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Project Information

	Project Name:
	2020-21-County-Library-Fillmore-Expansion



	HEROS Number:	
	900000010158969



	Responsible Entity (RE):  
	VENTURA COUNTY, 800 SOUTH VICTORY VENTURA CA, 93009



	RE Preparer:  
	Mary Ann Guariento



	State / Local Identifier:  
	CD20104101



	Certifying Officer:
	Mike Powers, County Executive 




	Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):
	County of Ventura Public Works



	Point of Contact: 
	Devi Nallamala



	Consultant (if applicable):
	RINCON CONSULTANTS, INC.



	Point of Contact: 
	Nikolas Kilpelainen


	Project Location:
	502 2nd St, Fillmore, CA 93015



	Additional Location Information:

	The project site is located at 502 2nd Street. The project site currently has a land use and zoning designation of Public Facility (PF). The site is bordered by the Fillmore-Piru Veterans Memorial building to the west, multi-family residences to the north and east, and Fillmore High School to the south, across Second Street. The surrounding area is primarily developed, consisting of residential and institutional uses.  




	Direct Comments to:
	County of Ventura
800 South Victoria Avenue, L#1940
Ventura, CA 93009
(805) 654-2852



	Description of the Proposed Project [24 CFR 50.12 & 58.32; 40 CFR 1508.25]:

	The Fillmore Library Expansion project involves the construction of an addition to the existing Fillmore Library Building, located on a Ventura County-owned parcel in the City of Fillmore. The project includes construction of a 2,494-square foot addition to the existing 2,960-square foot library, to include a new meeting room and innovation lab, community classroom, reading room, computer lab, new study rooms, entry hall, and restrooms. The existing building would also be upgraded to comply with current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and safety/building codes, and all utilities would be upgraded as needed, including mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire protection, and structural systems. Pedestrian access and amenities would be enhanced via concrete pathways connecting to the street sidewalks and development of two patios/outdoor spaces. The project would include new landscaping (six additional trees and over 100 shrubs) and irrigation lines, in addition to new hydroseed turf. Construction of the project is anticipated to occur from April 2021 to April 2022 and ground disturbance activities with earthwork balanced on-site. The project includes demolition of portions of the northern facade and flooring of the library and outdoor courtyard to accommodate the building additions.



Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	The Fillmore Library is an existing public facility providing public library services and a community hub for civic engagement and learning. The library is free and open to the public. The library serves patrons of all ages and backgrounds, including low income families and individuals. The proposed expanded library space, which would include a dedicated meeting room, would facilitate more library programs and accommodate more people. The proposed expansion would include a dedicated computer room, providing more people with access to computers and the internet for activities such as job searching, school work, and research. The proposed library expansion is intended to positively impact the community by facilitating community partnerships, providing relevant programs and services, improving the local workforce, and offering education and community support.     The proposed expansion would strengthen the library's role as a community gathering space and hub for civic engagement and education. The current library space is too small to meet the community's growing needs, and based upon high percentages of low income individuals and families, and minority demographics in the City, the proposed expansion would allow the library to continue to offer programs and services, including access to computers and internet, early childhood literacy programs, English as a Second Language (ESL) classes, and print and electronic collections in Spanish and English. These programs and services are designed to support the unique needs of Fillmore community members of all backgrounds and ages.



Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)]:
	The Fillmore Library currently operates within the project site and the site is surrounded by institutional and residential uses. In the absence of the proposed project, the existing library building would continue to function without the proposed addition and ADA, safety, and utility upgrades. The open grass lawn in the rear of the property would remain. The existing library is currently undersized and therefore, without the proposed expansion, would continue to underserve the existing and growing community of Fillmore. The project site would continue to be designated as a Public Facility use with land available for expansion.



Maps, photographs, and other documentation of project location and description:
Site Photos.pdf

Determination:
	
	Finding of No Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(1); 40 CFR 1508.13] The project will not result in a significant impact on the quality of human environment

	
	Finding of Significant Impact



Approval Documents:
21-03-11 Fillmore Library EA Signature Page.pdf

	7015.15 certified by Certifying Officer on:
	



	7015.16 certified by Authorizing Officer on:
	




Funding Information 

	Grant / Project Identification Number
	HUD Program 
	Program Name

	B-20-UC-06-0507
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) (Entitlement)



	Estimated Total HUD Funded, Assisted or Insured Amount: 

