 2030 General Plan is defined by the relationship between 2030
General Plan policies and the proposed project. The three consistency classification levels are:

L. Direct Applicability to a Proposed Project or Program.
1. Related or Indirect Applicability to the Proposed Project or Program.

[I. No or Distant Applicability to the Proposed Project or Program (all policies not listed as
Ievel 1 and 11 are assumed to be consistent).

Enhance resident quality of life by | The proposed project will expand parks

providing adequate space for and recreation facilities in the central
schools, libraries, parks and portion of the City, and enhance the
CD 1.6 ] recreation areas, as well as space |quality of life.

for the expansion of public facilities
to support the community’s vision.

services and facilities are in place at|currently exist in the vicinity of the project
the time of need or prior to the time |site, such as Fire Station No. 1 across
Cch 8.2 I new development occurs in order to ithe street from the project site, and can
avoid overloading existing urban adequately serve the proposed park.
service systems.

Ensure that new development The proposed project will adequately
avoids or mitigates impacts on air  |mitigate all anticipated environmental

| quality, traffic congestion, noise, and|effects, and no effects were identified as
environmental resources to the being potentially significant impacts.
maximum extent feasible.

CD 8.5

Where designated, require
proposed developments to include
bicycle paths and/or lanes in their

! plan and to clearly indicate possible
ICS 8.4 bicycling hazards such as speed
bumps and storm drain inlet grates
in parking lots.

The proposed project will include new
bike lanes on adjacent roads, bike paths
free of hazards, and numerous cn-site
bicycle parking facilities.

Consider and require where The proposed project will include new
appropriate and feasible the and existing public sidewalks around the
| enhancement of the pedestrian perimeter of the site, as well as
ICS 8.5 environment as part of private numerous on-site paved pedestrian
development and public works walkways.

projects, especially for public
sidewalks.




Require installation of ADA
compliant handicapped ramp curb-
cuts and other ADA access with al
new roadway construction and

The proposed project will include new
and existing handicap-accessible
sidewalks, on-site walkways, and
numerous on-site handicap parking

minimum 20 net acre per park, and
a service radius of 1 to 1% miles.

ICS 8.6 significant reconstruction of existing |spaces.

roadways, parking lots, plazas and
pedestrian areas, and parks.
Require that new development treat |The proposed project will include
pedestrian and bicycle circulation as [pedestrian and bicycle paths throughout
equal to or preferred to vehicular the site, and encourages modes of

ICS 8.13 access in site design including, but |transportation other than vehicles.

' not limited to, access to
neighborhood and commercial
shopping centers, and parks.
Review development proposals to  |Traffic Engineering staff has reviewed
encourage shared parking use and |the proposal, and determined that the
1CS 9.2 ensure adverse parking impacts are [proposed parking exceeds the minimum
' minimized or avoided. requirements for this type of
development.

Continue upgrading the potable and |The proposed project will include water
recycled water transmission and line extensions for future connection to
distribution systems in a timely recycled water from the GREAT

IC511.4 manner to meet anticipated demand |Program.
and to implement the GREAT
Program.
Require the use of non-potable The proposed project will utilize recycled
water supplies for irrigation of water from the GREAT Program, when

ICS 11.12 landscape and agriculture, available,
whenever available.
Require undergrounding of utility The proposed project will remove the
lines in new development, except  |above-ground utility lines and poles
where it is not feasible due to along K Street, and replace with

ICS 17.5 electrical transmission load or other |underground facilities.

' operational issues.

Provide park and recreation facilities|The proposed project will ill an
at a level that meets the standards |immediate need for new community
for neighborhood and community parks in Oxnard, and will meet the size

ICS 23.1 parks as follows: Community Park, |and service radius criteria for a

Community Park.




Continue to maintain and
rehabilitate parks and recreation

The proposed project will rehabilitate the
existing site and former campus, and

ICS 23.2 facilities. provide a new community park in
Oxnard.
Require that new parks be located |The proposed site design utilizes clear
and designed in such a way as to  |lines of sight from public rights-of-way,
1CS 2310 I facilitate their security and policing. jvehicular access throughout the park for
: Police and Fire vehicles, as well as night
lighting, in order to facilitate site security
at all times.
Reguire that all outdoor light The proposed high-intensity field lighting
fixtures... use low-energy, shielded |will be installed with shielding to contain
light fixtures which direct light the glare on the park site, and prevent
ER 6.5 downward and, where public safety |spillover onto adjacent properties. Other
: I would not be compromised, site lighting in the parking lots and
encourage the use of low-pressure {walkways will be low-pressure sodium in
sodium lighting for all outdoor light |order to be compatible with airport
fixtures. operations.
Require that proposed development [A Noise impact Analysis report was
projects not generate more noise prepared for the project, and MND No.
SH 6.4 than that classified as “satisfactory” |11-01 includes mitigation measures to
i based on CEQA thresholds of reduce the effects of noise on nearby
significance on nearby properties,  |residential properties.
Grant exceptions to the noise The property owner (City Of Oxnarc;l)
: proposes conveyance of an avigation
standards for commercial and
. : . easement to the County of Ventura for
industrial uses only if a recorded the O d Airport. Th twill
noise easement is conveyed by the |, e LUxnard AIrport. 1he easemant wi
SH6.11 Il fected i include any nuisances that may be
atlected property owners. generated by flyovers from aircraft
utilizing the Oxnard Airport (e.g. noise,
vibration, height restrictions for
structures on the project site, etc.).
A Noise Impact Analysis report and
Require development around the  |Aircraft Hazard & Land Use Risk
Oxnard and Camarillo Airports to be [Assessment report were prepared for the
consistent with the safety policies  |project, both of which provide data
and land use compatibility demonstrating that the proposed project
guidelines contained within the will not pose an unacceptably high risk to
Ventura County Airport Land Use  |the health, safety, and welfare of the
SH 9.1 I Plan. residents, workers and visitors that will

utilize the proposed park. The Ventura
County Airport Land Use Commission
reviewed the proposed project, and
determined that the proposal was
inconsistent with the Airport
Comprehensive L.and Use Plan (i.e.,
recommendation only). The Oxnard City
Council may overrule the ALUC.




SH 9.2

MC 3.2

Ensure development within the
airport approach and departure
zones are in compliance with
applicable Federal Aviation
Administration regulations that
address objects affecting navigable
airspace.

The proposed project site is within the
approach/departure zones (Runway
Protection Zone, Outer Safety Zone, and
Traffic Pattern Zone) for the Oxnard
Airport. The project has been reviewed
by the FAA’s Obstruction Evaluation
Division for compliance with 14 CFR Part
77 regulations, and all structures were
determined to be consistent or can be
modified to achieve consisiency. The
project will not detrimentally affect
navigable airspace or operations at the
Oxnard Airport. An avigation easement
in favor of Ventura County for the
Oxnard Airport will include elements of
the FAA's Model Avigation Easement
(e.g., height restrictions, use of airspace,
aircraft overflight, and noise and
vibration nuisances).

Ensure all new development within
the City is developed in accordance
with Federal Aviation Regulations
(FAR) Part 77 that is generally
concerned with any construction or
alteration more than 200 feet above
ground level.

The proposed project has been reviewed
by the FAA’s Obstruction Evaluation
Division for compliance with 14 CFR Part
77 regulations, and all structures were
determined to be consistent or can be
modified to achieve consistency. The
project will not detrimentally affect
navigable airspace or operations af the
Oxnard Airport. Prior to issuance of any
buitding permits, the developer will be
required to provide written evidence of

FAA approval.
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Mail Processing Center Aeronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 2011-AWP-336-OF
Southwest Regional Office

Obstruction Evalnation Group

2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 02/28/2012

Michacl Hendcrson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

#* DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION *#

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an acronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicablc Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, patt 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Existing Gymnasium
Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-11-56,73N NAD 83
Longitude: 119-11-28.39W

Heights: 49 fect site elevation (SE)

39 feet above ground level (AGL)
88 feet above mean sca level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure docs exceed obstruction standards but would not be a hazard
to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met;

As a condition to this Determination, the structure should continue to be marked/lighted utilizing red lights.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Structures, which will result in the congregation of pcople witbin an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting pcople and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations arc issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property. '

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.

Any height exceeding 39 feet above ground level (88 fect above mean sea level), will result in a substantial
adverse effect and would warrant a Determination of Hazard to Air Navigation,

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencics or use of greater power will
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void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.,

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, ete., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied strueture requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the cffect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported ninmediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restoved, notify the same number.

This acronautical study included evaluation of a structure that cxists at this time. Action will be taken to ensure
acronautical charts are updated to reflect the most current coordinates, elevation and height as indicated in the

case description.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 201 1-AWP-336-OF.

Signature Control No: 136085659-159750537 ( EBO)
Karen McDonald

Specialist

Attachment(s)

Case Description
Map(s)

Case Description for ASN 2011-AWP-336-OF

Utilize existing gymnasium, with new roof trusses and asphalt shingle, and attach a new covered courtyard.
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Federal Aviation Administration Acronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 201 1-AWP-335-OF
2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

[ssued Date: 03/09/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

** NOTICE OF PRESUMED HAZARD **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.5.C.,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Covered Courtyard
Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-11-56.7IN NAD 83
Longitude: 119-11-26.64W

Heights: 37 feet above ground level (AGL)

806 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

Initial findings of this study indicate that the structure as described exceeds obstruction standards and/or would
have an adverse physical or electromagnetic interference effect upon navigable airspace or air navigation
facilitics. Pending resolution of the issues desecribed below, the structure is presumed to be a hazard to air
navigation.

if the structure were reduced in height so as not to exceed 32 feet above ground level (81 feet above mean sea
level), it would not exceed obstruction standards and a favorable determination could subsequently be issued.

See Attachment for Additional information.

NOTE: PENDING RESOLUTION OF THE ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE, THE STRUCTURE 15
PRESUMED TO BE A HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION. THIS LETTER DOES NOT AUTHORIZE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STRUCTURE EVEN AT A REDUCED HEIGHT. ANY RESOLUTION OF THE
ISSUE(S) DESCRIBED ABOVE MUST BE COMMUNICATED TO THE FAA SO THAT A FAVORABLE
DETERMINATION CAN SUBSEQUENTLY BE ISSULD.

[FF MORE THAN 60 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER HAS ELAPSED WITHOUT
ATTEMPTED RESOLUTION, IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR YOU TO REACTIVATE THE STUDY BY
FILING A NEW FAA FORM 7460-1, NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION.

If we ean be of further assistance, picase contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 201 1-AWP-335-OL,
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Signature Control No: 136085656-138465356 { NPH)
Karen McDonald
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Additional Information

Case Description
Map(s)

Additional information for ASN 201 1-AWP-335-OF

PAR 77.19(d) *OXR[EXISTINGI[NASR] - RWY 25[EXISTING][NASR]: Approach Surface - Iixceeds by
5 ft.
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Mail Processing Center Aeronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 2011-AWP-2763-0OF
Southwest Regional Office Prior Study No,
Obstruction Evaluation Group 2011-AWP-326-OF
2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 07/28/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 23030

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an acronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Iederal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Light Pole Light Pole 2

Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-11-55.79N NAD £3
Longitude: 119-11-22.41W

Heights: 25 feet above ground level (AGL)

75 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

1t is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

~ Atleast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part I}

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. However, if
marking/lighting are aceomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Struyctures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the madvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.

This determination expires on 01/28/2013 unless:
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{a) extended, revised or terminated by the 1ssuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURL TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinales , heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment sueh as cranes, derricks, efc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and docs not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its pesition, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice 1o Airmen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2011-AWP-2763-OF.

Signature Control No: 142358390-146856051 ( DNE)
Karen McDonald
Specialist

Attachment(s)

Casc Deseription
Map(s)

Case Deseription for ASN 2011-AWP-2763-OF

New light pole at new track/football field.
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Mail Processing Center Acronautical Study No.

Federal Aviation Administration 201 1-AWP-2765-OF
Southwest Regional Office Prior Study No.
Obstruction Evaluation Group 201 1-AWP-328-OF

2601 Meacham Boulevard
Fort Worth, TX 76137

1ssued Date: 07/28/201 1

Michael FHenderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

#* DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION ##

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Light Pole Light Pole 4

Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-11-55.78N NAD 83
Longitude: 119-11-20.62W

Heights: 25 feet above ground level (AGL)

75 feet above mean sea level (AMSL.)

This acronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction ot Alteration, be completed and retorned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

. At Jeast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 1)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. However, if
marking/lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Structures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.

This determination expires on (1/28/2013 unless:
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(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE, AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY Bl
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specifie coordinates , heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater thau the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable amrspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any [ailure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice lo Airmen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
conecerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2011-AWP-2765-OF.

Signature Control No: 142358394-146856048 ( DNE)
Karen McDonald

Specialist

Attachment(s)

Case Description
Map(s)

Case Description for ASN 2011-AWP-2765-OF

New light pole at new track/football field.
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Mail Processing Center Acronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 201 1-AWP-2758-OFE
Southwest Regional Office Prior Study No.
Obstruction Evaluation Group 201 1-AWP-329-05
2601 Mecacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 07/28/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Scrvices Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

** DPETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION #*

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.5.C.,
Scction 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Light Pole Light Pole 5

Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-11-53.79N NAD 83
Longitude: 119-11-19.75W

Heights: _ 40 feet above ground level (AGL)

90 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This acronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, 1s(are) met:

Tt is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any titne the project is abandoned or:

_Atleast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)

77777 X___ Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 1)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting arc not necessary for aviation safety. However, if
marking/lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K. Change 2.

This determination expires on 01/28/2013 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, ot the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 5 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION
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OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT ABERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heights,
frequency(ics) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any futurc construction or alteration , including increasc to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, ete., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shatl not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above, Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruetion
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediatcly to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please eontact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Acronautical Study Number 201 1-AWP-2758-OL.

Signature Control No: 142357627-146855728 ( DNE)
Karen McDonald

Specialist

Attachment(s)

Case Description
Map(s)

Case Description for ASN 201 [-AWDP-2758-0OE

New light pole at new track/football field.
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Mail Processing Center Acronautical Study No.
2\ Federal Aviation Administration 2011-AWP-2759-OF
Southwest Regional Office Prior Study No.
Obstruction Evaluation Group 2011-AWP-330-OE
2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 07/28/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Scrvices Department
300 West Third Strect

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

#% DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION ##*

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Light Pole Light Pole 6

Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-11-53.80N NAD &3
Longitude: 119-11-20.94W

Heights: 40 feet above ground level (AGL)

90 feet above mean sca level (AMSL)

This aeronautica! study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actial Construetion or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the projeet is abandoned or:

__ Atleast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part [)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part I1)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not nccessary for aviation safety. However, if
marking/lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

This determination expires on 01/28/2013 unless:

(a) extended, revised ot terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Comrunications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION
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OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , inchuding increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requircs separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include ternporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effeet of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30} minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 s0 a Notice to Airmen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 201 1-AWP-2759-0F.

Signature Control No: 142357629-146855727 ( DNL )
Karen McDonald '
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Case Description
Map(s)

Case Description for ASN 201 1-AWP-2759-Ok

New light pole at new track/football field.
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Mail Processing Center Aeronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 201 1-AWDP-2761-08L
Southwest Regional Office Prior Study No.
Obstruction Evaluation Group 20F1-AWP-332-0OF
2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date; 07/28/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an acronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Light Pole Light Pole 8

Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-11-53.82N NAD 83
Longitude: 119-11-23.32W

Heights: 40 feet above ground level (AGL)

90 fect above mean sea level (AMSL)

This acronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

~ Atleast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 11)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting arc not necessary for aviation safety, However, if
marking/lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and maintained i
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

This determination expires on 01/28/2013 unless:

(a2) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denics the application,

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION
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OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heights,
frequency(ies) and power , Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, ete., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aireraft and does not relicve the spansor of compliance responsibilitics relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstraction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airinen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2011-AWP-2761-OL.,

Signature Control No: 142357633-146855726 ( DNE)
Karen MeDonald

Specialist

Attachment(s)

Case Description
Map(s)

Case Description for ASN 2011-AWP-2761-OK

New light pole at new track/football field.
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Mail Processing Center Aeronautical Study No.
B Federal Aviation Administration 2011-AWDP-1674-OF
Southwest Regional Office

Obstruction Evaluation Group

260) Meacham Boulevard

Tort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 09/22/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

#* DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an acronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Basketball Court

Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-12-00,87N NALD 83
Longitude: 119-11-26.74W

Heights: 12 feet above ground level (AGL)

62 feet above mean sea fevel (AMSL)

This acronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

) At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part I1)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not nccessary for aviation safety. However, if
marking/lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and mainfained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD ATRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Structures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.
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The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.

This determination expires on 03/22/2013 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transimitters, requires separate notice to the FAA,

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aivcraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, vegardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 201 1-AWP-1674-OFE.

Signature Contrel No: 138975425-150013156 ( DNE)
Karen McDonald
Specialist

Aftachment(s)
Case Descriplion

Map(s
pés) Case Description for ASN 2011-AWP-1674-0OF

New basketball courts at community park, with [2 ft. poles (goals at 10 {t. agl).
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Mail Processing Center Aceronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 201 1-AWP-1675-0OF
Southwest Regional Office

Obstruction Evaluation Group

2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 09/22/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Light Pole Light Poles - West Parking Lot
Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-12-01.52N NAD 83

Longitude: 119-11-26.36W

Heights: 16 fect above ground level (AGL)

64 fect above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure does not exeeed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), it any, is(arc) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

_ Atleast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1}
__X___ Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 11)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. [However, if
marking/lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARID AIRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Structures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, arc strongly discouraged in the
mterest of protecting people and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.
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The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airpott.

This determination expires on 03/22/2013 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Cominission
(FCC) and an application for a construetion permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specitic coordinates , heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aireraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6807 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

[f we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Nuinber 201 1-AWP-1675-OFE.

Signature Control No: 138976689-150013157 ( DNE)
Karen MeDonald
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Case Deseription
Map(s) . .
Case Description for ASN 2011-AWP-1675-OF

New light poles (total of 20) within West Parking Lot at community park.
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
B Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2011-AWP-333-OF

7 2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 03/02/201 1

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Departiment
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Baseball Backstop South
Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-11-57.70N NAD 83
Longitude: 119-11-24.76W

Heights: 24 feet above ground level (AGL)

73 feet above mean sea fevel (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure docs not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

At lcast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. Howcever, if marking
and/or lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recotnmend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Structures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 09/02/2012 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the 1ssuing office.

(b the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the ederal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing deseription which includes specific coordinates , beights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as eranes, derricks, ete., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above, Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the cffect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any faifure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

[f we can be of further assistanee, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2011-AWP-333-0OL,

Signature Control No: 136085052-138071329 ( DNE)
Karen McDonald

Specialist

Attachment(s)

Case Description
Map(s)

Casc Description for ASN 2011-AWDP-333-0F

Construet new softball diamond, including a new backstop and new sideline fences.
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Federal Aviation Administiration Aeronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2011-AWP-339-OL
2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 03/02/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Baseball Sideline Fence South
Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-12-00.00N NAD 83

Longitude: [19-11-24.76W

Heights: 20 feet above ground level (AGL)

69 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) mct:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

At Jeast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X __ Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 11)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. However, if marking
and/or lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Structures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issucd to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 09/02/2012 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Cotnmunications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THIE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heighs,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or usc of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate nofice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, ete., which may be
used during actval construction of the structure. However, this equipnient shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aireraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local govermment body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affeets a fop light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any {uture correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 201 1-AWDP-339-OF.

Signature Control No: 136085665-138071326 ( DNE)
Karen MeDonald
Specialist
Attachment(s)
Case Description
Map(s)
Case Deseription for ASN 2011-AWP-339-OE

Construet new softball diamond, including a new backstop and new sideline fences.
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Federal Aviation Administration Acronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2011-AWP-338-OF
2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 03/02/201 1

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Adininistration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Baseball Backstop North
Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-12-04.75N NAD 83
Longitude: 119-11-24.27W

Heights: 24 feet above ground level (AGL)

73 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

__Atleast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part I)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 11}

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. However, if marking
and/or lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25,

Structures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and propetty on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aireraft operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 09/02/2012 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-BEVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination 1s based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitiers, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be

used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heiglits as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requites separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effeet of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by atreraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunection that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number,

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Acronautical Study Number 201 [-AWP-338-OF,

Signature Control No: 136085663-138071332 (DNE)
Karen McDonald
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Case Description
Map(s)
Case Description for ASN 2011-AWP-338-OE

Modify existing softball diamond, including a new backstop and new sideline fences.
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Federal Aviation Administration Aeronautical Study No.
Atr Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2011-AWP-340-OF
2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, 'TX 76137

Issued Date: 03/02/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

# DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Baseball Sideline Fence North
Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-12-01.50N NAD &3

Longitude: 119-11-24.27W

Heights: 20 feet above ground level (AGL)

6Y feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project 1s abandoned or:

,,,,,,,,,,,, _ At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 11)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. However, if marking
and/or lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend 1t be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
wotld be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Structures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the usc of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoeint of
safety to personnel and property.