	$750,000.00



	Estimated Total Project Cost [24 CFR 58.2 (a) (5)]:
	$2,250,000.00



Compliance with 24 CFR §50.4, §58.5 and §58.6 Laws and Authorities

	Compliance Factors: 
Statutes, Executive Orders, and Regulations listed at 24 CFR §50.4, §58.5, and §58.6
	Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
	Compliance determination
(See Appendix A for source determinations)

	STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR §50.4 & § 58.6

	Airport Hazards
Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones; 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D
	  Yes     No
	Santa Paula Airport is the nearest civilian airport to the project site, located approximately nine miles to the west. Point Mugu Naval Air Station, located approximately 22 miles southwest of the project site, is the nearest military airport. See attached map for distances to the nearest civilian and military airports. The project site is not within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. The project is in compliance with Airport Hazards requirements.

	Coastal Barrier Resources Act 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as amended by the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 [16 USC 3501]
	  Yes     No
	The project is located in a state that does not contain CBRS units (see attachment map illustrating Coastal Barrier Resources). Therefore, the project is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.    Source: United States Fish and Wildlife Service. Coastal Barrier Resources Mapper. 2020. Accessible at: https://www.fws.gov/cbra/maps/Mapper.html

	Flood Insurance
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 and National Flood Insurance Reform Act of 1994 [42 USC 4001-4128 and 42 USC 5154a]
	  Yes     No
	The project site is located in Zone X, an Area of Minimal Flood Hazard, as shown in Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map Panel #06111C0643E, effective 01/20/2010. The proposed building addition is not located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area. Because the project is not located in a Special Flood Hazard Area, the project would not require purchasing of or enrollment in flood insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program. The project is in compliance with flood insurance requirements.    Source: Federal Emergency Management Agency. 2010. Flood Insurance Rate Map/Panel #06111C0643E. Web accessible from https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search#searchresultsanchor. Accessed October 2020.  

	STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR §50.4 & § 58.5

	Air Quality
Clean Air Act, as amended, particularly section 176(c) & (d); 40 CFR Parts 6, 51, 93
	  Yes     No
	The project site is located in the Ventura County portion of the South Central Coast Air Basin (SCCAB). The Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD) is the responsible regional air pollution control agency in Ventura County. An area's compliance with federal ambient air quality standards is categorized as nonattainment, attainment (better than national standards), unclassifiable, or attainment/cannot be classified. The unclassified designation includes attainment areas that comply with federal standards, as well as areas for which monitoring data are lacking. Unclassified areas are treated as attainment areas for most regulatory purposes. Simple attainment designations generally are used only for areas that transition from nonattainment status to attainment status. Areas that have been reclassified from nonattainment to attainment of federal air quality standards are automatically considered maintenance areas, although this designation is seldom noted in status listings. Ventura County is designated as nonattainment (serious) for the federal 8-hour ozone standard. Ventura County is designated as attainment or unclassified for all other federal ambient air quality standards. Clean Air Act (CAA) conformity thresholds applicable for the proposed project in Ventura County are 50 tons per year (tpy) of ozone (O3) precursors (nitrogen oxides [NOX] or reactive organic compounds [ROG]). The VCAPCD's Guidelines recommend specific air emission criteria and threshold levels for determining whether a project may have a significant adverse impact on air quality within the Basin. The project would have a significant impact if operational emissions exceed 25 pounds per day (lbs/day) of reactive organic compounds (ROC; also referred to as reactive organic gases) or 25 lbs/day of nitrogen oxides (NOX). The 25 lbs/day threshold for ROC and NOX is not intended to be applied to construction emissions since such emissions are temporary. Nevertheless, VCAPCD's Guidelines state that construction-related emissions should be mitigated if estimates of ROC or NOX emissions from heavy-duty construction equipment exceed this threshold (VCAPCD 2003).     The air pollutant emissions associated with the project were calculated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2016.3.2 (CalEEMod results included in the attachment). Construction was modeled to begin in April 2021 and would include grading, paving, building construction, and architectural coating construction phases. CalEEMod defaults were used for the duration of each construction phase.     The estimated maximum construction-related ROG and NOX emissions are approximately 0.06 tpy and 0.51 tpy, respectively, which do not exceed the 50 tpy CAA conformity de-minimis thresholds (see attachment for modeling results). The estimated maximum operational-related ROG and NOX emissions are approximately 0.04 tpy and 0.09 tpy, respectively, which do not exceed the 50 tpy CAA conformity de-minimis thresholds (see attachment for modeling results).     The estimated maximum daily construction-related ROG and NOX emissions are approximately 2.1 lbs/day and 15.3 lbs/day, respectively, which do not exceed the 25 lbs/day VCAPCD threshold for recommended mitigation (see attachment for modeling results). The estimated maximum daily operation-related ROG and NOX emissions are approximately 0.2 lbs/day and 0.5 lbs/day, respectively, which do not exceed the 25 lbs/day VCAPCD operational emission threshold (see Attachment for modeling results).    Construction and operation of the proposed project would not generate emissions exceeding CAA de-minimis thresholds for non-attainment pollutants or local APCD thresholds. Therefore, the project would not conflict with the CAA.    Source: Ventura County Air Pollution Control District. 2003. Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines. Accessible at: http://www.vcapcd.org/pubs/Planning/VCAQGuidelines.pdf

	Coastal Zone Management Act
Coastal Zone Management Act, sections 307(c) & (d)
	  Yes     No
	This project is not located in nor does it affect a Coastal Zone as defined in the state Coastal Management Plan (see attached map showing the Ventura County Coastal Zone Boundary). The project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.     Source: Ventura County Resource Management Agency. 2018. Ventura County Coastal Zone Boundary.

	Contamination and Toxic Substances
24 CFR 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2)]
	  Yes      No
	The project site was reviewed in the Department of Toxic Substances Control Board's (DTSC) Envirostor database and the State Water Resources Control Board's (SWRCB) Geotracker database. These databases include information on groundwater quality and the location of identified hazardous material sites, including the location of leaking underground storage tanks. There are no identified hazardous material sites or groundwater quality concerns on or within 1,000 feet of the site (see attachment for both Envirostor and Geotracker maps; DTSC 2020; SWRCB 2020).    A Limited Asbestos and Lead Sampling Survey (Survey) was prepared by BSI EHS Services and Solutions (BSI) in March 2016 (see attachment for the Survey). The Survey included limited X-ray fluorescence analysis and paint chip sampling of suspect lead containing materials in the existing men's and women's restroom's and north exterior side of the Fillmore Library building, where proposed renovation and construction activities would occur. The Lead Based Paint (LBP) Survey was performed using the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) / U.S. Housing and Urban Development's (HUD) standards for testing LBP in residential housing, modified for commercial structures. According to the HUD Guideline Document Lead-Based Paint: Guidelines for Hazard Evaluation and Control of Lead Based Paint Hazards in Housing (published in the Federal Register, June 1995), coatings that are found to have a lead concentration of at least 1.0 milligram per square centimeter (mg/cm^2) are considered to be LBP. No LBP was found in any of the building components, however, lead-based coating was found in the beige ceramic wall tile located on the lower half of the men's and women's restrooms, comprising approximately 250 square feet and containing 7.6 mg/cm^2 of lead. This is in excess of 1.0 mg/cm^2 as determined by X-ray fluorescence testing. The project would include renovation activities in areas identified with lead-based coating; therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure H-1 would be required to ensure that surfaces containing LBP are remediated and materials are disposed of in accordance with all federal, State, and local regulations.     The Survey also included bulk sampling of suspect materials in order to determine the presence or absence of Asbestos Containing Materials (ACMs) associated with existing building areas proposed for renovation and construction. The sampling was performed in accordance with requirements of the following regulations: Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act (AHERA) and Appendix A, Subpart F of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 763, Section 1. Approximately 200 square feet of ACM was found in the exterior stucco portico in the north exterior side of the Fillmore Library building and 10 linear feet of ACM was found in the window putty in the men's restroom. The ACM was in good condition. Since the project includes construction and demolition activities in areas identified with ACM, Mitigation Measure H-2 would be required to ensure that workers and future users of the project are not exposed to hazardous levels of ACM during project construction and materials are disposed of in accordance with all federal, State, and local regulations.    With implementation of Mitigation Measure H-1 and H-2, the project would comply with all regulations related to contamination and toxic substances.    Source(s):   Department of Toxic Substances Control. 2020. Envirostor Database. Accessible at: https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/  State Water Resources Control Board. 2020. Geotracker Database. Accessible at: https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/