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 09/02/2012 unfess;

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the lcensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THA'T NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heights,
frequency(ics) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, ete., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the
FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen

(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future coriespondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 201 [-AWP-340-OF.

Signature Control No: 136085667-1380/71330 { DNE)
Karen McDonald

Specialist

Attachment(s)

Case Desceription
Map(s)

Case Description for ASN 2011-AWP-3490-OE

Modify existing softball diamond, including a new backstop and new sideline fences.
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Federal Aviation Administration Acronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2011-AWP-334-OF
2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 03/02/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Strect

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

* DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Concession / Restrooms North
Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-12-02.49N NAD 83

Longitude: [19-11-25.54W

Heights: 12 feet above ground level (AGL)

61 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This acronautical study revealed that the structure docs not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, 1s(arc) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

_ At lcast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part I)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part IT)

Bascd on this evaluation, marking and lighting arc not necessary for aviation safety. However, if marking
and/or lighting are accomplished on a voluntary Dasis, we recominend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25,

Structures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and propeity on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.

The structurc considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from airerafl operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 09/02/2012 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
0 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATLE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OIF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLL FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate nofice to the FAA,

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordimance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body,

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen

(NOTAM) can be 1ssucd. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of fuither assistance, please eontact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Acronautical Study Namber 2011-AWP-334-QF.

Signature Control No: 136085654-138071328 ( DNE)
Karen McDonald
Specialist
Attachment(s)
Case Description
Map(s)
Case Description for ASN 201 1-AWP-334-OE

Convert former high school campus to public park with athletic fields, restrooms and concessions building,
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Mail Processing Center Aecronautical Study No.
Federal Aviation Administration 2011-AWP-1673-OF
Southwest Regional Office

Obstruction Evaluation Group

2601 Mecacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issucd Date: 09/22/2011

Michacl Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 US.C,,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: West Parking Lot

Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-12-01.38N NAD 83
Longitude: 119-11-2931W

Heights: 1 feet above ground level (AGL)

51 fect above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

~Atleast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part 1)
X Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part 1I)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. However, if
marking/lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recornmend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Stractures, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the usc of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner exercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.
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The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.

This determination expires on 03/22/2013 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction 18 subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE., AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in patt, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates , heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination docs include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studicd structure requires separate notice to the

[FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reported immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, pleasc refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2011-AWP-1673-OF.

Signature Control No: 138972719-150013155 ( DNE)
Karen McDonald
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Case Description
Map(s)
Case Description for ASN 2011-AWP-1673-OK

New parking Jot at community park.
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Federal Aviation Administration Acronautical Study No.
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520 2011-AWP-337-OF
2601 Meacham Boulevard

Fort Worth, TX 76137

Issued Date: 03/02/2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Department
300 West Third Street

2nd Floor

Oxnard, CA 93030

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an acronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Building Maintenance and Storage Bldg
Location: Oxnard, CA

Latitude: 34-12-02.52N NAD 83

Longitude: 119-11-27.21W

Heights: 12 feet above ground level (AGL)

60 feet above mean sca level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

It is required that FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed and returned to
this office any time the project is abandoned or:

At lcast 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part I)

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. However, if marking
and/or lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed and maintained in
accordance with FAA Advisory circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2.

ADVISORY RECOMMENDATION - While the structure does not constitute a hazard to air navigation, it
would be located within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the OXNARD AIRPORT RUNWAY 25.

Structurcs, which will result in the congregation of people within an RPZ, are strongly discouraged in the
interest of protecting people and property on the ground. In cases where the airport owner can control the use of
the property, such structures are prohibited. In cases where the airport owner cxercises no such control, advisory
recommendations are issued to inform the sponsor of the inadvisability of the project from the standpoint of
safety to personnel and property.

The structure considered under this study lies in proximity to an airport and occupants may be subjected to
noise from aircraft operating to and from the airport.
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This determination expires on 09/02/2012 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
preseribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION

OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing deseription which includes specific coordinates | heights,
frequency(ies) and power . Any changes in coordinates , heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration , including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires scparate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aireraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

Any failure or malfunction that lasts more than thirty (30) minutes and affects a top light or flashing obstruction
light, regardless of its position, should be reporied immediately to (877) 487-6867 so a Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) can be issued. As soon as the normal operation is restored, notify the same number.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (310) 725-6557. On any future correspondence
concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 201 1-AWP-337-OE.

Signature Control No: 136085661-138071327 ( DNE)
Karen McDonald
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Case Desecription
Map(s)
Case Description for ASN 201 1-AWP-337-0OFE

j i ai e and storage structure.
Convert Tormer high school campus to public park, with mamnienance and storage s
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PZ No. 10-500-13, Campus Park
Planning Commission: August 2, 2012

ATTACHMENT G

Addendum to MND No. 11-01



MND11-01 Addendum City of Oxnard

August 2, 2012

Addendum to
Mitigated Negative Declaration No. 11-01

Campus Park Project
Planning & Zoning Permit No. 10-500-13

prepared by:

Brian Foote, AICP, Associate Planner
City of Oxnard, Planning Division
214 South C Street
Oxnard, California 93030




WMND11-01 Addendum City of Oxnard August 2, 2012

Summary

This document is an addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) No. 11-01 proposed
for the Campus Park project (Planning & Zoning Permit No. 10-500-13). This addendum
concludes that there are no new or more severe significant adverse effects associated with the
project revisions shown on the plans dated May 18, 2012. Letters from LSA Associates, Inc.,
discussing the project Noise Impact Analysis and the project Aircraft Hazard & Land Use Risk
Assessment are attached to this document.

Project Description

The applicant, the City of Oxnard General Services Department, has requesied approval of a
special use permit to redevelop the former Oxnard High School campus into a new community
park, on 30 acres located between Sccond & Fifth Streets and ‘H” and ‘K’ Streets. The request
includes the following park amenitics {with any changes noted):

North baseball diamond and dugouts moved approximately [0 feet to the east

South baseball diamond and dugouts moved approximately 10 feet to the east

Congrete scating areas built into the landscape berms on four sides of the soccer fields

Track and football/soccer ficld complex moved approximately 10 fect to the west

Two basketball courts moved approximately 180 feet to the south

Skate park complex moved approximately 300 feet to the south

Tot lot playground and children’s playground moved approximately 550 feet to the north

Addition of a 1.5-acre dog park with fence enclosure and turf landscaping, located at the

southeast corner of the project site (adjacent to the interscction of Fifth Street / H Stireet)

e Central pedcstrian promenade changed to a meandering pathway with 20°0” width, and
with a minimum weight load of 46,000 pounds to support City vehicle emergency access

o Addition of three emcrgency access drive paths with a minimum weight load of 46,000
pounds (one each from the central parking lot, north parking lot, and west parking lot)

o  Walking track surface changed from Dccomposed Granite (DQ) to concrete

o Addition of one ¢levated viewing arca to observe aircraft flyovers and the Oxnard Airport

o TFour pre-fabricated structures for restroom facilities and concessions stands moved to
centralized location(s) on the project site

o Parking lots have been reconfigured slightly, with a reduction of 12 total spaces

Four soccer fields, with two shared baseball outfields — No Changes

Existing gymnasium and new covered courtyard — No Changes

Existing two-story classroom building — No Changes

Park maintenance/storage building and secured paved yard — No Changes
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Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) No. 11-01 previously analyzed substantially the same
project. The current plans show site layout changes and the addition of the 1.5-acre dog park.
The changes do not alter the type or intensity of land use that was originally proposed, nor docs
it change the basic site design, engineering, drainage, access, or utilities. The following
characteristics will not change from the original submittal: site boundaries, off-sitc
improvements and utilities, driveway locations, and points of ingress/egress.
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

According to Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines, an addendum to a previously adopted
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) or Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is the appropriate
environmental document in instances when minor technical changes to an approved project are
necessary, and no conditions exist that would trigger a subsequent MND or EIR. An addendum
does not need to be re-circulated for public review and comment, but must be considered by the
decision-making body prior to making a dccision on the project. The following is a brief
explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Section 15162,

CEQA Scction 15162(a) identifics three tests to determine if a subsequent MND or EIR is
required. If conditions do not meet any of the three tests, then an addendum is the appropriate
environmental document. The tests are:

I. Substantial changes to the project lead to new significant effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or,

2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project
is undertaken due to new significant effects or a substantial increasc in the severity
of previously identified significant effects; or,

3. New information of substantial importance that was not known or could not have
been known at the time of MND adoption or EIR certification shows any of the
following:

a. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
previous EIR or negative declaration; or,

b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe
than previously estimated; or,

c. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible
would now be feasible and would substantially reduce significant effects of
the project, but the project proponents decline to accept the mitigation
measure or alternative; or,

d. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different {rom
those analyzed in the previous MND or EIR would substantially reduce
significant environmental effects, but the project proponents decline to
accept the mitigation measure or alternative.

1) In the first test contained in CEQA Section 15162{a)(1), the proposed project does not
represent a change or increase in land use type or intensily, nor any new or increased
environmental effects that were previously identified. Therefore, the proposed project
revisions would not result in any new significant effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously-identified effects.

2) In the second test contained in CEQA Section 15162(a)(2), staff has determined that there
arc no substantial changes with respect to the circumstances of the project due to new
significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously-identified
significant effects. The project has not substantially changed with regard to the facts,
data, and mitigations included in MND No. 11-01. The proposed project has not
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substantially changed from that evaluated by the MND, and the environmental
circumstances applicable to the project site have not changed.

3) In the third test contained in CEQA Section 15162(a)(3), the only new information now
shown on the revised Site Plan is the location and size of the proposed dog park
(proposed location at the southeast corner of the projeet site, adjacent to Fifth Street). The
project will not have any potentially significant effects not previously discussed in MNI)
No. 11-01, and effects previously examined will not be substantially more severe than
previously estimated. One new mitigation measure is now included, as a condition of
approval, to reduce the environmental effect of noise that would be generated from use of
the dog park (the applicant has accepted the mitigation, which will be incorporated into
the final park design). The new mitigation measure calls for an additional buffer zone
(10°0” additional distance betwecn the dog park and residences) and/or a noise barrier to
cffectively reduce the decibel level along the casterly side of the dog park boundary
adjacent to I Street; the noise impact is therefore considered to be less than significant
alter mitigation. The revised placement of the skate park and associated 30” high light
poles (proposed location behind the gymnasium and classroom building) will reduce the
acsthetic impact of the light poles and any glare spillover; therefore, the environmental
effect is reduced (compared to the original proposal) and no additional mitigation is
necessary. Therefore, none of the four criteria in Section 15162(a)(3) are triggered.

Conclusion

The current proposal does not have any potentially significant environmental effects that meet
any of the three tests identified in CEQA Section 15162(a), and therefore, an addendum to MNI
No. 11-01 may be adopted pursuant to CEQA Section 15164. All mitigation mcasures identilied
in MND No. 11-01 remain applicable, and are included herein by reference. The proposed design
of the structures, site layout, engineering and improvements have been reviewed by the City of
Oxnard as part of the application for the special use permit. All eurrent development standards
pertaining to engineering design, drainage, sitc improvements, landscaping, lighting control, ete.,
are applicable to the project. All current development standards contained in the Zoning Code
(Chapter 16 of the City Code) are applicable to the project. ‘

The proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, with comments and MMRP, and the
administrative record may be examined at the City of Oxnard Planning Division, 214 South C
Street, Oxnard, California 93030. Please call (805) 385-7858 to review the file.

Susan L. Martin, AICP Date
Planning Division Manager

Attachments:
A.  LSA Associates letter dated May §4, 2012 (L.and Use Risk Assessment)
B. LSA Associates letter dated May 15, 2012 (Noise Impact Analysis)




LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. RIVERSIDE

9¢1 E. TAHQUITZ CANYON WAY RERKELEY FRESNO ROCKLIN

SUITE D-200 760,416.2075 TEL CARELSBAD IRVINE 5AN LUIS OBISPQ

PALM SPRINGS. CA 922062 760.416.3065 FAX FORFT COLLINS PT. RICHMOND SOUTH SAN FRANCESCO
May 14, 2012

Eric Chastain, LLA, LEED AP
31591 Camino Capisirano
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675

Subject: Risk Assessment for Campus Park

Dear Eric:

I have reviewed the design revisions to the proposed Campus Park site. The proposed design
revisions, as shown in the revised site plan, do not affcct the risk assessment dated July 15,2011, as
prepared by LSA. The originally planned land use was “park,” this has not changed.

As noted in the original report, the park use is considered “unacceptable” per the federal and County
Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) guidelines, based upon the relocation of the runway

touchdown point. This relocation was approved by the County of Ventura in May 2011, during the
preparation of the original report. The Oxuard City Council may overrule the ALUC on a 4/5 vote.

Sincerely,

LSA ASSOCIATES, INC.

T Qb

Lyndon T. Calerdinc
Principal

5717712 (\Serverl\projects\8211821-02 Campus Park\LS A~ Noise and Risk Assossment fetter updales\Risk assessment letier.doc)
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May 15, 2012

Eric Chastain, LLA, LEED AP
RIM Design Group

31591 Camino Capistrano

San Juan Capistrano, Ca 92675

Subject: Amendment Letter To LSA July 2011 Noise Impact Analysis Report

Dear Mr, Chastain:

LSA Associates, Inc. (L.SA) has received the Revised Site Plan for the proposed Campus Park project
in the City of Oxnard (City), California. The requested design changes to the previous submittal ave
as follows:

1. Concessions/Restrooms Courtyard location has shifted along the Park Promenade from the
northwest comer nearest to the Maintenance yard to midway between the previous location
and the cxisting Gymunasium per direction of City. The previously designed prefabricated
building wmits (individual units) have been utilized unchanged, however, the building units
have been re-sited to respond to the revised site locations for orientation, access, ete.;

2. The Basketball courts previously adjacent to the Concessions Courtyard have shifted along
the Park Promenade to be located adjacent to the north side of the Gymnasinm per dirgction

of City;

3. The 20 wide Emergency Vehicle Access from “IK” Strecet to interscet the north/sonth
Emergency Access Drive/Park Promenade previously shown as a part of the Maintenance
y'ard' dccess drive has been shifted south between the relocated basketball courts and
Gymnasium;

4. The Skate Park has been relocated along the Park Promenade to be located adjacent to the
south side of the Gymnasium per direction of City. The associated parking area has been
reduced in parking from 54 spaces to 40 to accommodate the relocated Skate Park;

5. The previous submittal plan Children’s and Tot’s Play Areas have been relocated to the
northwest corner nearest to the Mamtenance yard and adjacent to the revised location of the
Concessions/Restroom Courtyard as per direction of the City. The associated parking area at
South “K” Strect has béen increased from the previous 149 spaces to 168;

6. A Restroom and Storage Building has been located northwest of the “H” Street parking. The
previously designed prefabricated building units (individual units) have been utilized,

05/15/12 « \RIM1101\ Noise AmendmentLir2.docs
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LSA ASBOCIATES, ING.

however, the building units have been re-sited to respond to the revised site locations for
orientation, access, ctc. The previous southeast restroom and concession courtyard adjacent
to the Gymnasiuin has been deleted;

7. A feneed Dog Park has designated at the southeast corner of the site (intersection of “H* and
5™ Streets) for an area of approximately 1.3 acres. In order to accommodate the City’s target
1.5 acre area, the 400 meter track has been re-sized to typical conformation eight (8) lanes
from nine (9) lanes , and the parking at “H” Strect has been reduced from 100 spaces to 86;

8. The previous decomposed granite walking path has been eliminated along the berm at West
2™ Strect, and the decomposed granite walking path along “H” Strect has been made
concrete. The path has also been deleted in the southeast area of “H” and West 5™ Streets
with the addition of the fenced Dog Park;

9. Informal turf seating monnds have been added on the west side of the sports play fields with
disabled scating access, and the in-mound seating at the far north and south of the sports
fields have been shifted to be eentered between the soccer fields as directed;

10. The overall parking space summary/tabulation has been revised from the previous total 442
spaces to 428. As originally directed by the City, the peak parking demand is 371 spaces.
The disabled parking stalls have been revised from 28 to 25. The motoreycle parking has
remained as per previously at 20 spaces. The West 2™ Sircot parking adjacent to the track
and figld has also remained unchanged from the previous submittal plan at 86 spaces.

Based on these changes, items 2, 4, 3, and 7 would result in modifications to the noise impact analysis
submitted to the City in July 2011, especially to existing noise-sensitive land uses to the south and
wost. The following summarizcs the changes required to amend the LSA July 2011 Noise linpact

Analysis to reflect the requested changes.

Residences to the South (Tot Lot). The proposed on-site tot ot is located approximately 1,000 ft
from theé residences to the south. It is asswned that the tot lot would liave a maximuom of 30 children
for a worst-case scenario. At a distance of 1,000 ft, there will be approximately 26 dBA in noisc
reduction compared to the noise level measured at 50 ft from the source. Therefore, at the nearest
residenices to the south of the projeet site, noisc associated with the proposed tot lot would be reduced
to 33 dBA L, and 43 dBA Ly, The 33 dBA Ly noise level is below the City’s 55 dBA Lsq noise
standard, not to be excceded for more than 30 minutes in any hour; and the 43 dBA Lnax is below the
City’s 75 dBA Ly, 10t to be exceeded at any time during the daytime hours (7:00 a.m. to 10:00
p.m.). Theréfore, noisc from the proposed tot lot would not result in any significant noisc impacts at

adjacent residences.

05/15/12 « PARJMI101\ NoiseAmendmeniLis2.doe » 2



LSA ASIOCIATES, INGC.

Dog Park. The proposed dog park would be located cast of the football ficld, approximately 200 {t
from the nearest residences to the southeast and southwest of the project site. Typical dog park noise
was cvaluated in the Hall Property Community Park EIR (City of Encinitas, January 2007) and was
found to be approximately 50 dBA L, at a distance of 200 ft. Therefore, the residences to the
southieast and southwest of the project site would be potentially cxposed to dog park noise rcaching
50 dBA L., For a steady noise, the L., is close to the Lso noise level. This 50 dBA noise level would
be below the City’s maximum noise level of 73 and 70 dBA L, during daytime and nighttime hours,
respectively, as well as below the City’s baseline reference noisc level of 55 dBA Ls during daytime
hours when the dog park is being used. At night (between 10 p.m. and 7 a.n. the next morning), dog
owners rarely take their dogs to the dog park, and the dog park noise would be much lower than the
typical daytime noise level of 50 dBA Leq at 200 ft. In addition, vehicular traffic on 5th Street and H
Street would generatc comparable or higher noisc level than the dog park. Therefore, no significant
noise impacts would occur at residences to the south from the dog patk activity.

Existing residences to the east of the proposed dog park location are approximately 105 ft from the
dog park. These residences would be potentially exposed to dog park noise reaching 55.6 dBA L.,
This level of noise would exceed the City’s 55 dBA Lsy noise standard during daytine hours.
Although traffic noisc on 5th Street wonld be comparable and mask the dog park noise, mitigation
measures such as providing an additional 10 ft buffer zone (therefore the distance would be 115 fi
from the dog park and the dog park noise would be 54.8 dBA Leg) or implementing a noise barrier
along the eastern project boundary with a minimum height of 5 feet and covering the entire length of
the dog park on the cast side would be required.

Skate Park. The proposed skate park would be located to the west of the football ficld,
approximately 150 1t from the nearest residences to the south of the project site. Typical skate park
noise was evaluated in the Novato Skate Park project (LSA, 1997) in the City of Novato, and was
found to be approximately 75 dBA L, and 65 dBA Leq at 50 fi. At a distance of 150 ft, there will be
10 dBA noise attenuation from the distance divergence. The nearest residences to the south would be
potentially cxposed to 65 ABA Ly, and 55 dBA Ly, from the proposed skate park. These noise levels
would be below the City’s maximum noise level of 75 and 70 dBA Ly, during daytime and nighttime
hours, respectively, and would not exceed the City’s bascling reference noise level of 55 dBA Lsg
during daytime hours when the skate park is being used. At night (between 10 p.m. and 7 am. the
next morning), skaters rarely use the skate park, and the skate park noise would be much lower than
the typical daytime noise level of 65 dBA L at 50 ft. In addition, vehicular traffic on 5th Street and
H Street would generate comparable or higher noise level than the skate park. Therefore, no
significant noise impacts would oceur at residences to the south from the skate park activity.

Land Uses to the West (Skate Park and Basketball Courts). There are no existing residences to
the west of the project site. The Oxnard Union High School District offices and the El Cenlrito
Family Learning Ceuter building arc not considered as noise-sensitive as residential uses. The edge of
the proposed basketball courts is located at a distance of approximately 320 ft from the Oxnard Union
High School District office. The cdge of the proposed skate park is located at a distance of
approximately 290 ft (providing 15 dBA noise attenuation) from the Oxnard Union High School
District office and is shiclded by an existing 2-story building (providing at Ieast 10 dBA noise
attenuation) located at the northeast comner of the intersection at West 5th Street and South “K” Street.

05/15/12 « PARIMI101\ Noise AmendmentLir2.doe » 3
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Noise associated with the proposed basketball courts and skate park would not have any significant
impacts to the existing uses to the west.

LSA belicve the above has addressed notse impact issues associated with the requested design
changes. Please call me at (949) 553-0666 if you have any questions.

Siucerely,
LSA ASSOCIATES, INC,

“anfzdin

Tung-chen Chung, Fh.
Principal

. INCE Bd. Cert.

REFERENCES

City of Encinitas, January 2007, Hall Property Commnnity Park Environmental Impact Report.
LSA Associates, Inc., 1997. Novato Skate Park Noise linpact Analysis,

05/15/12 « PARIMIL01\ NoiseAmendmentLir2.doc »
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ATTACHMENT A

REVISED SITE PLAN
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PZ No. 10-500-13, Campus Park
Planning Commission: August 2, 2012

ATTACHMENT H

FAA Airports Division Letter



.S, Department Weslem-Pacific Ragion P.0. Box 92007
L.oa Angeles, CA 90008

. l.as A { istrict Off}
ofTTanspoﬁaﬂon aa Angeles Airporta District Office

Federal Aviation
Adminisiration

July 20, 2011

Mr. Michael Henderson

City of Oznard

General Services Department

300 West Third Street, 2° Floor
Oxnard, CA 93030

Cxnard Airport - Letter of Non-Concurrence
Proposed Campus Park Development
Basketball Court, West Parking Lot, Skate Park and Various Light Poles

Dear Mr. Henderson:

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Airports Division has completed its
review of several Obstruction Evaluation {OE) airspace studies based upon
submiltals made by your office on behalf of Lthe City of Oxnard, on FAA Form
7460-1, Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration. The submittals
oropose the construction of several facilities located at the old Oxnard High
School site. This lelter specifically addresses those directly related to
the basketpall court, a skate park, the west parking lot near the basketball
court, light poles for the parking lot along with several othexs in support
of the basketball court, track/football field and skate park. The
construction is part of the cities new development known as “Campus Park”.
Several other facilities have been identified for construction including a
new footbhall/multipurpose field, soccer fislds, baseball fields, and a
running track. Other ancillary facilities include restroom buildings, more
parking lots, dugouts, bleacher seating for public viewing, bullpen seating
for teams, several lighting poles, a meandering walking track, fitness
squipment area and laadscaping to include trees.

The location of the subject development is directly east of the property
poundary of Qznard Airport starting at K Street. The property is also bound
by 2™ Street to the north, H Street on the eastern boundary and 5t gtreet to
the south. The entire parcel lies directly under the approach to Runway 23
of the Oxnard Alrport. The K Street property line for the development is
approximately 1768' from the centerline of Runway 25's threshold. The
midfield area of the soccer and baseball fields lie approximately 24747 from

the runway centerline threshold,

Nearly the entire development will lie within the Runway Protection Zone
(APZ}) as depicled on Enclesure (1) and your submitted “Preliminary Site
Plan”, Enclosura (2). It is sometimes referred ko as “Clear Zones”. It will
traverse through what the agency design standards call the Object Free Area
(0FA) which is the Central Portion of the Runway Protection Zone {RFZ) of
Runway 07/25, Enelosura (3), Figure 2-3. When aircraft are in distress;
gither just after take-off or on final approach to the airport, this is the



area they tend to go down in. The FAA places a high value on the protection
of people on the ground. Therefore our standards refleck this intention. In
accordance with FAA Advisory Circular (AQ) Afrport Design, 150/5300-13,
Change 11, the function of the RPZ is Lo enhance the protection of people and
property on the ground. This is done through airport owner control of the
RPZ, if possibkle, in order to clear the area of ingompatible objects and
activities. The current design in Enclosure 1, places most of the entire
park within the RPZ with several activities thak have high concentrations of
people. This places your design in conflict wilh our FAA design standards.
The RPZ is trapezoidal in shape and begins 200 feet bayond the end of the
areas usable for takeoff and landing. The RPZ is comprised of 2 components,
the “Central Portion of the RPZ”, as mentioned above, which is equal to the
width of the Runway ObYject Free Area (ROFA), and the “Controlled Activiby
Area” (See Enclosure (3}. Our airspace case review is therefore divided into
two sections. One section evaluates the proposal’s effect on the “Central
Portion Area RPZ” and the other section evaluates the proposal’s effect on
the RPZ “Controulled Activity Area”. Please note that a copy of AC can be
found at
hitp://waw,faa.gov/airportsghlFairtraffic/airports/resources/adyvisory$sfcireul
ars/. Use keyword of “Airport Design” and open the complete document with
changes 1 through 11.

SECIION ONE

Central Portion of the RPZ: The Central Portion of the RPZ combined wikh the
Object Free Brea (OFA) 'is defined as that rectangular area which is centered
2500 feet long by 800 feet wide starting 200’ East of the existing runway end
ef Runway 25, on extended centerline as in accordance with AC 150/5300-13,
Changes B and 11, Paragraphs 212 and 307 (Enclosure (4) and Figure 2-3
(Enclosure (3). I have highlighted the locaklion of this boundary on your site

plan.

Per AC 150/5300~13, Change 11 Paragraph 21Z2.a. (2} ({(a} Land Use, “While it is
desirable to clear all objects from the RPZ, some uses are permilkled,
provided they do not attract wildlife, are outside of the Runway OFA, and do
not interfere with navigational aids. Automobile parking facilities,
although discouraged, may be permitted, provided the parking facilities and
any associated appurtenances, in addition to meeting all of the preceding
conditions, are located outslide of the central portion of the RPE”. The west
parking lot, basketball court, Skate Park and several of your lighting poles
are all located within this critical area as depicted on the "“Sita Plan”.

Further clarification on clearing requirements is found within Paragraph 307,
“Except where precluded by other clearing standards, it is acceptable to
piace objects that need to be located in the OFA for air navigation or
alrcraft ground maneuvering purposes and to taxi and hold aircraft is the
OFA. Objects non-essentlial for air navigation or aircraflt ground maneuvering
purposes are not to be placed in the OFA. Extension of the OFMA beyond the
standard length to the maximum extent feasible is encouraged.”

Based upon the information submilted by the city, our airspace reviews
indicate that the proposed project site will intersect Runway 25's RPZ Runway
Opject Free Area (ROFA) at approximately 1768’due East of Runway 2575 runway
end on centerline and will extend to approximately 2474' due ecast of Runway
07725 s extended centerline; encompassing the entire width. Our analysis has
determined that the proposal is not acceptable when our airport design
standards are applied. The FAA Airports Division therefore objects to the



proposal and the proposed activities because the project traveraea/intersects
through the entire 800’ wide Runway Object Frae Area/Central Portion of the
RPZ of Runway (07/25. Beveral specifiad proposed activitises are contrary to
the protection of pecpla and property on the ground due to their high
cencentration of people. The projact introduces several solid cbjects such
as buildings, light polea, backstops and trees that due to their presence
croate objacts to airaraft that maybe in digtress on approach or departure
from Runway 07/25 which we find as not a compatible land use due to their
close proximity in conjunction with aviation opaerations at Oxnard Alrport.

The following OE cases apply: 2011-AWP-
1673,1674,1675,2719,2722,2723,2724,2762,2763,2764,27165,2766,2767,2768,2769-

oE

SECTION TWO

RPZ Controlled Activity Area: ™The controlled activity area is the portion
of the RPZ beyond and to the sides of the Runway Object Free Area,” as in
aceordance with AC 150/5300-13, Change 8, Paragraph 212 a. (1}{b) and Figure
2-3,* Further clarification of runway design rationale for clearance criteria
within RPZ’s is alzo found within Appendix 8, paragraph 8 (See Enclosure (5]).

Based upon the information submitted, the airspace studies were reviewed and
we applied our guideline criterion cited abovea. The final analysis has
determined that the proposal is not considered acceptable for this alrspace
review. The FAA Airports Division objecks to tha proposal because the
proposal is contrary to our design criterion for objects being in the
controlled aativity area of the RPZ and is not considered a compatible land
use development. Our airport design standards recommend that clear zones be
kept free of structures and any development which would create a place of

public assembly.

The property under the approach and departure is acreage the county should be
considering for purchase and could utilize Alirport Improvement Program (ALIP)
funding to assist in this accomplishment. Placement of Lhis project within
the RPZ is not practical, as this does not provide an enhancement to the
protection of people-and property on the ground. It is more desirable to
clear the entire RPZ of all aboveground objects.

This determination concerns the effect of the proposed development on the
safe and efficient use of navigable airspace by aircraft and does not relieve
our airport sponsor, Ventura County Dept of Airports, of its compliance
responsibilities relating to its obligations under airport grant assurances
20 {(Hazard Removal and Mitigation] and 21 (Compatible Land Use) nor any lLaw,
ordinance, or regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

The studies did not include any environmental review to determine whether the
proposed development is environmentally acceptable. This determination does
not indicate FAA approval or disapproval of the actual physical developuent
involved in the proposal. FAA studies existing and proposed objects and
activities, both off and on public-use alrports, with respect to their effect
upon the safe and efficient use of the airports and the safety of persons and
property on the ground. These objects need not be obstructions to air
navigation, as defined in 14 CFR Part 77. As a result of any study, the FAA
may issue an advisory recommendation in opposition to the presence of any
off-airport object or activity in the vicipity of a public-use airport that
conflicts with an airport planning or design standard or recommendabion.




If you have any gquestions I may be contacted at (310) 725-3628.

Sincerely,

Woonaies \ndlers .

Margie Dréf’ing i;}
Aviation Planner

cec: Mr. Todd McHNamee, AAL
Director of Alrports
County of Ventura
555 Alrport Way,
Camarillo, CA 93010
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AC 130/5300-13 CHG {1

CENTRAL PORTION OF THE RPZ

NOTE
1. Seq Tabla 2-5 fozr
ddmansion wl. Wz, I,

2. Sge Tables 3-1 through
3«3 foxr dmensions R, ©

Figure 2-3. Runway protection zone
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b. Recommendations,
desirable to clear, if practicable, are objects thai do not have
a substantial adverse effect on the aivpoit but, if removed,
will enhance operations. These include objects in the
controfled activily area and obsteuctions @ air navigation
that are not covered in paragraph 2!1.a, especially those
penetrating an approach sutface. On a paved runway, the
approach surface starts 200 feet {61 m) beyond the arca
usable for takeoff or lénding, whichever is more
demanding. On an unpaved runway, the approach surfice
starts at the end of the area usable for takeoff or landing.

through thie acqumt{ou of sufficient propeity interest in the
RPZ.

a. Standards,

{1} RPZ Configuration/Location. The RPZ is
trapezoidal in shape and eentered about the extended
runway ceiterline. The central portion and controlled
activity area the two components of the RPZ (see
Figure 2-3). The RPZ dimension for a particular ninvay
end is ‘a function of the type of aircrall and approach
visibility minimum associated with that runway end. Table
2-4 provides standard dimensions for RPZs, Other than
with a special applicatiort of declaved distances, the RPZ
begins 200 feet (60 m) beyond the end of the area usable
for takeoff or landing. With & special application of
declared distances, see Appendix 14, separate approach and
departure RPZs are required for each runway end.

(a) The Central Poriion of the RPZ. The
central peition of the RPZ extends from the beginning to
the end of the RPZ, centered on the runway centerline. Is
width is equal to the widih of the runway OFA (see
Figure 2-3). Paragraph 307 contains the dimensional
standards for the OFA.

(b) The Controlled Aectivity Area. The
controlled activity asea is the portion of the RPZ to the
sides of the central portion of the RPZ.

Chap 2

Other objects that are.

AC 130/5300-15 CHG Hi

(2) Land Use. In addition to the criteria specified in
paragraph 24, the followmg land use cifteria apply within
the RPZ:

) (:l) Wihile it:15 ;
e RIZ S some uses dre pemul’ted pmvldcd they do
not atiract wildlife (see paragraph 202.g., Weldiife Hazards,

and Appendix 7 for dimensional standards}, are outside of
the Rumway DFA and do- not mtetfere Wlﬂl navigational

be located m. the RPZ‘

b. Recommendations, Where it is determined to be |
impracticable for the airport owner to acquire and plan the
tand uses within the entire RPZ, the RPZ land use standards
have recomiendation status for that portion of the RPZ not
controlted by the aieport owner.

213. 66 299, RESERVED

ENCLOSURE 4
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distance "Y" from runway centerline, and then slopes
6 (horizontal) fo I (vertical} out to a height of {30 feet

(43 m}) above the established airport elevation,
[y  In U.S. customary units,
Heo =33 -0.03(5..) - O.OOEZ(E._Y.) and distance
Yo = 440 + 1.08(5..0 - 0.02Z4HE, )
2) Ao Sl units,
Han = 16 < 0.13(5000.)- 0.002XE.....) and distance
Y o = 132 % 1O8(Susen} - 0-024(Einike

3} S is -equal to the most
demanding wingspan of the airplanes using the runway and
E is equal to the tunway threshold elevasion above sea
fevel. Beyond the distance “Y* from runway centerline the
inner-transitional CAT [V OFZ surface is identicai to that
for the CAT [ OFZ,

d.  Precision  QFZ, The Precision Obstacle
Free Zone (POFZY is defined as a volume of airspace above
an area heginning at the runway threshold, at the threshold
glevation, and centered on the extended wnway cehterline,
200 feet (60m) long by 800 feet (240m) wide. See figure 3-
6.

The surface is in effect only when all of the following
operational conditions are met:

{1} Vertieally guided npproach

{2) Reported ceiling below 2350 feet and/or
visibility [ess than % stature mife (or RVR
helow 4000 feet)

(3) An aircraft on final approach within two (2)
miles of the runway threshold.

When the POFZ is in effect, a wing of an aireraft holding
on o taxiway waiting for runway clearance may penetrate
the POFZ: however neither the fuselage nor the tail may
infringé on the POFZ,

Tlie POFZ is applicable at afl runwdy ends including
displaced thresholds.

Note: POFZ takes effect no fater than January 1, 2007 for
all runway ends at which it applies.

Chap 3

specify the_standard_dimensions of th

il

AC 150/5300-13 CHG 8

and agricubtural aperations.  Tables 3-1, 3-2, av

308.
figure 3-7) is a clearly defined area connected and
extending beyond the runway end available for completion
of the takeoff opetation of wrbine-powered airplanes. A
clearway increases the aflowable airplane aperating takeofl
weight withouf incrénsing runway length,

a.  Dimensions. The clearway must fe at icast
500 feet (130 m) wide centered on the runway ¢enterline.
The practical imit for clearway length fs 1,000 feet (300 m}.

b, Clearway. Plane Slope. The clearway plane
stopes upward with a slope not greater thaun .25 pereent.

¢. Cleping. Except for threshold lights ne
higher than 26 inches {66 ¢m) and located off the runway
sides, no object or terrain may protude thvough the
clearway plane. The area over which the clearway lies need
not be suitable for stopping aircralt in the event of an
aborted takeoff.

d. Comtrol. An airport owner interested in
providing a clearway should be aware of the requirement
that the clearway be under its control, although not
necessarily by direct ownership. The puipose of such
control is to ensure that no fixed or movable objeet
penetrates the clearway plane during a takeoff operation.

e Notification,. When a clearway is provided,
the cleariay length and the declared distances, as specified
in appendix 14, paagraph 7, shall be provided in the
AirportFacility  Directory {and in  the  Aeronautical
Information Publication (AIP), for international airports)
for each operational direction,

309. STOPWAY STANDARDS. A stopway is an area
beyond the  takeoff runway, centered on the extended
runway centerting, and designated by the airport owsner for
use in decelerating an airplane. during an aborted takeoff. It
must be af least as wide as the runway and able to support
an airplane during an aborted takeofl without causing
structural damage to the airplane.  Their Hmited use and
high eongtruction cost, when compared to a full-strength
ruaway fhat is usable in both directions, makes heir
construction less cost effective. See figure 3-8, When a
stopway is provided, the stopway length and the declared
distances, as specified in appendix 14, parageaph 7, shall be
provided in the Airport/Facility Divectory {(and i the
Aeronautical Information  Publication for  international
aiyports) for each operational diréction.

k)
L)
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DEPARTMENT OF AIRPORTS “""Jw:.,. 23 yd
www,ventura,org/airports

-~ 555 Airhort Way ¢ Camarillo, CA 93010 ¢ (BOS5) 388-4274 <¢ Fax: (805) 388-4366

March 21, 2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Services Dept.
305 W 3 st

Oxnard, CA 93030

Re: Comments on Campus Park Development, Oxnard, CA

Dear Mr. Henderson,

The City of Oxnard has requested review and recommendations concerning the above
referenced propesal. The proposed project is the redevelopment of the old high school
parcel directly under the approach to the Oxnard airport and primarily within the Runway
Protection Zone (RPZ) for the airport, although some of the development does occur
outside of the RPZ (please see atfached site map).

The County of Ventura Department of Airports, the Ventura County Aviation Advisory
Commission, and the Oxnard Airport Authority have had an epportunity to review the
proposed development known as “Campus Park” and find it to be inconsistent with the
Ventura County Comprehensive Land Use Plan (ACLUP), and therefore object to the
proposed use. Airport staff has reviewed the proposed development and finds that the
project, as proposed, is not consistent with the Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan
(ACLUP). The recreational use within the RPZ is considered an unacceptable land use

per Table 6B (attached).

We appreciate that the City has taken steps to design the park in a manner that
minimizes the negative impact on the airport approach, and that you have included staff
in design review meetings. The proposed design does improve prior and existing uses
by removing a majority of the buildings in the RPZ, and moving the track and bleachers
further south away from the runway extended centerhne and partially outside the RPZ. -
The design does, however, leave some emstlng buildings within the RPZ (southwest
corner of develepment) and provides for a new parking lot, both of which are in conﬂlct

with FAA design standards.




City of Oxnard ~ Michael Henderson
Campus Park

March 21, 2011

Page 2

Shouild the City proceed with the Park by the City Council overriding the Airport
Authority, we respectfully request that you include the following conditions as part of the

approval for the development.

1. The City be required to grant to the County of Ventura an avigation easement over
the parcel to include the elements of the Federal Aviation Administration’s Model
Avigation Easement;

2. The City provide an airport/aircraft viewing area along the exercise path for park
visitors to be made aware of and enjoy the airport and aircraft overflight;

3. The City design all park lighting so as not {o interfere with pilot’s vision when on
approach to the Oxnard airport, and

4.  The City be required to file a form 7460, “Notice of Proposed Construction” with the
Federa! Aviation Administration (FAA) that enables the FAA to review the
development for any hazards to airport/aviation operations.

The above recommendations would serve to provide the future users of the park site
with.a greater level of disclosure, awareness, and compatibility for airport operations. It
would also assist us in achlevmg the goal of the Oxnard Airport Mission Statement,
which is to foster cooperation with the airport’s neighbors and conduct responsible flight

operations.

In addition to the above comments, it is recommended that this proposed development
be reviewed by the Ventura County Airport Land Use Commission for a finding with
regard to the ACLUP. Additionally, Caltrans Division of Aeronautics should have an
opportunity to review and comment on the proposed development prior to any action
being taken by the City of Oxnard.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed use and if you have any
questions relating to th_is matter, please contact me at 805-388-4200.

WM
TODD L. McNAMEE, AAE
Director of Airports

Attachments
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TABLE 6B

Adopted Land Use Compatibility Standards in

Safety Zones for Civillan Airporis

Lond Use

Runway

{ Protection |

Zone

Outer
Safetly
‘Zome

Traffic

Paitern |

Zone

Extended
Traffic

Pattern .