	Endangered Species Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973, particularly section 7; 50 CFR Part 402
	  Yes      No
	Federally regulated species are those plants and animals listed, proposed for listing, or candidates for listing as Threatened or Endangered by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). Rincon Consultants, Inc. prepared a Biological Resources Inventory (BRI) for the proposed project in December 2020 that analyzed potential impacts to federally regulated species (see attachment for the BRI). The BRI includes a list of ten federally regulated species (Appendix C of the BRI) provided by the USFWS office in Ventura that have potential to occur in the project area. A site survey was completed by a Rincon biologist to evaluate the potential for the ten species to occur within the survey area.     Federally regulated species typically have very specific habitat requirements which may include, but are not limited to, vegetation communities, elevation levels and topography, and the availability of primary constituent elements (i.e., space for individual and population growth, breeding, foraging, and shelter). Assessments of the potential occurrence of federally regulated species are based on their known ranges, habitat preferences, CNDDB occurrence records in the vicinity of the study area, and previous reports from the project site. The potential for each federally regulated species to occur in the study area was evaluated in the BRI (see attachment for the BRI).    No federally regulated plant species were detected during the field reconnaissance survey on September 28, 2020. Additionally, no federally regulated plant species are expected to occur given the developed nature of the site, the high degree of development within the vicinity of the project site, and the lack of suitable soils and plant communities required by such species.    No federally regulated wildlife species were observed or detected during the field reconnaissance survey. Additionally, no federally regulated wildlife species were found to have a high or moderate potential to occur on the site due to lack of suitable habitat. There is no critical habitat designated by the USFWS within the study area.     As discussed in the BRI, no designated critical habitat or potentially suitable habitat for steelhead occurs at the project site. Designated critical habitat for steelhead is located in the Santa Clara River approximately 1.2 miles south of the project site and in Sespe Creek approximately 0.8 miles northwest of the project site. A storm drain with connection to the project site is presumed to have connectivity to either the Santa Clara River or Sespe Creek. Although there is no potential for steelhead to occur at the project site, implementation of the project has a low potential to result in indirect effects to steelhead via the release of contaminants into a storm drain with presumed connectivity to either Santa Clara River or Sespe Creek (see attachment for the BRI). As discussed in the BRI, operation of the project would have no effect on steelhead because the project is required to implement low impact development (LID) and best management practices (BMPs) to capture and treat stormwater flows in compliance with Ventura County's Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) Permit. The project's potential effects to steelhead during construction would be reduced by implementation of avoidance and minimization measures (consistent with BMPs required by the County's MS4 Permit) which have been included as Mitigation Measure B-1 of this Environmental Assessment. Although these measures are enforced in compliance to existing development standards, implementation of Mitigation Measure B-1 would ensure BMPs and avoidance and minimization measures are followed during construction, and the project would not affect steelhead or its critical habitat.  

	Explosive and Flammable Hazards
Above-Ground Tanks)[24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C
	  Yes     No
	Based on the project description, the project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under this section because it does not include development of a hazardous facility (a facility that stores, handles or processes flammable or combustible chemicals) or development, construction, or rehabilitation that will increase residential densities or conversion of land uses to residential uses near hazardous facilities. The project includes expansion of an existing library/public facility in an area with predominantly residential and institutional uses. The project is in compliance with explosive and flammable hazard requirements.

	Farmlands Protection
Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981, particularly sections 1504(b) and 1541; 7 CFR Part 658
	  Yes     No
	The project site is classified as Urban and Built Up Land, according the Department of Conservation's (DOC) Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (see Attachment). Since the project site does not contain agricultural land, the project would not convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use, and the project would not conflict with provisions for farmland protection. The project is in compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act.    Source: Department of Conservation. 2020. Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program - California Important Farmland Finder. Accessible at: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/

	Floodplain Management
Executive Order 11988, particularly section 2(a); 24 CFR Part 55
	  Yes     No
	The project site is located in Zone X, an Area of Minimal Flood Hazard, as shown in Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map Panel #06111C0643E, effective 01/20/2010. The proposed building addition is not located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area. Because the project is not located in a Special Flood Hazard Area or floodplain, users of the library expansion project would not be exposed to floodplain related hazards and the project would not conflict with provisions related to floodplain management. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11988.    Source: Federal Emergency Management Agency. 2010. Flood Insurance Rate Map/Panel #06111C0643E. Web accessible from https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search#searchresultsanchor. Accessed October 2020.