Zone

Residential
Bingle Family
Multi-Family
Mobile Mome Parks

Cla, e
Cia, e
Cia, a

Alel
Afe]
A el

Public/Institutional
Hospitala/Convalescant Homes
Schools
Churches/Synagogaes
Auditoriums/Theaters

ccaodc

cooo

A le]
A 1e]
Ale]
A el

Commercial

Hotels and Motels

COffices and Business/Professional
Servives

Wholesale

Retail

ccdcc

C e, &
Cle, o)
Cle, e
Cle el

Alel
A
A
A

Industrial, Transportation,

Communication, and Utilities
Manufacturing - General/Heavy
Light Industrial
Research and Development
Busincss Parks/Corporate Offices
Transportation Terminals
Communieation/Utilities
Automobile Parking

ccocccc

[oRe}
EE

e, el
¢, el
(¢, €]
fc, e

FEEOQ0

>

Tecreation/Open Space
Outdeor Sports Arenas
Outdoor Amphitheaters
Parks
Outdoor Amusement
Resorts and Camps
Golf Courses and Water Recreation

FocoSddad

oF
fu

M..w-.
®
il .
&

a, 8]

bl e XeReNule

P YT =
&

ekl 4 4

_Agriculture
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TABLE 6B (Continued)

Balety Zones for Civilion Alrports

Adopted Land Use Compatibility Standards in

NOTES

A = Acceptable land use.

U = Unacceptable land usa,

greenbelts,

{e)

[d Clubhouse I8 unacoeptable in this zone.

C = Land use is conditionally acceptabls upon meeting required criteria (see footnotes below),

fa) Maximum structural coverage must be no more than 25 percent. “Structural coverage” is
defined as the percent of building footprint area to total land ares, including streets and

[h] The placing of sirnctures or buildings in the Runway Protection Zone is unacceptable,
Above ground utility lines and parking are allowed only if approved by the Federal
Avialion Administration {(FAA) as not constituting a hazard to air navigation.

fel Maximum structural coverage must not exceed 50 percent. “Structural eoverage” is
defined as the percent of building footprint area to total land area, including streets and
greenbelts. Where development is proposed immediately adjacent to the airport property,
structures should be located as far as practical from the runway.

An avigation easement is recomnmended and a fair disclosure agreement and covenant
thall be recorded by the owner and developer of the property.

The adopted safety standards at NAS

Point Mugu are shown in Table 6C.
The standards in the CZ, the APZ-1,
and the APZ-2 are the same as in the
current CLUP. The standards in the
TPZ zone are the same as in the civilian

6-7

Extended TPZ zone. As was donein the
civilian table, the land use classification
systern has been changed to add
transportation, communication, and
utilities to the industrial category.




PZ No. 10-500-13, Campus Park
Plunning Commission: August 2, 2012

ATTACHMENT

Airport Land Use Commission stall report



tem# 13
July 13, 2012
MEMO TO: VENTURA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION/AIRPORT LAND USE
COMMISSION

FROM: STEVE DEGEORGF, PLANNING & TEGHNOLOGY DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: AIRPORT LAND USE PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW, CAMPUS PARK, OXNARD

RECOMMENDATION:

e The Airport Land Use Commission find that the proposed Campus Park project from the City of
Oxnard to be inconsistent with the Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan for Ventura County.

s The Ventura County Airport Land Use Commission authorizes the Executive Director to transmit
the Commission's findings and support for the County of Ventura, Department of Airports’
recommendations to the City of Oxnard.

BACKGROUND:

The Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) is responsible for the preparation and monitoring of an Airport
Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) which identifies appropriate land uses around the County's
airports. In July of 2000, the Airport Land Use Cormission adopted the current Airport Comprehensive
Land Use Plan against which proposed projects are reviewed for consistency.

RISCUSSION:

The ALUC has received an application for a CLUP consistency review from the City of Oxnard for its
proposed Campus Park project. The proposed project is located at the site previously occupied by
Oxnard High School and is bounded by 5" Street on the south, K Street on the west, 2nd Street on the
north, and H Street on the east but excludes the existing Oxnard High School maintenance yard. The
proposed project location is shown in Figure 1 below,

05



July 13, 2012
item #13
Page #2

The proposed project consists of two (2} baseball fields with two (2) soccer field overlays, two (2) stand-
alone soccer fields, one (1) football/soccer field, two (2) basketball courts, one (1) skate park, two (2)
snack bars, restrooms, maintenance buildings, a tot lot and associated parking areas as shown in Figure
2 below.
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Figure 2 Project Land Uses

It is irnportant to note that the adopted CLUP is in need of updating and does not refiect the curreni, more
restrictive, safety zone configuration at Oxnard Airport. The ALUC staff has based the recommended
Commission action on the adopted CLUP safety zone configuration. The proposed project lies under the
approach for Oxnard Airport approximately 1,776 feet east of the end of Runway 7/25 and the centerline
of the runway passes directly through the site. Below, Figure 3 illustrates the relationship between the
safety zones in the adopted CLUP and the proposed project. Approximately 1/5 of the proposed project
lies within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) shown within the red boundaries including the parking area
and a portion of the gymnasium, Nearly half of the project lies within the Outer Protection Zone (OSZ) to
the left of the yellow line including the athletic fields, the tot lot, the basketball courts, a portion of the
gymnasium and the concession area. Within the Traffic Pattern Zone (TPZ) below the black dashed line,
is the remainder of the gymnasium, skate-park and existing buildings.
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Figure 3 Safety Zones
Table 68 in the Adopted CLUP shown below, states that Recreational Uses including Parks and Cutdoor
Sports Arenas as well as Public/Institutional land uses such as auditeriums or schools are unacceptable
land uses within the Runway Protection Zone. Automobile Parking is conditionally acceptable provided
that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has approved it and found it not to constitute a hazard to
air navigation.

Table 6B furiher states that Recreational uses such as Cutdoor Sport Arenas and Public/Institutional land
uses such as auditoriums or schools are unacceptable land uses within the Outer Safety Zone and the
Traffic Pattern Zone. The project includes a gymnasium which falls into three separate zones where itis
considered an inconsistent land use.
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A = Acceptable Land Use

i C = Conditional Land Use
TABLE 6B U = Unageeptable Land Use
Adopted Land Use Compatibility Standards in .

Safety Zones for Civilian Airpoxrts :
Extended
Runway Outer Traific Traffic
Protection Safety Pattern Pattern
Land Use Zone Zone Zone Zone
Residential
Single Family U U Cia, el A fe]
Multi-Family u U Cla, el A fe]
Mobile Home Parks u u C la, el Ale]
Public/institutional
*  Hospitals/Convalescant Homes U U U A lel
Schaools u u U Ale]
Churches/Synagogues U U u Ale)
Auditoriums/Theaters U u u 1 A el
Commercial
Hotels and Maotels U u Cle, el A le]
Offices and Business/Proflessional u C fa, el Cle, o] A
Services T Cfa, €] C e, e) A
Wholesale u C fa, e Cle, e) A
Retai}
Indusirial, Transportation,
Communication, and Utilities
Manufacturing - GeneralMeavy u Ca, e} Cle, e A
Light Industrial U Cla, e} Cle, e] A
Research and Development U Cla, ¢ e, e] A
Business Parks/Corporate Offices U C [a, el Cic, el A
Transportation Terminals U U A A
Communication/Utilities Clb) A A A
! Automobile Parking Clb A A A
 Reereation/Open Space
= Outdoor Sports Arenas U u u CA
Outdoor Amphitheators 8] u u CA
Parks U C{a] A CA
Outdoor Amusement U Cia,c} A TA
Resorfs and Camps U C i, cf A e} - Ale]
Golf Courses and Water Recreation C(dl A A T A
:  Agriculture- A A A A

The City of Oxnard also submitted the proposed project to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and
the County of Ventura Department of Airports for review and comment letters from both agencies can be
found in Attachment A to this item for the Commission's review. The FAA in two letters to the City of
Oxnard, objected to the proposed project and found that much of the project fell within the Runway
Protection Zone and was contrary to the FAA's design criterion for objects being in the Controlied Activity
Zone.

Simitarly, the Department of Airports found that the proposed project was inconsistent with the CLUP and
made several recommendations in the event that the City of Oxnard overrules the ALUC findings. The
Department of Airports’ correspondence and recommendations can be found in their response letter to
the City of Oxnard also found in Attachment A to this item. Staff strongly supports the recommendations
made by the Department of Airports and recommends that the ALUC include support for those
recommendations in its own findings.

Staif is recommending that the Airport Land Use Commissicn find that the City of Oxnard's proposed
Campus Park project is inconsistent with the Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan for Ventura County
and authorize the Executive Director to transmit the Commission's findings including support for the
recommendaticn made by the County of Ventura Depariment of Airports tc the City of Oxnard.
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Waslzm-Pacific Reglon P.O. Box H2007
U.s. Depadmgnt Los Angetas Aliporis Dlstrict Ofice  Los Angales, CA 80008
of Transporiation
Foderal Aviation i
Adminlstration Ay,
’ Kf}f
March 1, 2011 M,(]}? (i‘f
7 iy
Mr. Michael Henderson 4 @lv
City of Oxnard e n
General Seivicea Department . f&yrs

300 West Third Streek, 2™ Floor
Oxnaxrd, A 23030

Oxnard Airport
Proposad Campuyg Park Development
hixapace Cage No’s. 2011-AWP-325 through 345-0F

Dear Mr. Hendexoon:

The Federal Aviation Administration {(FAA) Airports Division has completed an
Obatruction Bvaluation (OR) alwxspace atudy based upon a submittal wade by
you, on behalf of the City of Oxnaxd, on FRA Form 7460-1, Notice of Proposed
Construction or Alteration., The submitkal proposes the conatruction of a
development known as “Campus Park” which ineludea the gonatruction of a new
Foothall/multimirpose field, 4 soocer fields, 2 bageball fielda, 2 basgketball
courtas, a running track along with ancillary facilities such as reskroowm
buildinga, parking laks, dugouts, bleacher seating for public viewing,
bullpen seaking for teams, several lighting poles, a meandering walking
track, fikness eguipment area and landacaping to include trees. The location
of thio Faclility is directly eaat of the property boundary of Oxnard Alrporl
starting at X Street. The property is also bound by 2™ Strest to the noxth,
H Street on the eastern boundary and 5™ Styeet to the aouth., The entire
parcael liea directly under the approach to Runway 25 of the Oxnard Alrport.
The K Street property line for the development ia approximately 1768/ from
the centerline of Runway 25's tireshold. The wmidfield area of the soccer and
bageball fielda lies approximateéely 2474° from the runvay centerline
threshold.

Nearly the entire development will lie within the Runway Protection Zone
({RPZ} as depicted on your stbmitted “Praliminary Site Plan”, Encloauro {1}
and will traverae through the Object Free Area {OFA} and Central Portion of
the Runway Protectian Zone (RPZ) of Runway 07/25, Hoclosurs {2}, and ¥Figure
2-3. In accordance with FAR Advisory Clrcular {AC) Airport Besign, 150/5300-
13, Change 11, the funclkion of the RPZ is Lo enhance the protection of people
and property on the gréund. This is done through airport owvmexr conbrol of the
RPZ in ordsr ko clear the area of incompatible objecta and activities. The
RPZ 18 tiapezoidal in shape and begina 200 Eeet heyond the end of the areas
ugable for takeoff and landing. The RPZ is coimprired of 2 componentps, the
“cantral Portion of the RPE*, which ia equal to khe widbh of the Runway
Object Free Avéa {ROFA), and the “Cantrolled Activity Area”. Thig airspace
cage review ls therefore divided inko Lwo sections. One section evaluates
the proposal’'s effect on the “Central Portion Area RPZ” and the other section
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evaluatea Lhe proposal’s effeclt on the RPZ “Controlled Aotivity Area”.
Pleane note that a copy of AC e¢an be found at
Eana.gov/ailyportasSFairtyatfic/airports/resources/adyinoy
Uge keyword of "Airport Design” and open the complete documenl wth
changeu 1 through 11.

SECTION ONE

Central tion of the RPZ: The Central Portion of the RPZ combined wibh the
Chiject area is defined as that rectangular area which is centered 2500
feot long by 000 Eeet wide starting 2007 Faat of the existing tunway end of
Runway 25, on extended centerline as in accordance with AC 150/5300-13,
Changes 8 and 11, Paragraphg 212 and 307 and Figure 2-3. I have highlighted
che location of Lhi bouadary on your site plan.

pPer AC 150/5300-13, Change 11 Paragrtaph 212.a. {(2){a} Land Use, "While it is
deairable to clear all objects from the RPZ, some uses are permitted,
provided they do not attract wildlife, are outside of the Runway OFA, and do
not interfere wikh navigational aids. Automobile parking facilibcies,
although discouraged, may be permitted, provided the parking facilities and
any aosoviated appurtenances, in addltion te meeting all of the preceding
conditiona, are located outside of the central portion of the RPZ” ag
depicted in Flgure 2-3 (Encloaure (2)} and Encloayre 3.

Further ¢larification on clearing requiremenl:s is Found within Paxagraph 307.
“Except where precluded by other cleariny standards, it %s acceptable to
plaece objects that need to be located in the OFA for air navigation or
aircraft ground maneuvering purposea and ko Laxi and hold airceraft ia the
OFRA. Objects non-egsential for air navigation ox ailxcraft ground maneuvering
purpeses are not to be placed in the OFA. Bxtension of the OFA beyond the
standard length to the maximum extent feasible 1s encouraged.”

Based upon the information submitted by the city, our airspace review
indicates that Lhe proposed project aite will intersect Runway 25’s RP#A
Runway Object Free Area {(ROFA) at approximately 1768'duec Baat of Runway 25°sg
runway end on centerline and wlll extend to approwimabely 2474’ due east of
Runway 07/25°'3 extended cenkerline; eéncowpazaing the entiye width. OCur
analysis has determined that the proposal is not acceptable from an airport
design scandard applicaction/deterxrmination. The FAR Alxportas Divieion
thersfore objegts to tho propopal and the proposed activity bacause the
project travercen/intorsects through the entira 800’ wide Runway Objact Free
Area/Central Poxbtion of the RPZ of Runway 07/25. Several apecifind proposed
ackivities are conbrary to the protection of pecpls and property oa the
ground due to theix high concentration of people. Tha project introduces
gaveral eolid objscts puch ag buildinge, light poles, backolops and trees
that due to thelr prasence creabte objeactn to aircraft that maybe in distresa
en approach or departura from Runway 07/25,

The following cases apply: 2011-AWP-333, 334, 335, 336 (central and north
wingo of gymnaslum, 337, 338, 339,340, 341, 342, 343, 344- OE

SECTION TWO

RPZ Controlled Activiky Area: “The coantrolled ackivity area ias the poxtion
of the RPZ beyond and to the sides of the Runway OFA,” as in accordance with
AC 150/5300-13, Change 8, Paragraph 232 a. (1) (b) and Figure 2-3.” Fuxther
clarification of runway design raticnale for clearance criteria within RPZ'a
is also found within Appendix @, paragraph 8.
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Based upon the informatbion submikted, the airspace study reviewed and applied
our guideline criterion cited above. Tha final analysis has dastermined that
the proposal is not acceptable from an airspace determination. Tho FAAR
Rirporto Divipion cbjeots to the proposal hagauas the proposal io contrary to
our design criterion for objocta being in the controlled activity axea pf tha
RPZ. 'Ths followlng cases apply: 2011-AWR-325, 326, 327, 328, 336 (south wing
of gymnanium), and 345« OE., oOur guideline development eritericn recewmends
that clear zZones be kept Eree of sbructures and any development which would
create a place of public assembly. The south wing of the gymasiuvm, oval
running track and the multipurpose/football fleld fence features, in
conjJunctlon with low flying aircratt on approach ox departure off Runway
07/25 at Oxnard RAirpovl conflict with dealgn standard recommendations and are
not conaidered an accepltable compatible land uge inm the proposed locatlon.

The property under the approach and departure is acreage the county should he
congidering Eor purchase and could utilizme Alrport Improvement Program (AIP)
funding te agsist in this accomplisbmenlk, Placement of this project wikhin
the RPZ ia not practlcal, as this does not provide an enhancement to the
protection of pecple and property on the ground. It is mora desiyvable to
clear bhe entire RPZ of all aboveground objecta. FAR erxiterien is provided
within Enologure 3.

The following case numbers however we do nobt objoct to as they lie outpide
the RPZ: 201L-AWP-328, 330, 331 and 332- OE.

Thio determination concerns the effect of the proposed development on the
asafe and efficlenk wae of navigable airepace by aircraft and doea not relieve
the pponsor of its compliance reaponsibilities relatlng ko ita obligationa
under airport grant assarances 20 (Hazard Removal and Mitigation) and 221
{Compatible Land Use) nor any law, ordinance, or regulation of any Federal,
Stabe, or local government body.

The study did not include any environmental review Lo determine whether the
proposed davelopment 1ls environmentally acceptable. Thils determipabion dosa
not indicate FAR approval ox dipapproval of the physical developwent involved
in the proposal. FAR ptudies existing and proposed objects and actlvities,
both off and on public-use afrports, with respect to their efiect wpon the
safe and efficient uge of the airports and safety of pergons and property on
the ground. Thease objects need not be ohstruckions to air navigation, as
defined in 14 CFR Part 77. Aa a regult of a study, the FAA may issue an
advigory recommendation in opposition to the predence of any off-airport
objeck or activity in the viecinity of a public-uase airport thal conflicta
with an airport planning or design atandard or recommendakion., TE yow have
any queotions I may he contacted at (310) 725-3648.

Sincerely,

\/V\/LW PRI N I P
Margle Drilii:é if;j
Aviaticn Planner \5

cc: HE: Todd MoNamee, ARE
pligctor of Airports
County of Ventura
555 Alrport Way,
Camarillo, CA 93010
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74

3726007

ENCLOSURE 2




32807

b. Recommendations,  Other objects that are
desirable to elear, if practicable, are objects that do ot hnve
a sibstantial adyerse effect on the airporl but, if removed,
will enbance operations, These include objects in the
controlled nctivity arca and obsimictions fo aiy navigation
that are not covered i parageply 21 La, espeeinlly those
penelisging an approrch suefca. On o paved ypnway, lhe
appranch surface stars 200 foet (61 m) beyond she area
vsable for takeofl or luuling, whichever is more
demanding. On an unpaved runway, the approacle surface
starts at fhe end of the arca usable for takeofF or Tanding.

242, RUNWAY FROTECTION ZONE (REZ) . The
RPEY iction s to: cn!mlce fhie protectivn of people and-
privperdy it 66 grauad. This is achisved (hrough nirport
owner tontiol over RPZs. Such- cmltml Inelud c!earmg
RYZ: arsns (and niadniaaing Ahen eledc) of ummpalmle
ob_;ec;s_mld ‘setivities,: Control s prefesably exercised
through the agquisition of sufficicnt propedy interest in the
RPZ,

&  Staatdards,

{1} R¥Z Conflgurntion/Lacation, The IXPZ is
trapezoidal in shape and centeréd abowt the extended
runway ceieriing. The cenfral portion and controlled
aclivily nrea the two components of tho RPZ (see
Figure 2-3). The RPZ dimension for o particutor runwny
end is o fhnction of the type of airceafl and approach
visibibity minimum associated witl that runway end. Table
24 provides ‘standard dimensions for RPZs. Other thon
with a sipeciat application of déolared distonces, the RPZ
bepins 200 fect (60 m) beyord the end of the area nsable
for takeoff or landing. With o specinl application of
declared distanies, see Appendix £4, approach and
depatiaire RPZs are required for each roiway end.

(a) ‘The Central Portlon of the RPZ, The
cenieal portion of the RPZ extends from the baginiing to
tlse end of the RPZ, centered on the minway centerline. Its
width is cqual to the width of the munway OFA (sce
Figure 2-3).  Porogeaph 307 contains the dimensionat
standnrds for the OFA.

(1) The Controlled Activity Area. The
controlied netivity aren is the portion of the RPZ to the
sides of the central poetion of tlie RPZ.

Chap 2

aids. A emublle pakag figilitted

poriion " af i RPZ:

AC 150/3300-13 CHO 11

(2) Land Use, Tn adéition to the criteria specified in
paragmph 211, the [ollowing land use criteria apply within
the RPZ;

(z) While it is desirable to. clear afl cbjees
frosn the RPPZ, some uses sre peonitied, provided they do
not alteact witdlife (see parageaph 202.8., Wildlife Hazards,
and Appendix 17 for dimensional standacds), are ouside of
the Ronway OFA, and do not interfere with ravigational
allhough 'dlsc maged

ae iucnled omsxde £ the -cotral
Fugl starage facililies may nol be
tocuted jn the RPZ,

W L;\n«l nses prohibised: fron the: RP?_ e

‘othier "viges -with sliillar nécntmﬁons ‘of persony’ lypll‘y
filaces of publie aisenibli,)- Puel storage facilifies may not
be lecnted in the RPZ.

b, Recommendations, Where it is detennined to be
inspracticable for the nirpart owaer to acquire and plan the
Tand uses within the entire RPZ, tho RPZ land use standards
have resonienendation status for that portion of the RPZ pot
conteolled by the airporl awnet.

nsé firport lhat 1
st oF recoimmendation.

213. 10 299. RESERVED

ENCLOSURE 3
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distance "Y" from nsway centodine, and then sfopes
6 {(horizontal) to 1 (vertical} out 1o a beight of 150 feet
{45 m) above the established airport elevation.

B InU.S. customary units,
He = 53 - 0.53¢8,.0) - 0.0022(E...) and distance
Yo = 440 + 1.08(8,.) - 0.024(Ex}.

2)  InShunils,
Huo = 16 0,13(8.00) 0.002E,....} nnd distanee
Ve © 132+ LOB(50n0) - 0.024(Eeic)

3y 8 is equal to (e most
demanding wingspun of the nirplanes usivg the ninway and
E is equal to the ranway threshold elevation above sea
leve). Beyond the distance "Y" frons rnway conlerine the

imer-jransitional CAT AN OFZ surface is identival 1o that
forthe CAT 1 OFZ.

A, Preclsion,.  QFZ.  The Precision Obstacle
Free Zone {POTZ) &5 defined 43 a volune of airspace above
an aren beginning at the runway threshold, at the theeshold
elevalion, and centered on the extended mnway centerline,
200 Teet {G0n) long by 800 fzet (240m) wide, Ses figure 3-
6.

The surface is in effect only when all of the following
operational conditigns are met:

{0

{2) Reporied ceiling  below 250 feet andfor
visibility less fhan ¥ statute mile (or RVR
batowr 4000 fzet)

(3) An nircrall pn final appronch within two (2)
miles of'thic mmway threshuld.

—

Vertically guided approach

When the POFZ is in clfect, a wing of an aircrall holding
on a laxiway wailing Tor runway elearance ynay pencieate
the POFZ; however neither the fuselage nor the tail may
infringo on the M'OFZ,

The POFZ is applicable at all nmway ends inetuding
displaced thresholds,

Mote: POFZ takes efftet nio later than Fanuaey 1, 2007 for
all hwpway ends at swhich it applies.

“nylgalon or airsraft grouAd maraivering yittposes se not
1054 placed i'the OAY This includes parked airplanes

Chap 3

AC 150/5300-13 CHG &

and spricullural pperations.  Tables3-1, 3-2, and 33
speeify the standdnd dimensions of the mnway OFA.
Bitéiiston :F- A0 OFA boyond the standnid: keinplly 30 {he
maximn-extait feisiblais encovraged; See figire 24,
308. CLEARWAY STANDARDS, The cleanway (Sco
figure 3-7) is a cleaily defined area comyected ta asid
extending boyond the musway end available for completion
of the takeoff operation of turbine-powercd airplanes. A
clsarwvay increases the allownble afrplane operaling takeolf
weight without increasing runway fengtlt.

n. Dinensions. The cloarway nmust be at Jeast
500 fect (150 m) wide centored on the mnway ceateiline,
The practicat limit for clearway lengtly is 1,000 foet (300 10).

h. g ang e. The cleanvay plang
slopes upward with a slope riot greater tham 1.25 percent,

¢, Clearing, Except for threshald lights no
hipliee than 26 inches (66 cm) and lucated ofF the mnway
sides, no objeet or terrain may protude through the
clearway plane. The area over which the clearvy lies need
not e suitable for stopping sircmlt in the cvent of an
aborted takeolT.

d. Coutol.  An airport owner fnteiested in
providing a clearway should be aware of the requirement
that the olearway be under its conteof, although not
necessarily by direct ownership.  The purpose of such
contrel 35 to cnsnfe fhat no fixed or movable objoct
penetmtes the elearway plane during a takeofT operation.

0.  Nolificalion. When a cleanway is provided,
the clearway lengih and the declared distances, as specificd
in oppendix 4, paragraph 7, shall be provided in the
AlmportFocility Direetory {and Tn the  Acronaudical
TIriformation Publication (AIP), Tor interntions! airports)
for cach operational direction.

309, STOPWAY STANDARDS. A stopway is an area
boyond the takeoff minwway, centered on the cxtended
runway centerling, and designated by e airport owner for
use in decélerating an airplane during an aborted takcof¥. It
must be at least as wide sis the nisway and able fo support
an aimlane during sn aborted takeolf without causing
structural damnge to the airplane. -Their kimited use and
high construction cost, when compared to a Tull-strength
ronwiay that is usablo in both dircoiions, makes their
construction fess cost effective, See figure 3-8, When a
slopway is provided, the stopway length and the dectared
distances, as specificd in nppendix 14, parageaph 7, shall be
provided i the AhpowTaeitity Directory {and in the
A¢ronauticnd Inforination  Publication for Entemational
airpors) for cach opstational direction,

23
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July 20, 2011

Mr. Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard

General Services Deparlment

300 West Third Street, 2™ Floor
Oxnaxrd, CA 93030

Oxnard hirport - Lekter of NHon-Concurrence
Proposed Campus Park Development
Baskebball Court, West Parking Lot, Skate Park and Varioug Light Poles

Dear Mr. Henderson:

the federal Aviation Administration (FAR) Alrports Bivision has cowpleltec its
review of several Obstruclbion Evaluation (OB} airspace studies based upon
submittals wmade by your office on behall of the Cilty of Oxnaxd, on FARL Form
7460-1, Notice of Propesed Construction or Alteration. The submilttals
proposeé the construckion of several facilities located at the old Oxnard High
School site. This lebter specifically addresses Lhose directly related to
the basketball courk, a skate park, Lbhe wesl parking lob near the basketball
court, light poles for the parking lot along with several others in support
of the baskelball court, track/football field and skate park. The
construction is part of the cities new development known as “Campus Park”,
Several other Facilities have been identified forx vonstruction including a
new football/multipurpese tield, soccer [fields, baseball fields, and a
running track. Other ancillary facilivies include restroom buildings, more
parking lots, dugouts, bhleacher seating Ffor public viewing, bullpen sealing
Cor teams, several lighting poles, a meandering walking track, filkhess
equipment area and landscaping to include Lrees.

Tha location of Lhe subject developmenl is dirsctly east of the property
boundary of Oxnard Airport starting at K Stresk. The property is also hound
by 2™ Street to the north, H Street on the eastern boundary and 5% Street ko
the south, “The entire parcel lies directly under the approach Lo Runway 2%
of the Osnard Airporl. The K Street properly line for the development is
approximately 17687 from the cepterline of Runway 2575 Chreshold. The
mldfield area of khe soccer and baseball Flelds lie approximately 24747 from
the runway centerline threshold.

Neaely the entire development will lie within the Runway Protection Zobe
{RP%) as depicted on Bnelooure (1} and your submitted “Preliminary Site
Plan”, Enoloeure (2). 1L is sometimes referred to as “Clear Zones”, It will
traverse through what the agency design standards call the Object Free Arvea
(OFA) whlch is the Cenbral Porlion of Lhe Runpway Protection Zone (RPZ) of
Runway ©7/2%, Enclosure {3), Figure 2-3. When aircraft are in distress;
either just after take-off or on final approach to the airport, this is the

7



area Liwey btend to go down in.  ‘fhe FAA places a high value on the protection
of people on the ground, ‘herefore our standards reflect this intention. In
acgordance with FAA Advisory Cireular (AC) Adrport Design, 150/5300-13

Change 11, the function of the RPZ is toe enhance the protection of people and
proparty on the around, Thi s done throogh alcpoct own of the
RP%, if possible, in order to clear the area of incompalible cbiects and

ivi . The current design in Enclesurs 1, places most of the entilze

X n the RPZ with several activities that have high concenbrations of
people, This places your design in conflict with ovr FAA design standards.
The RPY% is traperzoidal in shape and begins 200 feet beyond the end of the
areas usable for takeoff aod lancing. “The RPZ is comprised of 2 components,
the “Central Portion of the RPLY, as menbioned above, which is equal to the
width of the Runway Object Free hArea {ROFA), and the “Conbrolled Activity
Area” (S8ee Enclosure (3). Our airspace case review iLs therefore divided inro
two seckbions. One section evaluates the proposal’s effect on the “Central

<a3vral

Prers

TOGYLLoNn Area wEXY and Lhe obher section @valualbées the propusil’s effeci on
the RPZ “Controlled Activity Area”. DPlease nobe Lhat a copy of MG can be
Tound at

Cfaa,gov/airportsiblairirariic/al
ge keyword of YAlrpoyt Design” and op
changes 1 through 11,

SECTION ONHE

Central Pourtion of Lhe RPZ: The Central Portion of the RPZ combined with the
Cbject lree hArea (OFA) ig defined as thal rectangular area which is centered
2500 feel long by G600 feal wide starting 200" Bast cof the existing runway end
of Runway 23, on exbended centerline as in accordance with AC 150/5300-13,
Changes 8 and 11, Paragraphs 212 and 307 (Enclosure {4) and Figure 2-3
[Enclosure {3). I have highlighted the locatbion of this boundary on your site
plan.

Per AC 150/4300-13, Change 13} Paragraph 212.,a. {2){a) Land Use, “While it is
desirable to clear all objects from the RPY, some ases are permitted,
prrwirlr | rimy An nar ateract wildlife, ars ontzine af the Ruanway 0O
not intecfere with navigational aids. Automobile parking facilities,
alehough discouraged, may be permitted, provided the pavking facilities and
any asgoclated appurtenances, in addition to meeting all of the preceding
conditions, are located outside of the cenktral portion of the RPZ?. The wesat
parking lot, basketball court, Skata Park and several of your lighting poles
ara all loecated within this critical area as depicted on tha “Bita Plan®,

and dn

rurtiiey clarification on clearing rogquirements is found within Paragraph 307.
“Except where precluded by other clearing standards, it is acceplbable Lo
place objeclks thal need to be lecated in the O¥A for air navigation or
alrcraft ground manewvering purposes and to taxi and hold aircraft is the
ora.  Objects non-essenitial Lor air pavigation or aircraft ground maneuvering
purposgs are not o be placed in the OFA.  Extension of the OFA beyond the
standard length Lo Che maximuwm extent feasible Ls encouraged.”

Based upon Lhe information submitted by Lhe city, our airspace reviews
indicate Uhai the propoesed project site will intarseclt Runway 2575 BPZ Hunway
Object Free Area (ROFA} at approximaltely 1760°due Hast of Runway 255 rumway
end on genterline and will extend to approximately 24747 due east of Runway
07/24' s exlbended centerline; encompassing the entire width. Our analysis has
determived bthat the proposal is not acceptable when our airport design
standards are applied. fThe FAA Airpoxts Division therxafore objacte to tha

78



propesal and the proposed activities becausa the project traversas/intersects
through the entire 800’ wide Runway Objact Frae Area/Contral Portion of tha
RPZ of Runway 07/25., Several specified proposed aclivities are contrary to
the protection of paople and property on the ground due Le their high
nongenkration of paonle. The proatact introduges saveral solid chjacte sech
as buildings, light polea, backstops and trees that due to their presence
create objects to aircraft that maybe in distraess on approach or daparture
from Runway 07/25 which we find as not a compatible land use due to theirx
close proximity in conjunction with aviation operations at Oxnard Airport.

The following OE cases apply: Z2011-AWP-
1673, 1674, 1675, 2719, 2122, 2023, 2124, 27162, 2163, 2764, 27165, 2766, 2767, 2760, 2769~
Of,

SECTION TWO

RP% Controlled Activiby Area: ®Tthe contrelled activity area is the portion
of the RP% beyond and to the sides of the Runway Objeck Free Area,” as in

accordance with AC 150/5300-13, Change 8, Paragraph 212 a. (1){b} and Figure
2-3." Further clarification of runway design rationale for clearance criteria
within RPZ's is also Found within Appendizx 8, paragraph 8 (See BEnclosure (5).

Bagsed upon the information submibted, the alrspace studies were reviewad and
we applied our guideline criterion cited above. The £inal analysis has
determined that the proposal is nok considered acceptable for this airspace
review. The FAR Airporbts Diviaion objects to the propesal becausa the
proposal is contrary Lo our design eriterion for objects being in the
controlled astivity area of tha RPZ and is not considered a compatible land
use development. Our airport design standards recommend that <lear zones be
kept free of structures and any development which would create a place of
public assembly.

the property wader the approach and departure is acreage the couwnlky shouid be
copsidering for purchase and could utilize Airport Improvement Program {(ALR
funding to assist in thia accomplishment.  Placement of this project withip
the BPY is not practical, as this does not provide an enbancement bto the
protection of people and property on Che ground, Lt is more desirable bo
clear the entire RPZ of all aboveground objecks,

This determination concerna the effect of the proposed development on the
safe and efficient use of navigable airspaca by aircraft and does not relieve
our airport sponsor, Ventura County Dept of Alrports, of its compliance
responsibilities relating to ivs obligations under airport grant assurances
20 (llazard Removal and Mitigation) and 21 (Compatible Land Use) nor any law,
ordinance, or regulation of any Federal, Stalte, or local government body.

The studiss did not include any envirenmental revipw to determine whether the
propesed development is environmentally acceptable.  This determicacion does
nel indicabe PAA approval or disapproval of the actual physical development
involved in the propogal .  FAA studies existing and proposed objects and
activities, hoth off and on public-use airports, with respect to theiv effect
wpon the safe and efficient use of bhe airports and the safety of persons and
properky on the ground. These objects need not be obsktructions to air
navigation, as defined in 14 CFR part 77, any study, Lthe

Ah

off—afrport gbhiject or actiwv

o y in the viciniby of a public-use airport Lhat
onflicts with an airport

ming oy design standaxd or recomuenda
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ILf you have any guestions { may be contacted at (310) 725-3628.

Sincerely,
Original Signed By
Margio Drilling

Margie Drilling
Aviation Plammer

ce: M. Todd McNamee, AAE
Directar of Alcports
Counkty ef Ventura
595 Abrport Way,
Camarillo, CA 93010
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AC 150/5300-13 CHG 11

*

¥,

3-3 for dlmenaions R, @

Seo Table 2-5 for
dlinonslon wl‘ Wz. L

2, Hoe Tables 3~1 thxough

ROTB:

1.

Figure 2-3, Runway protection zone

ENCLOSURE 3
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b, Recopaendations,  Other objects that ase
desirable to clear, if practicable, are objeets that do not have
a substantial adverse effect on the airport but, if renoved,
witl enhance operations. These include objects i the
contralled activily aren and obstmetions to air navigation
that are not covered in paragrapls 20 La, especially those
penclsating an approach surface. On a paved runway, the
approacl) sarface stacts 200 feet (61 m) beyoad the ares
usable for takeoff ov [lnnding, whichever is more
demanding. On an vapaved ranway, the approach sucface
stavts ot 1he end of the aren usabie for takeoMor Banding.

FONE (RPE), - The

RP’Zs
properly on thc ‘wiound.” This is achieved tlnougil alrpost

g thent-cla} of incompatible.
Conirol is pmfuably exereised
lhroug,h the nequisition of sufficient propery intesest i the
RPZ,

A, Standards.

(1) BPZ Conliguration/Lecation. The RPZ is
teapezoidal in shape and ceatered about the extended
sunway centedine. The conteal portion and controlled
activity aren 1he 1wo components of the RPZ (sce
Flgure 2-3). The RPZ dimension for a particular ruway
end is a function of the typs ol aireralt and approach
visibiliey-nsinimum associated with that ranway end. Table
2-4 provides standard dimensions for RPZs, Other than
with a special spplication of deelared distances, the RPZ
begins 200 foet (60 m) beyond the end of the area usable
for takeoli or landing,  With a special application of
declared distances, sec Appeidix 14, sepavate approaeh and
departee RPZs ave requited for each minway end.

%) 'Fhe Central Portion of the RPZ. ‘The
cenlrat portion of the RPZ extends front the beginning to
the end of the RPZ, centered on {hie sunway centérline. [ts
widih is equal kv the widih of the ranway OFA (sce
Figure 2-1).  Pacagraph 307 contains the dimensional
standards for the OFA.

(B The Contralled Activity Area.  The

conliolled aetivily wea is the porion of the R 1o e
giddes 0f the central poution of the RPZ.

Chap 2

fuiz) il 18 1 cnh'mcc thie profection nf people

“plates GEpiebi o agsémibly:y ¥

AC 1504530013 CHG L

(2) Land Use. In addition to the eritevia specified in
paragraph 21, the following Jand use eriteria apply within
the RI'Z:

(@ While it is.deésirable to:glear il objeets
from ihe -RPZ;-some uses are penmitted, provided Lhey do
nat aticact wikdtife (sce paragraph 202.8., JWildlife Huzaids,
and Appendix 17 for dimensional standards), are outside off
the Rusiway Ol A, and do ot interfere with pavigational
aids. Aulam pﬁrkmg, fﬂcﬂmcs, 'ﬂlhnugh dlscoumged

d appuﬂcn'mces.
P i ndilions, are. Jo f

pomon of tie RIEL: Fuel storngc fcilitios may not be
located in the RPZ.

s of " persons lyp:fy
Puck storage facililics may not
be locatéd in the RPZ,

L. Reconumendations, Where it is delennined to be
impraclicable for the aimport owner o acquire and plan the
Larict uses within e entive RPZ, the RPZ land use standasds
Ixave recoramendation slatus for that portion of the RIZ not
controlied by Hhe sisport ewner.

213, to 299, RESERVED

1%

(b) Lnnd uscs pro]ublled froni the REZ age.

ENCLOSURE 4
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distance "Y" from runway centerline, wd then slopes
G {heszontal) to 1 {ventical) oul 1o a leigld of 150 feol
{15 m) above the established aivpor elevation,

1y In 118, customary wnits,
Fle = 33 - 00 35,0~ 0.0022(E,,,) and distance
Yo 440 1+ LOB(S,.) - 0.024(F,.).
25 1o 81 unils,
Flone = 16~ 0.13{5.0.,)- 0.002%E.....) and distanee
Yoma = E32 4 L0850} - 0.024(E,

B 5 s equal 10 lhe most
demanging wingspan of the airplanes using the runway and
£ is cqual o the runway threshold clevation above sca
tevel. Beyond the distance "Y" from ramvay centetting the
inner-teansitionat CA'T U/H QFZ, surfuce is identical 1o that
for the CAT 1 OFZ.

d. Precision  QFY, ‘Fhe Precision Obstacle
Free Zone (POFZ) is delined as a volume of airspacs above
an arc beginning at the runway threshold, af the thieshold
elevation, and centered on the extended rsway centerding,
200 feet (6GOm) long by 800 feet (240m) wide. See ligare 3+
6.

The surface is in effest only when all of the follewing
operational corditions are mek:

€)]
(2

Vartically guided approach

-

Reported  ceiling  below 250 feet  andlor
visibitity less than % statute mile {or ILVE
below 4000 feet)

[&]

-

A airerall on Onal appreach within two (2}
miles of the runway ireshotd.

When the POFZ is in eftict, a wing of an airecall Twlding
on 4 laxiway waiting for rupnwvay clearpuce may peneteate
the DPOTZ; however neither the fuselage noy the il may
infiinge on the POFZ.

Fhe POFZ is applicable az all nonway ends dncluding
displaced thresholds.

Note: POFZ takes effett no later fhan Fanvary 1, 2007 for
all amway cixds at which it applies.

ceiler]

Chap 3

ARTAT TFS siiiway objéct free.
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and agricuttural operations.  ‘Fables 3-1, 3-2, and 3.3
specify the standard dimensions of the nmway OFA.
ixterision. of e OTA beyond- the standard lengll fo: the
sy extent Teasible'is endotinged " See ligare 2.3,

CLEARWAY STANDARDS. The clearvay (See

308,
figure 3-7) is o clearly defined aren conneeled to and
extending beyond the rumway end available Tor completion
of e fnkeoll operation of irbine-powered airplanes, A
elearway increnses the allowable aiane operating takeoll
welght witheut increasing rowway length,

a. Eimensions. The cleasway musl be at least
500 feet (£SO m) wide cenlered on the rinwny centerline,
The practical limit for clearway Teogth & 1,000 feet (300 m).

b.  Clearway Plane Slopg. The clearway plane

stopes upward with a slope not preater than 1,25 percent.

c.  Cleaing,  Except for threshold dights no
highier than 26 nches (66 ¢ and located off the rmnway
sides, no ohject or lorrain may protrade through the
cloarsay plang, The area aver witich the clearway fies need
not be suitable for stepping airerall in the evert of an
aburted fakeof,

A Conugl-  An aieporl owner intercsled i
providing a clearway should be aware of e requirement
that the clearway be wnder ils control, although ot
necessarily by direct ownership.  The purpose of such
contral is 1o enswre But no fiseif or wovable object
penetrales the cleanway plae during a fakeolf operation.