	Historic Preservation
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, particularly sections 106 and 110; 36 CFR Part 800
	  Yes      No
	Rincon Consultants prepared a cultural resources technical study in October 2020 in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). Archival research was conducted in September and October of 2020. The cultural resources records search was conducted through the Central Coast Information Center (CCIC) at the University of California, Santa Barbara on September 21, 2020. Rincon contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to request a search of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) and to acquire a contact list of Native Americans culturally affiliated with the project area on September 23, 2020. Native American and interested party consultations were completed in October 2020. An intensive-level built environment survey of the APE was conducted on October 12, 2020, and an intensive-level archaeological survey was conducted October 21, 2020.     The cultural resources records search resulted in the identification of three previously recorded cultural resources within a 0.5-mile radius of the APE, none of which are located within the APE. The APE has been heavily disturbed by prior construction and demolition; therefore, the potential for intact archaeological resources to be present within the APE is low. In addition, a total of 10 patches of grass turf, measuring 12 inches by 12 inches, were removed across the project site to increase ground surface visibility and survey reliability. No cultural materials were observed during the survey. Furthermore, the NAHC SLF search resulted in negative findings for potential tribal cultural resources in the project vicinity. The archaeological sensitivity for the project site, therefore, is considered low. The interested party outreach included the Fillmore Historical Museum, Ventura County Museum, Santa Clara River Valley Railroad Historical Society, the City of Fillmore Planning Department, and the Ventura County Cultural Heritage Board (VCCHB).     The San Buenaventura Conservancy had no specific concerns regarding impacts to historic properties in the APE, but advised that because the buildings in the APE were designed by a notable local architect, Roy C. Wilson, other parties might be concerned about the project's potential impacts. It was further advised that Rincon contact the VCCHCB. Rincon contacted VCCHCB care of Dillan Murphy of the County's Department of Planning. Mr. Murray expressed that his office would issue a comment on the project, but as of the completion of this report a reply has not been received. No other interested parties expressed concerns about the project's potential to affect historic properties.    The built-environment survey identified two architectural resources over 45 years of age in the APE. The properties were recorded on California Department of Parks and Recreation 523 series forms and evaluated for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). As a result of this study, neither property was found to be eligible for listing in the NRHP due to a lack of historical or architectural significance. Therefore, they are not considered historic properties for the purposes of Section 106 of the NHPA.     No cultural materials were observed during the survey. The APE has been heavily disturbed by prior construction and demolition and is, therefore, unlikely to contain intact archaeological resources. Rincon recommended a finding of no effect to historic properties under Section 106 of NHPA. In addition, Rincon recommended mitigation measures as standard best management practices in the event of an unanticipated discovery of cultural resources and human remains during project construction. These have been included as mitigation measures in this Environmental Assessment as Mitigation Measures C-1 and C-2.    The County of Ventura requested State Historic Preservation Officer concurrence of a finding of no historic properties affected in December 2020. SHPO provided a letter of concurrence in January 2021.

	Noise Abatement and Control
Noise Control Act of 1972, as amended by the Quiet Communities Act of 1978; 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart B
	  Yes     No
	HUD requires evaluation of a project's consistency with noise regulations if a project includes new construction for residential uses or rehabilitation of an existing residential property. The project includes expansion of an existing library facility in an area with predominantly residential and institutional uses. Based on the project description, this project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under HUD's Noise regulation. The project is in compliance with HUD's Noise regulation.

	Sole Source Aquifers
Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended, particularly section 1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149
	  Yes     No
	The Sole Source Aquifer nearest to the project site is the Fresno County Aquifer located approximately 146 miles to the north (see attachment; USEPA 2020). Since the project site is not located in an area with an established Sole Source Aquifer, the project would not conflict with the provisions protecting Sole Source Aquifers. The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.    Source: United States Environmental Protection Agency. 2020. Interactive Map of Sole Source Aquifers. Accessible at: https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9ebb047ba3ec41ada1877155fe31356b

	Wetlands Protection
Executive Order 11990, particularly sections 2 and 5
	  Yes     No
	The site includes an existing library building and an open grass lawn. The land surrounding the site is developed, including residences lined with ornamental trees. A Biological Resources Inventory report was prepared by Rincon Consultants in October 2020 which included a field reconnaissance survey on September 28, 2020. As discussed in the report, the project site does not contain any federally regulated waters or wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) (see attachment). The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990.

	Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968, particularly section 7(b) and (c)
	  Yes     No
	The nearest classified Wild and Scenic River is a 31.5-mile segment of Sespe Creek, which is located over 5.75 miles north of the project site (National Wild and Scenic Rivers n.d; United States Forest Service 2016; see attachment). There are no rivers in California currently under ''authorized'' study under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (National Wild and Scenic Rivers n.d; see attachment). The nearest Nationwide Rivers Inventory River is an approximately 1.5 mile segment of Sespe Creek located approximately 4.5 miles north of the project site (National Park Service 2016; see attachment). Implementation of the project would not conflict with the provisions of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.    Source(s):  National Park Service. 2016. Nationwide Rivers Inventory KML File. National Park Service. Accessible from: https://irma.nps.gov/DataStore/Reference/Profile/2233706. Accessed October 2020.  National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. n.d. Sespe Creek. Accessed at https://www.rivers.gov/rivers/sespe.php, accessed October 2020.  National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. n.d. Wild and Scenic River Studies - Current Active Studies. Accessed at: https://www.rivers.gov/study.php, accessed October 2020.  United States Forest Service - National Wild and Scenic River Line. National Wild and Scenic River Lines. Available from: https://hub.arcgis.com/datasets/usfs::national-wild-and-scenic-river-line. Accessed October 2020.

	HUD HOUSING ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS

	ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

	Environmental Justice
Executive Order 12898
	  Yes     No
	The proposed project is intended to provide educational resources for all community members, regardless of demographics, in the City of Fillmore. The project site is located in an area characterized primarily by residential and institutional uses and the proposed expansion seeks to result in beneficial long-term social and economic impacts for all community members. Based on the U.S. Environmental Justice Screening Report (EJ Screening Report) and Mapping Tool, the project site is located within a census block group (061110003022) where the demographics are 31 percent low income and 69 percent minority (see attachment for EJ Screening Report).     As discussed under Air Quality, the project would not result in construction or operational criteria air pollutants in excess of CAA de minimis or VCAPCD thresholds. As discussed under Contamination and Toxic Substances, the project site does not contain subsurface contamination, and with implementation of Mitigation Measures H-1 and H-2, construction of the project would not expose workers, patrons of the library, or nearby residences to hazards related to LBP or ACM. Because the project would not result in substantial adverse environmental effects, it would not have the potential to result in disproportionately high adverse effects on minority or low-income populations. As such, the proposed project would not result in any environmental justice concerns. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 12898.




Environmental Assessment Factors [24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27] 

Impact Codes: An impact code from the following list has been used to make the determination of impact for each factor. 
(1)  	Minor beneficial impact
(2)  	No impact anticipated 
(3) 	Minor Adverse Impact – May require mitigation 
(4) 	Significant or potentially significant impact requiring avoidance or modification which may require an Environmental Impact Statement. 

	Environmental Assessment Factor
	Impact Code
	Impact Evaluation
	Mitigation

	LAND DEVELOPMENT

	Conformance with Plans / Compatible Land Use and Zoning / Scale and Urban Design
	2
	The project would be consistent with Goal 20 of the City of Fillmore General Plan Land Use Element, which states that the City should provide adequate public services to serve present and future residents (City of Fillmore 2005). The project site is zoned as Public Facility (P-F) and the Fillmore General Plan also designates the project site as a Public Facility. The project does not propose any land use or zoning changes. The project site is consistent with other uses in the surrounding area, which include institutional and other public facilities to the west and south, and the project site serves residential neighborhoods to the north and east. The project would construct a single-story, 17-foot tall building addition similar in scale to the existing library. The majority of buildings in the surrounding area are single story buildings, therefore the project would be of similar size and scale with the surrounding area. The project's land use, design, and scale would be consistent with surrounding residential and institutional developments.    Source: City of Fillmore. 2005. General Plan Land Use Element. Accessible at: https://www.fillmoreca.com/home/showpublisheddocument?id=179
	 