¢ Mofification.  When a clearway is provided,
the clearwvay length and the declored distances, as specified
in appendix 14, paragraph 7, shall e provided in the
Adrportffacilily  Divectory (and I the  Acronautical
tnformation Publicition (ATP), for international airporis)
forr cacle aperational direction,

IO STODWAY STANDARDS. A sippway is iy area
beyond ke takeofl runway, centered on the extended
rumway cenlerline, and desiprated by the aiport owaer for
use in deselerating an afiplane during an aborted takeoll. 1
must be al Jeast as wide as the rumvay and able to suppont
wn aieplane duting an aborted takeofT without cavsing
streetural dankage 1o the afiptane. Fheir indted use and
high construction cost, when compared to a full-strengih
yamvay that is usable in_both divections, makes their
constiuction lesy cost effective, Sce fgure 3-8, Whew a
stapway is provided, the stopway length and e declaved
distances, as specified in appendix 14, paragraph 7, shalt be
provided it the Alrport/Facility Dircetory {and in the
Acronautical _ Information  Publication  for intersutional
anporls} for cach operational direction.
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DEPARTMENT OF AIRPORTS Bt IV
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555 Altport Way ¢ Camarilto, CA 93010 & {805) 388-4274 ¢ Fax: {D0OS5) 380-4366

March 217, 2011

Michael Henderson

City of Oxnard, General Sevices Dept,
305 W 39 5t

Oxnard, CA 93030

Re: Comments on Campus Park Development, Oxnhard, GA

Dear Mr. Henderson,

The City of Oxnard has requested review and recommendations concerning the above
referenced proposal. The proposed project is the redevelopment of the old high school
parcel directly under the approach to the Oxnard aiport and primarily within the Runway
Protection Zone (RPZ) for the airport, although some of the development does occur
outside of the RPZ (please see attachad site map).

The Counly of Ventura Department of Airports, the Ventura Gounty Aviation Advisory
Comimission, and the Oxnard Airport Authorily have had an opportunity fo review the
proposed-development known as "Campus Park" and find i to be inconsistent with the
Ventura Gounty Comprehensive Land Use Plan (ACLUP), and therefore object to the
proposed use, Anrport staff has reviewed the proposed development and finds that the
project, as proposed, is not consistent with the Airport Gomiprehensive Land Use Plan
{ACLUP). The recreational use within the RPZ is considared an unacceptabia land vse
per Table 68 (attached).

We appreciate that the City has taken sieps to design the park in 2 manner that
minimizes the negative impact on the airport approach, and that you have included staff
in design review meetings. The proposed design does improve prior-and existing uses

- by removing a majority of the buildings in the RPZ, and moving the track and bleachers
further gouth away from the runway extended centarline and partially outside the RPZ.
The desigh does, however, leave some existing buildings within the RPZ (southwest
cornar of davelopment) and provides for a new parking lot, both of which are in conflict
with FAA design standards,
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City of Oxnard —~ Michael Henderson
Campus Park

March 21, 2011

Page 2

Should the City proceed with the Park by the City Council overriding the Airport
Authorily, we respectfully request that you include the following conditions as part of the
approval for the development,

1. The City be required to grant to the County of Ventura-an avigation easement over
the parcel {o include the elements of the Federal Aviation Administration’s Model
Avigation Easement;

2. The City provide an airport/aircrait viewing area along the exercise path for park
visiiors 1o be made aware of and enjoy the aftport and aircraft overflight;

3. The City design all park lighting so as not to interfere with pilot's vision when on
approach fo the Oxnard airport; and

4. The City be required to file a form 7480, “Netice of Proposed Construction” with the
Federal Aviation Administration. (FAA) that enables the FAA 1o review the
development for any hazards to airport/aviation operations.

The above recommendations would serve to provide the future users of the park site
with a greater leve! of disclosure, awareness, and compatibifity for airport operations. It
would also assist us in achiéving the goal of the Oxnard Airport Mission Statement,
which is to foster cooperation with the airpor's neighbois and conduct responsible flight
operations.

in atdition {c the above comments, it is recommended that this proposed development
be reviewed by the Ventura County Airporl Land Use Commission for a finding with
regard to the ACLUP, Additionally, Caltrans Division of Asronautics should have an
opportunity to. review and comment on the proposed deveiopment prior to any action
being taken by the City of Oxnard.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed use and if you have any
questions relating to this matter, please contact me at 805-388-4200.

T,
TODD L. McNAMEE, AAE

Director of Airports

Attachments
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PZ No. 10-500-13, Campus Park
Planning Commission: August 2, 2012

ATTACHMENT K

Analysis of Land Use Intensity



Analysis of Land Use Intensity

According to the Airport Land Use Commission’s staff report (Attachment J, Figure 3) the project
site is within three safety zones that surround the Oxnard Airport: Runway Protection Zone, Outer
Safety Zone, and Traffic Pattern Zone. The following table summarizes the zones as defined by the
Ventura County 4irport Comprehensive Land Use Plan, the Cal Trans California Airport Land Use
Planning Handbook, and the proposed park facilities within each zone.

K Street parking lot;
Northwest corner of gym (E5).

Runway Protection Zone

Runway Protection Zone

Four soccer fields,

QOuter Safety Zone Safety Zone 2 - Two baseball fields,
{future expanded Inner Approach / Departure Basketball courts, Tot lot,
Runway Protection Zone) Zong Northeast corner of gym (E),
Restrooms / concessions.
Football field & track,
Traffic Pattern Zone Safety Zone 6 — Skate park, dog park,

Traffic Pattern Zone Gymnasium (E},

Classroom bldg (E).

The California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook provides guidelines for the maximum
intensity of vse (i.e., numbers of persons per acre), and a quantitative analysis may be conducted in
order to facilitate informed decision-making. Noisc and safety are the two primary airport impact
concerns that have the potential to affect the health, safety and wellare of people within the vicinity
of an airport. The related issues of overflight (noise) and airspace protection (safety) should also be
considered. The Ventura County Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan utilizes a building coverage
formula (i.e., the ‘Building Code method’) to calculate intensity of land use based on the occupancy
rating of proposed structures; whereas the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook provides
guidelines for directly calculating the numbers of persons per acre that may be acceptable.

Safety Zone 1 (Runway Protection Zone)

The California dirport Land Use Planning Handbook recommends prohibiting all new structures
and avoiding almost all land uses except very low-intensity non-residential uses within Safety Zone 1
(Runway Protection Zone). Exceptions may be granted for parking lots and roads provided that FAA
eriteria are satisfied; the following table summarizes the density/intensity guidelines.

Jensitie ntensities \cre
Avg. number of Avg. number of 2x Avg. number of
D.U. per gross acre people per acre people per acre
Rural 0 0 — See Note A 0
Suburban 0 0 — See Note A 0
Urban 0 0 — See Note A 0

Note A: Exceptions may be permitted for agricultural activities, roads, and parking lots
provided that FAA criteria are satisfied.
Source: California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook (Oct. 2011), Figure 4-B, page 4-20.




For the proposed K Street (west) parking lot, the FAA issued two letters stating Determination of No
Hazard to Air Navigation (Acronautical Study Nos. 2011-AWP-1673-OE, 201 [-AWP-1675-OF) on
February 22, 2011, approving the west parking lot as well as the proposed light poles within the lot.
The K Street (west) parking lot may thus be considered to be allowable if FAA criteria are satisfied.

The northwest corner of the existing gym is within the Runway Protection Zone; no other uses are
proposed within the existing Runway Protection Zone. For the gymnasium, the FAA issued a letter
stating Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation (Aeronautical Study No, 201 [-AWP-336-OF)
on February 28, 2011, indicating no opposition to the existing gym. The futurc (ultimate)
configuration of the Runway Protection Zone would expand to include the northerly two-thirds of the
project site, Referring to the expanded Runway Protection Zone, the Airport Land Use Commission
staff report (page 3) states, “It is important to note that the adopted CLUY is in need of updating and
docs not reflect the current, more restrictive, safety zone configuration at Oxnard Airport.”

Safety Zone 2 (Quter Safety Zone)

The Cdlifornia Airport Land Use Planning Handbook rccommends prohibiting group recrcational
activities and other assembly uses within Safety Zone 2 (Outer Safety Zone). The Handbook
recommends allowing non-group recreational uses such as passive parks without sports fields, golf
courses, etc. For urban areas such as the proposed project site, the Maximum Nonresidential
Intensity is 60 to 80 persons per gross acre, on average; the following table summarizes the
density/intensity guidelines.

ensities nsitie
Avg. number of Avg. number of 2x Avg. number of
DU, pergross acre people per acre people peracre |
Rural See Note A 10~ 40 50 -80
Suburban 1 per 10-20 acres 40 - 860 80-120
Urban 0 60 ~ 80 120 - 180

Note A Maintain current zoning if less than density criteria for suburban setting.

Source: California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook (Oct. 2011), Figure 4-C, page 4-21.

Given the area of the project site within Safety Zone 2 (Outer Safety Zone), approximately 20 acres
total that includes the soccer fields and areas east of the K Street parking lot, the maximum average
recommended intensity would be between 1,200 - 1,600 persons in an urban setting.

An analysis of the intensity of use may be conducted using the example of a single soccer field or
baseball ficld, cach totaling approximately 2 acres in size for the playing ficld and spectator areas
surrounding the sidelines. Assuming that there are 100 persons per soccer or bascball field (including
both teams plus spectators for both teams), the average number of persons per acre would be 50 (100
persons / 2 acres = 50 persons/acre). In the case of a bascball field, with spectators and most players
concenirated around a 1.0-acre infield diamond, the maximum per single acre would be 100 persons.
Assuming that all soccer players and spectators arc within the same 1.0-acre area, the maximum per
single acre would be 100 persons. Consideration may also be given to the open and unenclosed
characteristics of the uses, in that the means of cmergeney exiting and egress are not constraints
(such as within an enclosed building or structure).



The intensity of use for the entire area within Safety Zone 2 may be calculated by estimating the total
numbecr of persons at cach facility. Assume the following numbers of persons: 100 persons at each
soccer field, for a total of 400; 25 persons each at the basketball courts, children’s play areas,
pedestrian areas, parking lots, and concessions/restrooms area, for a total of 125; and the baseball
fields are not in use simultancously (assuming all soccer ficlds are in use). The total of 525 persons
would not exceed the Maximum Nonresidential Intensities in the table above. However, the
California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook discourages group recreational fand uses (e.g.,
team sports, league play, etc.).

Safety Zone 6 (Traffic Pattern Zone)

Within Safety Zone 6 (Traflic Pattern Zone), the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook
recommends avoiding stadiums and similar uses with very high intensities, and restricting uses
containing groups of people who have limited mobility (e.g., children’s schools, large daycare
centers, hospitals, nursing homes). For urban areas such as the proposed project site, there is no limit
for the Maximum Nonresidential Intensity, except that stadiums and similar very high-intensity uses
should be avoided. The following table summarizes the density/intensity guidelines.

Avg. number of Avg. number of 4x Avg. number of
1 D.U pergrossacre ____people per acre people per acre
Rural _ | _No Limit~ See Note A 150 —~ 200 600 - 800
Suburban No Limit - See Note A __200-300 800 —1,200
Urban _No Limit — See Note A No Limit ~ See Note B No Limit — See Note B

Source: California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook (Oct. 2011}, Figure 4-G, page 4-25.

In the example of the football field and track with spectator seating, the scating areas will provide
five rows of seats, and not exceed approximately five to six feet above ground level. The proposed
field/track will not contain elevated bleacher seating as may be typically found at a high school
stadium. The field/track sitc area is approximately 2.5 acres in size, and assuming 250 persons total
(25 persons per tcam, plus 100 spectators {or cach teamn per the project Noise Impact Analysis
report), the average density would be approximately 100 persons per acre (250 persons / 2.5 acres =
100 persons/acre). Assuming all 250 persons were grouped together within a one-acre area, the
maximum single acre density would be 250 persons. The total of 250 persons would thus not exceed
the Maximum Nonresidential Intensities or Maximum Single Acre in the table above.

Maximuin Intensity of Use

For an example of maximum use of the park, one eould assume the following: all four soccer ficlds
being utilized (e.g. 100 persons per field); tootball field or track (e.g., 250 persons max.); skate park,
basketball courts, tot lots, and dog park (e.g., 25 persons each); existing gymnasium (e.g., 500
persons max.); other pedestrians and joggers (e.g., 25 persons); and park employees and maintenance
staff (e.g., 25 persons). The total number of persons in the park would be 1,300 people (1006(4) + 250
-+ 100 -+ 500 + 25 + 25 = 1,300). The average density would be approximately 43 (1300 persons / 30
acres = 43.3) persons per acre. Without the gym being utilized, the maximum would be 800 persons,
and the average density would be approximately 28 (800 persons / 28 acres = 28.6) persons per acre.



The ‘parking mcthod” may also be used to estimate the number of persons that may occupy the site,
according to the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook (Appendix G). The conceptual
site plan shows a total of 427 parking spaces. Assuming all 427 spaces are oecupied and using an
average of 1.5 persons per vehicle (per Appendix G of the California Airport Land Use Planning
Handbook), the total number of persons would be 641 on the site.

Avigation Hasement

The proposed project will dedicate an avigation easement to Ventura County for the Oxnard Airport.
The proposed MND No. 11-01 (see Attachment D) determined that the proposed project will not
bave any potentially significant effects in terms of aircraft overflight, aircraft engine noise (noise will
not exceed 60 dBA CNEL within the park), encroachment into navigable airspace (14 CE¥R Part 77
regulations), glare spillover from park lighting, or unacceptably high risk to public health and safety.
The dedication document will grant to Ventura County sufficient interest to satisfy the requirements
imposed by the FAA to operate the airport, and mitigate any potentially incompatible environmental
impacts (e.g., aircraft overflight, use of airspace, noise or vibration from aircrafl). Mitigation
measures I-1 through 1-4 in MND No. 11-01 will prevent any other conflicts in terms of navigable
airspace and aircralt operations. The Adircraft Hazard & Land Use Risk Assessment report prepared
for the project (sec Appendix ITin MND No. 11-01) discusses the safety aspect and risk of ofl-airport
accidents.
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RESOLUTION NO. 2012 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
OXNARD APPROVING PLANNING & ZONING PERMIT NO. 10-500-13
(SPECIAL USE PERMIT) TO ALLOW THE RUEDEVELOPMENT O THE
FORMER OXNARD HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO A NEW COMMUNITY
PARK (“CAMPUS PARK”) ON A 30-ACRE PROPERTY, AND ADOPTING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION NO. [1-0I FOR THE PROJECT,
LOCATED BETWEEN SECOND & FIFTH STREETS AND ‘H’ & ‘K’ STREETS,
SUBJECT TO CERTAIN FINDINGS AND CONDITIONS. FILED BY THE CITY
OF OXNARD, GENERAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT, 300 WEST THIRD
STREET, OXNARD CA 93030.

WHERIEAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Oxnard has considered an application for
Planning & Zoning Permit No. 10-500-13, filed by the City of Oxnard, General Services
Department, inaccordance with Sections 16-530 through 16-553 of the Oxnard City Code;
and

WHERIEAS, on June 21, 2012, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing and received
cvidence in favor of and opposed to the application for a special use permit to redevelop the
former high school campus into a new community park; and

WLHEREAS, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Aet, the Planning
Commission considered the project Initial Study and supplemental analysis, logether with
any comments received during the public hearing process, finds on the basis of the whole
record before it that with the imposition ol mitigation measures as conditions of approval,
there is no substanttal evidence that the project will have a significant ctfect on the
environment, {urther finds that the Initial Study reflects the independent judgment of the
City, and adopts the Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring/Reporting
Program; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has held a public hearing at which it received and considered
oral and written {estimony on the Initial Study and supplemental analysis to Mitigated
Negative Declaration No. 11-01 for the proposed project; and

WHEREAS, Mitigated Negative Declaration No. 11-01 included a Noise Impact Analysis report and
a Aircraft Hazard & Land Use Risk Assessment report, both of which provided data
demonstrating that the proposed project if approved will not pose unacceptably high risks to
the health, safety, and welfare of the residents, workers and visitors that will utilize the
proposed park; and

WHEREAS, the comments of the Planning Commissioners, members of the public, and interested
groups and ageneies have been adequatcly responded to; and



Resolution No, 2012 -
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WHEREAS, the documents and other materials that constitute the record of proceedings upon which
the decision to adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration is based are located in the Planning
Division of the City of Oxnard, and the custodian of the record is the Planning Manager; and

WHEREAS, said special use permit was referred to various public utility companies, City
departments and the Development Advisory Conimittee for recommendations; and

WIERLEAS, said special use permit was referred to the Oxnard Airport Authority, Ventura County
Airport Land Use Commission, California Division of Aeronautics, and Federal Aviation
Administration for recommendations; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission f{inds, after due study, deliberation and public hearing, that
the following circumstances exist:

I. The proposed use 1s in conformance with the General Plan and other adopted
policies of the City of Oxnard.

2. The proposed use will not adversely affect or be materially detrimental to the
adjacent uses, buildings or structures or to the public health, safety or general
welfare,

3. The site for the proposed use 1s adequate in size and shape to accommodate the

setbacks, parking, landscaping, and other City standards except as may be
specifically excepted by the special findings and conditions of this resolution.

4. The site for the proposed use will be served by streets and highways adequate in
width and structure to carry the kind and quantity of traffic such use will
generate.

5. The site for the proposed use will be provided with adequate sewerage, water, fire

protection and storm drainage facilities.

6. The proposed use will not pose unacceptably high risks to the health, safety, and
welfare of the residents, workers, and visitors that will utilize the community
park.

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission finds that the applicant agrees with the necessity of and
accepts all elements, requirements, and conditions of this resolution as being a reasonable
manner of preserving, protecting, providing for, and fostering the health, safety, and welfare
of the citizenry in general and the persons who work, visit or live in this development in
particular.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commission of the City of Oxnard
hereby approves this permit subject to the following conditions. The decision of the Planning
Comimission is final unless appealed in accordance with the provisions of Section 16-545 of
the Oxnard City Code.
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STANDARD CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
FOR LAND USE PERMITS

Note: The abbreviations below identify the City department or division responsible for determining
compliance with these standard conditions. The first department or division listed has responsibility
for compliancc at plan check, the second during inspection and the third at final inspection, prior to
issuance of a certificate of occupancy, or at a later date, as specified in the condition. If more than one
department or division is listed, the first will check the plans or inspect the project before the second
confirms compliance with the condition. The italicized code at the end of cach condition provides
internal information on the source of each condition: Some are standard permit conditions (e.g. G-1)
while some are taken from environmental documents (e.g. MND A4-2),

B DEPARTMENTS AND IMVISIONS
CA | City Altorney PL. | Planning Division
DS | Dev Scrvices/Eng Dev/inspectors TR | Traffic Division
PD | Police Department B Building Plan Checker
SC | Source Control FD | Fire Department
PK | Public Works, Landscape Design CE [ Code Compliance

GENERAL PROJECT CONDITIONS

1. This permit is granted for the property described in the application on file with the Planning
Division, and may not be transferred from one property to another, (PL, G-1).