	Soil Suitability / Slope/ Erosion / Drainage and Storm Water Runoff
	3
	Twining, Inc. prepared a Geotechnical Investigation for the site in October 2014 (see attachment). Based on the analysis contained in the Geotechnical Investigation, the site is not located in an Alquist Priolo Fault Zone. Although the project is located in a Zone of Required Investigation for Liquefaction, the analyses in the Geotechnical Investigation states earthquake induced hazards such as landsliding, liquefaction, and ground rupture are considered low and proposed construction is considered feasible, provided the recommendations in the Geotechnical Investigation are implemented. These recommendations are related to site preparation, foundation design, drainage control, expansive soils, soil corrosion, concrete slabs and flatwork, excavations, grading, and structural design. To ensure these recommendations are followed, a mitigation measure has been developed (GEO-1), requiring implementation of recommendations made in the Geotechnical Investigation.    Site preparation and grading would expose soils and present potential for erosion; however, the generally level condition of the project site would limit the potential for substantial soil erosion. Ground disturbing activities during project construction would include site-specific grading for foundations. Although temporary erosion could occur, the project proponent would comply with construction Best Management Practices (BMPs) described in the California Stormwater Quality Association Construction CASQA) BMP Handbook, which include measures for erosion control including but not limited to: preserving existing vegetation, soil stabilization, silt fencing, fiber rolls, etc. Additionally, the project would be required to adhere to the 2019 Ventura County Building Code (Appendix J Guidelines pertain to grading) which includes stormwater quality management in accordance with National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit compliance and implementation of BMPs. BMPs intend to control erosion, reduce impacts to water quality, and reduce runoff from the site. Implementation of required erosion control measures, such as site-specific BMPs, in compliance with the County Municipal Stormwater (MS4) Permit, would ensure erosion, drainage, and storm water runoff are controlled during project construction.     The project site is primarily developed and covered by the existing library, hardscape, and grass turf. The project would increase the impervious surfaces on the project site via further conversion of grass turf into the library addition and associated concrete pathways and patios. The project includes the addition of new landscaping, planting of six additional trees and over 100 shrubs scattered around the site, in addition to new hydroseed turf. In addition, the project includes the installation of flexstorm catch basins, new storm drain piping, and roof drain systems. Site-specific BMPs would be designed by the contractor in compliance with applicable regulations and conditions of the MS4 permit to ensure run off is retained on site and does not exceed existing flows. The MS4 permit establishes limits for the concentration of contaminants entering the storm drain system and requires BMPs. Adherence to the County Building Code and County MS4 permit regulations would ensure erosion, drainage, and storm water runoff are controlled during project operation.
	Mitigation Measure G-1. Geotechnical Recommendations. The project proponent shall incorporate all conclusions and recommendations included in the Geotechnical Investigation Report prepared by Twining, dated October 1, 2014. These recommendations pertain to, but are not limited to: site preparation and fill placement, mat foundation on ground improvements, general ground and soil improvements, vapor retarder, permanent below-grade walls, temporary cut slopes and shoring.

	Hazards and Nuisances including Site Safety and Site-Generated Noise
	3
	As discussed in Contamination and Toxic Substances, there are no subsurface environmental concerns requiring remediation on-site. In addition, there are no known oil wells located on the site or within one-quarter mile of the site. As discussed in Contamination and Toxic Substances, LBP and ACMs have been identified in areas of the existing library where demolition and construction activities are proposed (BSI EHS Services 2016; see attachment for ACM/LBP survey). Mitigation Measure H-1 would be required to ensure that lead based paint contaminated surfaces are remediated and/or disposed in accordance with all federal, State, and local regulations. Mitigation measure H-2 requires individuals performing work in areas containing identified ACM do not disturb the identified ACM and that all future abatement activities with the potential for disturbing identified ACM shall be performed by a licensed and registered asbestos abatement contractor, as well as properly trained and qualified personnel.    The project site is located in Zone X, an Area of Minimal Flood Hazard, as shown in Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map Panel #06111C0643E, effective 01/20/2010. Because the proposed building addition is not located in a Special Flood Hazard Area, future users at the project site would not be exposed to flood related hazards. Additionally, the project would not increase flood hazards on neighboring properties or otherwise adversely affect floodplain management as grading for the project would not substantially alter the existing site topography and the project proponent would be required to control run off during and post construction, in accordance with Ventura County Building Code.    Source: BSI EHS Services and Solutions. 2016. Limited Asbestos and Lead Sampling, Fillmore Library, 502 2nd Street, Fillmore, CA.
	Mitigation Measure H-1. Lead Based Paint. Any disturbance of the identified LBP shall be performed in accordance with all federal, State, and local regulations dealing with disturbance of lead containing materials. Any paint in poor condition shall be stabilized prior to any demolition. Any lead based coatings in poor condition shall be abated or stabilized by a certified lead abatement contractor in order to remove the existing lead hazard. Any LBP in poor condition that may require stabilization shall be performed by a lead-based paint certified contractor selected by the County of Ventura. Workers shall have a minimum of 24 hours of lead training and be registered with the California Department of Public Health (CDPH). Any work that disturbs these materials must be performed in accordance with these and any other applicable standards. Prior to disposal, lead waste characterization sampling shall be performed and waste materials must be disposed of properly based on the characterization analysis.    Mitigation Measure H-2. Asbestos Containing Materials. Individuals performing work in areas containing identified ACM shall not disturb the identified ACM. If previously unidentified materials are encountered during the project, the County of Ventura Public Works Department and Environmental Health Department shall be notified immediately, and unidentified materials shall be sampled before any disturbance takes place. In addition, all future abatement activities with the potential for disturbing identified ACM shall be performed by a licensed and registered asbestos abatement contractor, as well as properly trained and qualified personnel. These activities shall employ state-of-the-art techniques and be conducted in accordance with all applicable local, State, and federal laws and regulations.