2. This permit is granted for the plans dated May 18, 2012 (“the plans™) on file with the Planning
Division. The project shall conform to the plans, except as otherwise specified in these
conditions, or unless a minor modification to the plans is approved by the Planning and
Environmental Services Manager (“Planning Manager™) or a major modification to the plans is
approved by the Planning Commission. A minor modification may be granted for minimal
changes or increascs in the extent of use or size of structures or of the design, materials or
colors of structures or masonry walls. A major modification shall be required for substantial
changes or increases in such items. (PL, G-2)

3. This permit shall automatically become null and void 36 months from the date of its issuance,
unless Developer has diligently developed the proposed project, as shown by the issuance of a
grading, foundation, or building permit and the construction of substantial improvements. (L,
G-3)

4. By commencing any activity related to the project or using any structure authorized by this
permit, Developer accepts all of the conditions and obligations imposed by this permit and
waives any challenge to the validity of the conditions and obligations stated therein. (CA, G-5)
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5. Developer agrees, as a condition of adoption of this resolution, at Developer’s own expense, to
indemnify, defend and hold harmless the City and its agents, officers and employees from and
against any claim, action or proceeding to attack, review, set aside, void or annul the approval
of the resolution or any condition attached thereto or any proceedings, acts or determinations
taken, done or made prior to the approval of such resolution that were part of the approval
process. Developer’s commencement of construction or operations pursuant to the resolution
shall be deemed to he an acceptance of all conditions thercof. (CA, (G-6)

6. Devcloper shall complete the “Notice of Land Use Restrictions and Conditions™ form, using
the form provided by the City, for recording with the Ventura County Recorder. Belore the
City issues building permits, Devcloper shall submit the original completed, signed and
notarized document, together with the required fees to the Planning Manager. (PL, (-8)

7. Developer shall ohtain a building permit for any new construction or modifications to
structures, including interior modifications, authorized by this permit. (B, G-11)

8. Developer shall not permit any combustible refusc or other flammable materials to be burned
on the project property. (FD, G-12)

9. Developer shall not permit any materials classified as flammable, combustible, radioactive,
carcinogenic or otherwise potentially hazardous to human health to be handled, stored or used
on the project property, except as provided in a permit issued by the Fire Chief. (FD, G-13)

PLANNING DIVISION STANDARD CONDITIONS

10.  Any application for a minor modification to the project shall be accompanied by four copies of
plans reflecting the requested modification, together with applicable processing fees. (PL, PL-
2)

PLANNING DIVISION SPECIAL CONDITIONS

11, For any exterior utility meter panels, Developer shall paint such panels to match the structure
upon which it is located. Such panels shall be located to take advantage of screening (e.g.
landscaping or other building elements) from public right-of-ways, to the maximum extent
feasible. (PL, PL-43)

12, Prior to issuance of any building permits subject to review/approval by the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), the developer shall file FAA Form 7460-1, “Notice of Proposed
Construction or Alteration” for each structure that is subject to 14 CFR Part 77 regulations, and
shall provide a copy of the approval letter to the Planning Division prior to building permit
appiroval. (PL)

13.  Developer shall install and maintain a red light(s) on the roof of the existing gymnasium in
accordance with FAA Advisory Circular “70/7460-1 K Change 2’ per the FAA’s
recommendation. (P1.)
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14,

I5.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Developer shall install and maintain a red lighi(s) on ecach high-intensity light pole in
accordance with FAA Advisory Circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2° per the FAA’s
recommendation, (PL)

Any outdoor lighting installed shall be hooded or shiclded to prevent either the spillage of
lumens or reflection into the sky. Outdoor lighting shall be downward facing. (PL)

Developer shall maintain the height of the roof on the existing gymnasium, and any alterations
or additions to the gymnasium structure itself, not to exceed 39 feet above ground level (88 feet
above mean sea level) per the FAA’s requirement (FAA Aeronautical Study No. 201 1-AWP-
336-0F). (PL)

Developer shall install the proposed courtyard roof (to be attached to the existing gymnasium)
with maximum height not to cxceed 25 feet above ground level, and shall comply with the
maximum height limit per FAA Aeronautical Study No, 2011-AWP-335-OF. (PL)

Developer shall revise the landscape plan to provide a palette with new trees having maximum
height at maturity that shall not exceed 80% of the FAA Approach Slope Part 77 Surface (sec
Figure 4 in the Aircraft Hazard & Land Use Risk Assessment report), The maximum allowable
structure height adjacent to K Street was calculated to be 29.7 feet above ground level;
therefore, the maximum allowable height at maturity for new trees west of the soccer fields
shall not exceed 23°9”. The maximum allowable structure height adjacent to H Street was
calculated to be 49.2 feet above ground level; therelore, the maximum allowable height at
maturity for new trees adjacent to I Street shall not exceed 39°4”. (PL, PK)

The following uses shall be prohibited:

a. Any use which would direct a steady light or flashing light of red, white, green, or
amber colors associated with airport operations toward an aircraft engaged in an
initial straight climb following takeoft or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight
final approach toward a landing at an airport, other than an FAA-approved
navigational signal light or visual approach slope indicator.

b. Any use which would cause sunlight to be reflected towards an aiveraft engaged inan
initial straight climb following takeoff or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight
final approach towards landing at an airport.

¢. Any use which would generate smoke or water vapor or which would attract large
concentrations of birds, or which may otherwise affect safe air navigation within the
area, including landscaping utilizing water features, aquaculture, artificial marshes,
and wastewater management facilities.

d.  Any use which would generate electrical interference that may be detrimental to the
operation of aircraft and/or aircraft instrumentation. (PL)

Any ground-level or aboveground water retention or detention basin or facilities shall be
designed so as to provide for a detention period for the design storm that does not exceed 48
hours and to remain totally dry between rainfalls, Vegetation in and around such facilities that
would provide food or cover for bird species that would be incompatible with airport
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

20.

27.

28.

operations shall not be utilized in project landscaping. Trees shall be spaced so as to prevent
large expanses of contiguous canopy, when mature.

Developer shall revise the site plan to comply with City Code §16-623, and install 12 bicycle
parking racks and/or nodes on the project site. Five bicycle racks/nodes are shown on the
proposed site plan, and shall remain placed as indicated. A minimum of seven additional bike
racks shall be installed in the vicinity of the soccer fields in the northeast quadrant of the site,
to be placed according to the direction of the Planning Manager or designee. The additional
bike racks/nodes shall be shown on the construction drawings prior to issuance of a
building/engineering permit. (PL)

Developer shall revise the site plan to comply with City Code §16-624, and install nine
motorcycle parking spaces on the project site. The revised motoreycle parking spaces shal] be
shown on the construction drawings prior to issuance of a building/engineering permit. (PL)

Developer shall revise the site plan to comply with handicap parking requirements contained in
Title 24 of the California Building Code, and install a minimum of nine and maximum of 18
handicap parking spaces on the project site. The revised handicap parking spaccs shall be
shown on the construction drawings prior to issuance of a building/engineering permit. (PL)

Developer shall post a sign at each point of pedestrian entrance into the park that states, “It
shall be a misdemeanor for any person to release or fly, or cause to be released or flown, any
moored balloon, kite, unmanned rocket, or unmanned free balloon which might be ingested by
an aircraft engine or might causc a pilot’s view of the airport and zone approach to be
obstructed, or which could be used to suspend an object capable of endangering airborne
aircraft or impairing a pilot’s vision (California Public Utilities Code §21646)”. (PL)

The pathway and landscaping easterly of the proposed synthetic football field, and westerly of
the proposed dog park, shall be redesigned and/or revised to provide for defensible space.
Defensible space through environmental design includes sufficient security lighting,
appropriate low-level landscaping, adequate visibility, natural surveillance, and multiple means
of egress in the event of an emergency. (PL)

Developer shall arrange for materials collection during construction, demolition, and
oceupancy with the City's Environmental Resources Division or Developer shall arrange for
self-hauling to an authorized facility. '

Aesthetics

All park lighting shall be designed so as not to interfere with pilot’s vision when on approach
to or deparfure from the Oxnard Airport. (PL, MND A-1)

Lach luminaire assembly on cach 25-foot and 40-foot high-intensity light pole shall be fitted
with a permanent shaped canopy installed by the manufacturer in order to contain significant
glare to within the physical boundaries of the project site. (PL, MND 4-2)
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29,

30.

32.

33.

35.

36.

Each high-intensity luminaire assembly will be installed on the light poles to be oriented
downward and contain significant glare and illumination within the project boundaries. (PL,
MND A-3)

When the activity areas with high-intensity lights are not in use (e.g. basketball court, skate
park, synthetic football/soccer field and track) the high-intensity lights shall be turned off. (PL.,
MND A-4)

The surface of the skate park shall be an integral-colored concrete (e.g. blue, beige, tan, or
other approved carth-tone color). The surface of the basketball courts shall be a dark color,
such as integral-colored concrete or painted sport coating (e.g. tlat or matte in blue, beige, tan,
or other approved earth-tone color). (PL, MND A4-5)

Air Qualiiy

The developer shall ensure that all construction equipment is maintained and tuned to meet
applicable Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and California Air Resources Board
(CARB)emission requirements. At such times as new emission control devices or operational
modifications are found to be effective, Developer shall immediately implement such devices
or operational modifications on all construction equipment. (PL, MND C-1)

At all times during construction, Developer shall minimize the area disturbed by clearing,
grading, earth moving, or excavation operations to prevent excessive amounts of dust. (PL,
MND C-2)

During construction, Developer shall water the area to be graded or excavated prior to
commencement of grading or excavation operations. Such application of water shall penetrate
sufficiently to minimize fugitive dust during grading activities. (PL, MND C-3)

During construction, Developer shall control dust by the following activities:

a. Alltrucks hauling graded or excavated material offsite shall be required to cover their loads
as requived by California Vehicle Code §23114, with special attention to Sections
231T4(b)(F), (e)2) and (e)}4) as amended, regarding the prevention of such material
spilling onto public streets and roads. '

b. All graded and cxcavated material, exposed soils areas, and active portions of the
construction site, including unpaved onsite roadways, shall be treated to prevent fugitive
dust. Treatment shall include, but not necessarily be limited to: periodic watering;
application of environmentally-safe soil stabilization materials; and/or roll-compaction as
appropriate. Watering shall be done as often as necessary and reclaimed water shall be used
whenever possible. (P1., MND C-4)

During construction, Developer shall post and maintain on-site signs, in highly visible areas,
restricting all vehicular traftic to 15 miles per hour or less. (PL, MND (-5)
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37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

During periods of high winds (i.c. hourly average wind speeds exceeding 30 mph), Developer
shall ceasc all clearing, grading, earth moving, and excavation operations to prevent fugitive
dust from being a nuisance or creating a hazard, ¢ither on-site or off-site. (PL, MND C-6)

‘Throughout construction, Developer shall sweep adjacent streets and roads at least once per
day, preferably at the end of the day, so that any visible soil material and debris from the
construction site is removed from the adjacent roadways. (PL, MND C-7)

All project construction and site preparation operations shall be conducted in compliance with
all applicable Ventura County APCD Rules and Regulations with emphasis on Rule 50
(Opacity), Rule 51 (Nuisance), Rule 55 (Fugitive dust), and Rule 10 (Permits Required). (PL,
MND C-8)

Biological Resources

Prior to issuance of any building, grading, or engineering permits, or any construction activities
or site disturbance, the developer shall retain a qualified consultant to conduct a biological
resources survey and submit a report to the Planning Division. The biological resources
consultant shall coordinate with the Planning Division and the Department of Fish & Game to
determine concurrence with the scope of work, findings and recommendations. Proposed
project activities (including disturbances to vegetation) should take place outside of the
breeding bird season (February 1 — September 1) to avoid take, including disturbances which
would cause abandonment of active nests containing eggs and/or young. If project activities
cannot avoid the breeding bird season, nest surveys shall be conducted and active nests shall be
avoided and provided with a minimum buffer as determined by the biological monitor (the
Department of Fish & Game recommends a minimum 500-foot buffer for all active raptor
nests). Impact evaluation shall also include such elements as migratory butterfly roost sites and
neo-tropical bird and waterfowl stop-over and staging sites. The developer shall be required to
submit a report documenting the findings of the site survey to the Planning Division for review
and approval. The site survey shall be conducted within 30 days of the beginning of any
grubbing/grading activity. California Fish and Game Code sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3513
prohibit take of birds and their active nests, including raptors and other migratory nongame
bitds as listed under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (50 CFR Section 10.13).
(PL)

Culrural Resources

Developer shall contract with a qualified archacologist to conduct a Phase [ cultural resources
survey of the site prior to issuance of any grading permits. The survey shall include: an
archacological and historical records scarch through the California Historical Resources
Information System at CalState Fullerton; and 2) a field inspection of the project site. Upon
completion, the Phase 1 survey report shall be submitted to the Planning Division for
compliance verification. A copy of the contract for these services shall be submitted to the
Planning Manager for review and approval prior 1o initiation of the Phase  activities.
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43,

44,

45.

46.

47.

48,

The contract shall include provisions in case any cultural resources are discovered onsite. In the
event that any historic or prehistoric cultural resources are discovered, work in the vicinity of
the find shall be halted immediately. The archaeologist shall evaluate the discovery and
determine the necessary mitigations for successful compliance with all applicable regulations.
Developer or its successor in interest shall be responsible for paying all salaries, fees and the
cost of any futurc mitigation resulting from the survey. (PL, MND E-1)

Developer shall contract with a Native American monitor to be present during all subsurface
grading, trenching or construction activities on the project site. The monitor shall provide a
monthly report 1o the Planning Division summarizing the activities during the reporting period.
A copy of the contract for these services shall be submitted to the Planning Division Manager
for review and approval prior to issuance of any grading permits. The monitoring reporti(s)
shall be provided to the Planning Division prior to approval of final building perniits. (PL,
MND E-2)

Huazards & Hazardous Materials

The City of Oxnard shall grant to the County of Ventura an avigation ecasement over the parcel
for the Oxnard Airport, and the document shall include clements of the Federal Aviation
Administration’s Model Avigation Easement. (PL, MND G-1, MND I-1)

Prior to issuance of building permits, the applicant shall obtain for each structure a letter of
Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation from the Federal Aviation Administration’s
Obstruction Evalvation Division. (PL, MND G-2, MND I-2)

Prior to final sign-off of building permits, the applicant shall file Form 7460-2 (Notice of
Actual Construction or Alteration) with the Federal Aviation Administration’s Obstruction
Evaluation Division within five days after the construction reaches its greatest height. (PL,
MND (G-3)

If aviation marking and/or lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, it shall be installed
and maintained in accordance with FAA Advisory Circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2. (PL., MND
(7-4)

Land Use & Planning

Height of light poles shall not exceed the overall height limits that may be permitted as
determined by the FAA’s letters of Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation. (PL, MND
1-3)

‘The Parks Department shall be responsible for elosing Campus Park in accordance with City
Code §7-136, including overnight hours {o 7:00 a.m., and shall close and lock gates to the
parking lots to prohibil public access until 7:00 a.m. (PL, MND I-4)



Resolution No. 2012 —

Page 10
Noise
49. The seating area along the north side of the baseball field near Second Street shall be

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

constructed with concrete and built into a mounded grass berm. (PL, MND K-I)

The back of bleacher scats south of the [ootball field shall be filled with materials that have a
minimum density of 3.5 pounds per square-foot, such as %-inch plywood, 1/4-inch Plexiglass,
or masonry. (PL, MND K-2)

The construction contractor(s) shall place all stationary construction equipment so that emitted
noise is directed away from sensitive receptors nearest the project site. (PL, MND K-3)

The construction contractor(s) shall locate equipment staging in areas that will create the
greatest distance between construction-related noise sources and noise-sensitive receptors (i.c.
residences) nearest the project site during all project construction, (PL, MND K-4)

The dog park shall be designed in accordance with the recommendations of the supplemental
analysis dated May 14, 2012, to the original Noise Impact Analysis. The dog park location at
the southeast corner of the project site shall include an additional ten-foot wide buffer from the
perimeter boundary (10 feet measured fromn the dog park perimeter boundary as shown on the
plan dated May 18, 2012) to provide for sound attenuation and noise mitigation. The minimum
10-foot wide buffer shall be designed to present a streetscape with landscaping (e.g. hedge
type, groundcover, and/or low berm) and may include a walking path if sufficient space is
available. A solid barrier, such as a low landscape berm or low retaining wall with berming on
the exterior side, may be included within the dog park area for additional sound attenuation if
necessary. (PL)

Transportation & Traffic

The project proponent shall comply with the improvements and design standards as required by
Traffic Engineering, to be determined by the City Traffic Engineer, to include but not limited
to the following: grind and overlay the full width and length of streets as may be necessary;
traffic calming features on H Street at Third and Fourth Streets; re-striping of traffic lanes on
Fifth Street, Second Street, H Street, and K Street; new turn lanes; relocate traffic signal poles,
adjust intersection striping, and modify existing signal equipment as may be necessary; new
bikes lanes on Fifth Street, Second Street, H Street, and K Street; new street signs and
appurtenant traffic control devices; new sidewalks and ADA-compliant ramps; new street
lights; new driveways, curbs/gutters, and sidewalks where required; on-street parking where
designated; and other usual and ordinary Public Works improvements as may be necessary for
this type of development. (PL, MND O-1)



Resolution No, 2012 -
Page 11

LANDSCAPE STANDARD CONDITIONS

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

RBefore submitting landscape and irrigation plans, Developer shall obtain approval of the Parks
and Facilities Superintendent or designee (“Superintendent™) of a plan showing on the project
property all existing trees and identifying the trees to be saved, transplanted or removed. (PK,
PK-1)

Before the City issues building permits or the proposed use is initiated, Developer shall submit
two copies of landscape and irrigation plans, along with the appropriate permit application and
fees, to the Development Services Division and obtain approval of such plans. (PK/DS, PK-2)

Before the City issues a certificate of occupancy, Developer shall install landscape and
automatic irrigation systems that have been approved by Parks and Facilities Superintendent.
(PK, PK-3)

Developer shall maintain landscape planting and all irrigation systems as required by the City
Code and as specified by this permit. Failure of Developer to do so will result in the
revocation of this permit and initiation of legal proceedings against Developer. (PK, PK-4)

Reforce the City issues a certificate of occupancy, Developer shall provide a watering schedule
to the building owner or manager and to the Parks and Facilities Superintendent. The irrigation
system shall include automatic rain shut-off devices, or instructions on how to override the
irrigation system during rainy periods. (PK, PK-5)

All trees planted or placed on the project property by Developer shall be at least 24-inch-box
size. All shrubs and vines shall be at least five-gallon size, except as otherwise specified by
this permit. (PK, PK-6)

Developer shall install an irrigation system that includes a water sensor shut off device as a
water conscrvation measure. (PK, PK-22)

LANDSCAPE SPECIAL CONDITIONS

62.

63.

64.

Landscape Architect or Architect shall provide the City with written confirmation that they
have reviewed the civil engineering construction drawings and that the NPDES requirements
are not in conflict with meeting the City’s landscape requirements. (PK)

All landscaping and irrigation shall comply with Ordinance No. 2822, which adopted the City
of Oxnard Landscape Water Conscrvation Standards. (PK)

An Arborist’s Tree Report is required for the health and economic appraisal value of any
additional existing trees to be removed or displacced from the site due to construction. The
Arborist’s Tree Report shall be prepared by a certified arborist and shall follow the format as
outlined in Valuation of Landscape Trees, Shrubs, and Other Plants: A Guide to the Methods
and Procedurcs for Appraising Amenity Plants, latest edition as published by the International
Society of Arboriculture. The Tree Report shall include text, photos and a site plan that clearly
labels all trees to be saved, removed or transplanted. The methodology for the tree appraisal
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65.

606.

67.

08,

69,

70.

71.

value shall be based on the “Trunk Formula™ method. The economic appraisal value of the
trees removed shall be put back into new tree sizes for the project and shall be in addition to
meeting the City’s minimum tree size of 24” box. The Arborist’s Tree Report is required at
time of first plan check submittal. (PK)

At the time of plan check submittal, the landscape plans shall contain an exhibit titled “Tree
Tabulation Chart”. The “I'ree Tabulation Chart” shall contain a listing of all existing trees on
the site and shall refer to them by number as identified in the Arborist’s Tree Report. The
“Tree Tabulation Chart” shall clearly list all trees which are to remain, be removed or be
transplanted. The chart shall contain the arborist’s economic appraisal value of all trees to be
removed as well as a computation showing how the removed tree value was put back into new
tree sizes for the project. The new tree sizes for the project shall be in addition to meeting the
City’s minimum tree size ot 24” box. (PK)

At time of plan check submittal the landscape plans shall demonstrate how the existing trees
near [1 Street and 5™ Street are to be preserved and protected from compaction and grading
issues with protective fencing or other protective methodologies. (PK)

At time of plan check submittal the appropriate Sections on Sheet C-2 shall be designed to
accommodate both bio-swales and required landscaping. (PK)

Diamond shape tree planters in the parking lot need to have a dimension of 6°x 6 clear. (PK)

All parking arcas adjacent to roadways shall have a dense, continuous 36 high visual screen
provided at time of planting. (PK)

Selection of Street tree species shall be designated by City Landscape Architect in consultation
with the City’s Strect Tree Supervisor. (PPK)

A minimum tree size of 36” box is required of all trees for the project as the mitigation for the
previously removed existing trees from the site. The 36” box size requirement is to include the
parking lot trecs as well. (PK)

FIRE DEPARTMENT STANDARD CONDITIONS

72.

73.

74.

Developer shall construct all vehicle access driveways on the project propetty to be at least 26
feet wide. Developer shall mark curbs adjacent to designated fire lanes in parking lots to
prohibit stopping and parking in the fire lanes. Developer shall mark all designated fire lanes
in accordance with the California Vehicle Code. (FIV/B, F-1)

All roof covering materials on the project property shall be of non-combustible or fire retardant
materials approved by the Fire Chief and in compliance with the City Code. (FD, /-2)

Before the City issues building permits, Developer shall obtain the Fire Chief’s approval of a
plan to ensure fire equipment access and the availability of water for fire combat operations to
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75.

76.