	Energy Consumption/Energy Efficiency
	2
	The project would be subject to the energy conservation requirements of the California Energy Code (Title 24, Part 6, of the California Code of Regulations, California's Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings) and the California Green Building Standards Code (Title 24, Part 11 of the California Code of Regulations). The California Energy Code provides energy conservation standards for all new and renovated commercial and residential buildings constructed in California. The California Energy Code applies to the building envelope, space-conditioning systems, and water-heating and lighting systems of buildings and appliances. In addition, the California Green Building Standards Code sets targets for: energy efficiency; water consumption; dual plumbing systems for potable and recyclable water; diversion of construction waste from landfills; and use of environmentally sensitive materials in construction and design, including ecofriendly flooring, carpeting, paint, coatings, thermal insulation, and acoustical wall and ceiling panels.     The project would be required to incorporate energy conservation measures in compliance with Title 24 and the 2019 California Green Building Standards Code, which would ensure that the project would not adversely affect energy consumption or supplies. In addition, the project includes upgrades to mechanical and electrical systems to comply with current standards.
	 

	SOCIOECONOMIC

	Employment and Income Patterns
	2
	The project would involve construction activities that would generate minor employment opportunities during construction. Construction jobs would be temporary and would not substantially alter long-term employment or income patterns. Operation of the project could potentially generate additional jobs due to the additional building space, however, this increase would be nominal and not adversely affect new employment or income patterns.
	 

	Demographic Character Changes / Displacement
	2
	Based on Department of Finance (2020) data, the current population of the City of Fillmore is 15,566 persons. The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Regional Growth Forecast 2020-2045 presents forecasts of population, households, and employment between 2020 and 2045 for the City of Fillmore. The Regional Growth Forecast estimates that the population of the City of Fillmore will grow to 18,600 by 2045 (SCAG 2020).     The project would involve construction of a building addition to the existing Fillmore Library in order to meet the City's growing needs. The project is an expansion of an existing public facility and would not directly induce population growth in the community. Furthermore, the project would not displace residents as the project site does not contain any residences.     Source: California Department of Finance. 2020. E-5 Population and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties, and the State, 2011-2020 with 2010 Census Benchmark. Accessible at: http://www.dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/E-5/  Southern California Association of Governments. 2020. Demographics and Growth Forecast. Accessible at: https://scag.ca.gov/sites/main/files/file-attachments/0903fconnectsocal_demographics-and-growth-forecast.pdf?1606001579
	 

	COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES

	Educational and Cultural Facilities (Access and Capacity)
	1
	The project site is within the service area of the Fillmore Unified School District and is located in a residential and institutional area of Fillmore. The schools nearest to the site include Fillmore High School located 140 feet south and Sierra High School located approximately 350 feet west of the project site. Additional schools include Heritage Valley Independent Study, Fillmore Middle School, Fillmore Christian Academy, Sespe Elementary, San Cayetano Elementary, and Mountain Vista Elementary all located less than one mile away from the project site.    Because the project is a minor building addition to an existing library facility and would not include residential development, it would not generate new students within the Fillmore Unified School District. The project would likely serve as a resource to the surrounding schools in the area and meet the community's growing needs while offering a variety of programs and services available to community members of all backgrounds and ages. The project would not result in adverse effects to educational facilities.     The Fillmore Historical Museum is located at 350 Main Street, approximately 0.5 mile to the southeast. The Historical Museum provides exhibits and memorabilia related to the history of the City. The Railroad Historical Society is located at 455 Main Street, approximately 0.4 mile south. The Society preserves, restores, and exhibits historic railroad equipment. The project would not induce population growth, therefore, it would not result in increased demand on these cultural facilities. The project would not adversely affect the museums.
	 

	Commercial Facilities (Access and Proximity)
	2
	The site is located along Central Avenue and is less