7.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

all areas of the project property. The Fire Chief shall determine whether or not the plan
provides adequate fire protection. (FD/DS, F-3)

At Developer’s expense, Developer shall obtain two certified fire flow tests for the project
properly. The first test shall be completed before City approval of building plans and the
second shall be completed after construction and prior to the issuance of a certificate of
occupancy. The (ests must be certified by a mechanical, civil, or fire protection engincer.
Developer shall oblain permits for the tests from the Engineering Division. Developer shall
send the results of the tests to the Fire Chief and the City Enginecr. (FD/DS, F-4)

All structures on the project properly shall conform to the minimum standards prescribed in
Title 19 of the California Code of Regulations. (FD, F-5)

The project shall meet the minimum requirements of the “Fire Protection Planning Guide™
published by the Fire Department. (FD, I-6)

At all timnes during construction, Developer shall maintain paved surfaces capable of handling
loads of 46,000 pounds which will provide access for fire fighting apparatus to all parts of the
project property. (FD/DS, -7}

Developer shall identify all hydrants and fire protection equipment on the project propetty as
required by the Fire Chief. (FD, £-5)

Developer shall provide central station monitoring of the fire sprinkler system and all control
valves. (FD, F-10)

The turning radius of all project property driveways and turnaround areas used for emergency
access shall be approved by the City Traffic Engineering Department. {FD, /-77)

Developer shall provide automatic fire sprinklers as required by the City Code and shall
contact the Fire Chief to ascertain the location of all connections. (FD, F-/2)

Developer shall comply with Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) requirements
regarding the storage, handling and generation of hazardous materials or waste. Prior to the
issuance of building permits, Developer shall contact the CUPA division of the Fire
Department to ensure that such requirements are followed. (FD, F-16)

FIRE DEPARTMENT SPECIAL CONDITIONS

84.

Fire Department Connections servicing fire sprinkler systems shall be located within 50 feet of
the nearest fire hydrant and adjacent to a fire department access road. Locations of Fire
Department Connections shall be included on engineering/site improvement plans, and shall be
approved by the Fire Marshal prior to approval and issuance of a site improvement permit.
(FD)
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85.

86.

Developer shall provide 15-foot wide access gates to soccer/baseball fields for emergency
vehicle access over turf block driveways from Second Street and H Street. Locations of access
gates shall be included on the architectural site plan and engineering plan prior to approval and
issuance of a site improvement permit. ()

Developer shall provide a 20-foot wide continuous fire/emergency vehicle access road directly
adjacent to the concessions and restroom buildings. Location of the access road shall be
included on the engineering/site improvement plan prior to approval and issuance of a site
improvement permit. (F1))

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES STANDARD CONDITIONS

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

Developer shall pay plan check and processing fees in effect at the time of construction plan
submittal and shall pay development fees, encroachment permit fees, and other applicable fees
in effect at the time the City issues building permits. ([2S-1)

Developer’s [ingineer shall design parking lot structural sections based on an analysis of the
soils R-value and a traffic index (T.L) approved by the City Enginecer.  The minimum
structural section for parking lots is two inches of asphalt on four inches of base material.
Developer shall show the proposed structural section on the site improvement plans. (DS-2)

Developer shall have the site improvement plans prepared on standard Development Services
Division mylars by a civil engineer licensed in the State of California. The plans shall
incorporate recommendations from soil engineering and geology reports. Prior to issuance ol a
grading permit, improvement plans must be approved by the City Engineer and the original
ink-on-mylar plans filed with the Development Services Division. (DS-3)

Developer shall submit improvement plans and drainage calculations that demonstrate that
storm drainage from the project property and all upstream arcas will be safely conveyed to an
approved drainage facility. The design and conveyance route shall be compatible with the
City’s Master Plan of Drainage and shall be approved by the City Engineer prior to approval of
improvement plans. (DS-4)

Developer shall protect building pads from inundation during a 100-year storny. (I>5-5)

Developer shall remove and replace all improvements that are damaged during construction.
(DS-6)

Before connecting the project to existing sewer and water service laterals, Developer shall
arrange for City staff to inspect such facilitics. Developer shall make such repairs to such
facilitics as City stafl determines to be necessary. Developer shall bring all existing water
services into compliance with City standards. (IDS-7)

Lach structure shall be served by separate sewer and water services. There shall be no
Interconnections between structures. (1DS-8)
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96.

97.

98.

99,

100.

101.

102.

103.

Curb cut widths and design shall conform to City ordinances, standards, and policies in effect
at the time City issucs an encroachment permit. (1S5-9) '

If the existing sewer lateral is larger than four inches in diameter, Developer’s site
improvement plans shall include an on-site sewer plan. (DS-10)

Where a separate loop or terminal line is required for water mains, fire hydrants or fire
sprinkler systems, Developer’s site improvement plans shall include an on-site water plan.
(DS-11)

Developer shall install on-site and off-site utility services underground in accordance with City
ordinances in effect at the time City issues the building permit. Services shall be installed
underground to the nearest suitable riser pole as determined by the appropriate utility service
provider. (DS-12)

A civil engineer licensed in the State of California shall prepare the public improvement plans
and documents for this project in accordance with City standards and shall submit all such
plans to the City Engineer. Such plans and documents shall include, but not be limited to,
grading, strect, drainage, sewer, water and other appurtenant improvement plans; a master
utility plan showing the layout and location of all on-site and off-site utility improvements that
serve the project; construction cost estimates, soils reports, and all pertinent engineering design
calculations, City will not accept an application for the final map or parcel map for the project
or issue a grading, site improvement or building permit until the City Engineer has approved all
improvement plans. (DS-15)

Prior to issuance of a site improvement permit, Developer shall provide to the Development
Services Division a compact Disc (CD) containing digital copies of the final subdivision map,
address map, and civil improvements drawings in DWG format. Prior to improvement bond
release, Developer shall provide an updated CD containing all changes that occur during
construction. (DS-16)

Developer shall process permanent master planned improvements that are eligible for
reimbursement in accordance with City policies, resolutions, and ordinances in effcet at the
time of recordation of the final map or parcel map or if there is no such map, then at the time of
public improvement plan approval. (DS-17)

Developer shall remove graffiti from the project, including graffiti on offsite public
infrastructure under construction by Developer, within 24 hours of its appearance. [f
Developer fails to remove graffiti in accordance with this condition, the City may at the
discretion of the Development Services Manager issue a stop work order until such time as the
graffiti is removed. (DS-20)

The conditions of this resolution shall prevail over all omissions, conflicting notations,
specifications, dimensions, typical sections, and the like, that may or may not be shown on the
improvement plans. (DS-21)
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105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

Developer shall pay the cost of all inspections of on-sife and off-site improvements. (DS-22)

Prior to beginning construction, Developer shall designate in writing an authorized agent who
shall have complete authority to represent and to act for Developer. The authorized agent shall
be present at the work sitc whenever work is in progress. Developer or the authorized agent
shall make arrangements acceptable to City {or any emergency work. When City gives orders
to the authorized agent to do work required for the convenience and safety of the general public
because of inclement weather or any other causc, and the orders are not immediately acted
upon by the authorized agent, City may do or have such work done by others at Developer's
expense. (DS-24)

"Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction,” latest edition, and any modifications
thereto by City, and City of Oxnard Standard Land Development Specifications and all
applicable City Standard Plans, shall be the project specifications, except as noted otherwise on
the approved improvement plans. City reserves the right to upgrade, add to, or revise these
specifications and plans and all other Cily ordinances, policies, and standards. If the
improvements required of this project are not completed within 12 months from the date of
City’s approval of the improvement plans, Developer shall comply with and conform to any
and all upgraded, additional or revised specifications, plans, ordinances, policies and standards.
(DS-27)

Developer shall retain a Civil Engineer licensed in the State of California to ensure that the
construction work conforms to the approved improvement plans and specifications and to
provide certified "as-built" plans after project completion. Developer’s submittal of the
certified "as-built" plans is a condition of City’s final acceptance of the project. (DS-29)

All grading shall conform to City's grading ordinance and any recommendations of
Developer’s soils engineer that have been approved by the City Engineer. Developer shall
conform to all applicable notes specified on the site improvement/grading plan cover sheet and
grading permit. (DS-30)

In order to mitigate any potential flooding or erosion affecting adjacent properties and public
rights-of-way, Developer shall construct required drainage facilities concurrently with the
rough grading operations, or with prior approval of the City Engineer, provide interim drainage
improvements on a temporary basis. (DS-31)

Storm drain, sewer and water facilities shall conform to applicable City Master Plans.
Developer shall prepare plans for these facilities in accordance with City’s engineering design
criteria in effect at the {ime of improvement plan submittal. Developer shall submit plans with
pertinent engincering analyses and design calculations for review and approval by the City
Engincer prior to issuance of a site improvement permit. (DS-34)

Prior to issuance of a site improvement permit, Developer shall provide to the City Engineer
easements or written eonsents from all affected landowners for any diversion of historical
flows or change in drainage conditions caused by the projeet, as evidence that such landowners
accept any additional water flowing over their property. (IDS-36)
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113.

114,

115.

116.

117

118.

119.

120.

121.

122.

Developer shall dispose of sewage and solid waste from the project by City’s wastewater and
solid waste systems in a manner approved by the City Engineer. (DS-38)

Developer shall install water mains, fire hydrants and water services in conformance with City
Standard Plans and specifications as directed by the City Engineer. (DS-41)

Prior to 1ssuance of building permits, Developer shall present to the City Engineer a “Proof of
Payment - Authorization for Building Permits” form issued by the Callegnas Municipal Water
District. (1X5-44)

Developer shall install City approved backflow prevention devices for water connections il so
ordered by the City Engineer. (DS-45)

Prior to designing the water system for the project, Developer shall have a certified fire flow
test performed to determine existing water pressure and flow characteristics. The water system
shall be designed to allow for a 10 psi drop in the static water pressure measured during the fire
flow test. After construction and before City issues a certificate of occupancy, the City
Engineer may require a second test. - Before performing the tests, Developer shall obtain
permits from the City Engineer. Developer shall have all tests certified by a mechanical, civil,
or {ire protection engineer and provide written results of all tests to the City Engineer. (DS-47)

Street and road improvements shall conform to City standards and policies. Improvements
shall include upgrading of existing pavement along the project frontage to City standards by
removing and replacing or overlaying, as directed by the City Engineer. (DS-51)

Developer shall submit a landscape irrigation plan prepared by a licensed professional,
showing proper water meter size, backflow prevention devices, and cross-connection control.
(DS-59)

Developer shall be responsible for and bear the cost of replacement of all existing survey
monumentation (e.g., property corners) disturbed or destroyed during construction, and shall
file appropriate records with the Ventura County Surveyor's Office. (125-64)

Developer shall provide adequate vehicle sight distance as specified by CalTrans specifications
at all driveways and intersections. (TR-71)

Developer shall install bike racks in accordance with City standards at locations approved by
City Traffic Fngineer. (TR-73)

Prior to issuance of a building permit, all traffic signal, pavement marking and sign plans shall
be prepared by a registered California traffic engincer and approved by the City Engineer prior
to issuance of a grading, site improvement or a building permit. (TR-74)
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123,

124.

125.

126.

127.

128.

Developer shall design parking lot and other drive areas to minimize degradation of stormwater
quality. Using Best Management Praetices (BMPs), such as oil and water separators, sand
filters, landscaped arcas for infiltration, basins or approved equals, Developer shall intercept
and effectively prevent pollutants from discharging to the storm drain system. The stormwater
quality system design shall be approved by the City Engineer prior to the issuance of a site
improvement permit. (DS-81)

Using forms provided by the Development Services Division, Developer shall submit a
stormwater quality control measures maintenance program ("the Program”) for this project. If
the BMPs implemented with this project include proprietary products that require regular
replacement and/or cleaning, Peveloper shall provide proof of a contract with an entity
qualified to provide such periodic maintenance. The property owner is responsible for the
long-term maintenance and operation of all BMPs included in the project design. Upon request
by City, property owner shall provide written proof of ongoing BMP maintenance operations,
No grading or building permit shall be issued until the Development Services Manager
approves the Program and Developer provides an executed copy for recordation. (DS-82)

Developer shall clean on-site storm drains at least twice a year; once immediately before the
first of October (the beginning of the rainy season) and once in January. The City Engineer
may requirc additional cleaning. (DS-83)

Developer shall maintain parking lots free of litter and debris. Developer shall sweep
sidewalks, drive aisles, and parking lots regularly to prevent the accumulation of litter and
debris. When swept or cleaned, debris must be trapped and collected to prevent entry into the
storm drain system. Developer may not discharge any cleaning agent into the storm drain
system. (DS-84)

Prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy, on-site storm drain inlets shall be labeled "Don't
Dump - Drains to Ocean" in accordance with City standards. Before City issucs a site
improvement permit, the requirement to label storm drain inlets shall be shown on the civil
enginecring plans. (DS-85)

Prior to issuance of a grading permit or commencement of any clearing, grading or excavation,
Developer shall provide the City Enginecr with a copy of a letter from the Califorma State
Water Resources Control Board, Storm Water Permit Unit assigning a permit identification
number to the Notice of Intent (NOI) submitted by Developer in accordance with the NPDES
Construction General Permit. Developer shall comply with all additional requirements of the
General Permit, including preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).
The SWPPP shall identify potential pollutant sources that may affect the quality of discharges
to stormwater and shall include the design and placement of recommended Best Management
Practices (BMPs) to effectively prohibit pollutants from the construction site entering the storm
drain system. Developer shall keep the SWPPP updated to reflect current site conditions at all
times and shall keep a copy of the SWPPP and the NOI on the site and make them available for
City or designated representative to review upon request. (DS-86)
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES SPECIAL CONDITIONS

129.

130.

131.

132.

133,

[34.

135.

136.

Developer shall construct a minimum 7-foot wide sidewalk at all locations where the sidewalk
is constructed adjacent fo the front of parking spaces. (DS)

Developer shall construct interior onsite sidewalks to meet or exceed minimum widths required
by California Building Code (CBC) for similar situations. Final widths to be approved by the
Development Services Manager. (DS)

Developer shall construct proposed walkways that cross vehicular drive aisles of colored
enhanced concrete. The concrete color shall contrast with the parking lot asphalt to clearly
identify pedestrian areas. (DS)

Developer shall replace all broken, uplifted, or missing sidewalk along the project’s street
frontages. Required repairs shall be shown on the grading/site improvement plan. (DS)

Developer shall construct a concrete apron along the length of the trash enclosure opening that
extends a minimum of 15 feet from the face of the enclosure. (DS)

Developer shall place existing overhead utility lines on and adjacent to the project underground
in accordance with City ordinance. Before issuance of a grading/site improvement permit,
Developer’s plans shall prominently include a note indicating the requirement to comply with
the ordinance. (D)

Developer shall relocate portions of the onsite fire hydrant line to maximize the length of
pipeline placed within asphalt pavement areas. Final alignment to be approved by the
Development Services Manager. (1S)

Developer shall construct double-bin trash enclosures (one bin for recycle use) with a solid
non-combustible roof (8-foot minimum clearance) that prevents stormwater from entering the
refuse bins. Enclosures serving food preparation facilities shall include a traffic rated drain (or
other approved drain) within the trash enclosure to catch all wash water. This drain shall
connect to the sanitary sewer system via a grease interceptor. Developer shall construct all
other components of the trash enclosure in accordance with the approved City Standard Plan on
file with the Development Services Division. Developer shall finish the trash enclosure to
match the major design elements of the main structure. The finish and roof appearance shall be
indicated on the building plans and are subject to approval by the Planning Division, The
location and configuration of trash enclosures shall be reviewed and approved by the
Fnvitonmental Resources Division. All refuse bins on the site shall be stored in an approved
trash enclosure, No objects other than refuse bins may be stored in the trash enclosure without
the writlen permission of the invironmental Resources Division. (1DS)

. Developer shall provide storage for the number of refuse and recycle bins determined necessary

by the Refuse Division. Developer shall consult with Refuse Division prior 1o approval of the
grading/site improvement plans. (DS)
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138.

139.

140.

141.

142.

143,

144,

145.

146.

Developer shall construct/reconstruct a minimum 7-foot wide sidewalk adjacent to the curb
along the Second Street and H Street frontages of the project. (DS)

Developer shall remove (and replace with curb/gutter/sidewalk) all existing curb cuts along the
project street frontages that will not be uscd by the project. (DS)

Developer shall construct curb extensions at the I Street/Third Street and I Street/Fourth
Street intersections in substantial conformance with the improvements indicated on Sheet SS-1
of Developer’s submittal package. (DS)

This project may comply with the performance criteria set forth in the 2002 Technical
Guidance Manual for Stormwater Quality Control Measures (“2002 TGM™) based on the
Effective Date provision of Regional Board Order R4-2010-0108 and the associated 2011
TGM. Developer shall comply with all National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit Best Management Practiee (BMP) requirements ol the Ventura Countywide
Stormwater Quality Urban Impact Mitigation Plan (SQUIMP). (DS)

Developer shall redesign the proposed Stormwater Quality Trcatment Measures for the projeet
to minimize the use of non-infiltration based proprietary devices. Such proprictary devices are
only eligible for use in locations where standard treatment control measures from the TGM
have been rejected as infeasible. (DS)

Developer shall design grass swale filters in accordance with the Technical Guidance Manual
for Stormwater Quality Control Measures. Design calculations shall be included in the project
drainage report. (DS)

Developer’s engineer shall provide City with written confirmation that they have reviewed the
landscape construction drawings within the NPDES grass swale filter areas and that the
proposed landscaping conforms to SQUIMP standards for grass swale filters. (DS)

Developer shall provide a 6-inch minimum vertical drop between the flow line of the parking
lot concrete gutler and the flow line of the grass swale filter at each location where stormwater
enters the filter swale. The transition between gutter flow line and swale flow line shall be
constructed similar to a concrete ribbon gutter. (DS)

Developer shall install a slotted under-drain below all grass swale filter constructed with a
longitudinal slope of less than 1% unless project geotechnical engineer provides evidence that
the site percolation rate exceeds 3 inches per hour. Under-drains shall connect to a point of
safe discharge as approved by the Development Services Manager. (DS)

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING SPECIAL CONDITIONS

147.

Developer shall widen and re-stripe the northerly leg of the H Street/Fifth Street intersection to
provide a 7-foot parking lane, a 5-foot bike lane, an 11-foot through lane in the northbound
direction, a 10-foot left-turn lane, an 11-foot through lane, a 4-foot bike lane, and an
approximately 150-foot long by 12-foot wide dedicated right-turn lane in the southbound
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148.

149.

150.

151,

152.

153.

154.

155.

direction. These improvements will require relocation of the existing signal pole at the
northeast corner of the intersection. Final design of striping is subject to approval of the City
Traffic Engineer. (TR)

Developer shall re-stripe 11 Street between Second Street and Third Street to provide an 8-foot
parking lane, 5-fool bike lane, and a 12-foot through lane in each direction. (TR)

Developer shall design the reconstruction (sidewalk, curb, gutter, pavement, etc.) of the
westerly side of K Street from Second Street to just southerly of the Oxnard Union High
School Office to remove the perpendicular parking spaces and replace them with on-sireet
parallel parking. Design shall result in a strect section matching the existing K Street cross-
section southerly of the Oxnard Union High School Office. Minor alteration to the street
section may be approved by the City Traffic Engineer based on field conditions. Construction
of improvements required by this condition may be deferred by the Development Services
Manager if funding is unavailable. (TR)

Developer shall re-stripe K Street between Second Street and Fifth Street to provide an 8-foot
parking lane, 5-foot bike lanc, and a 12-foot travel lane in each direction. Re-striping shall also
include a 10-foot striped median that serves as a two-way left turn lane. (TR)

Developer shall re-stripe Sccond Street between Ventura Road and K Street to provide an 8-
foot bike lane and two 12-foot travel lancs in each direction. (TR)

Developer shall re-stripe Second Street between K Street and I Street to provide an 8-foot
parking lane, 5-foot bike lane, 12-foot through lane in the westbound direction, and an 8-foot
bike lane and 12-foot through lane in the castbound direction. Street section shall also include
a 10-foot striped median that serves as a two-way left turn lane with transitions as approved by
the City Traffic Engineer. (TR)

Developer shall re-stripe Second Street between | Street and H Strect to provide an 8-foot
parking lane, 5-foot bike lane, and 12-foot through lanc in the westbound direction and an 8-
foot bike lane and 17-foot through lane in the eastbound direction. (TR)

Developer shall sign and stripe the easterly entry to the Second Street parking lot as one-way
out only. (TR)

Developer shall provide (relocate) two bus stops along the Fifth Street frontage of the project.
No pull-out is required at either location. Each location shall include a bus bench, bike rack,
and trash container. Bug bench shall be located behind the existing 8-foot wide sidewalk to
facilitate pedestrian access. Exact location and design is subject to the review and approval of
the City Traffic Engineer. (TR)
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Planning Commission of the City of Oxnard on this 2™ day of
August, 2012, by the following vote:

AYLES:
NOLS:
ABSEENT:

Anthony R. Murguia, Chair

ATTEST:




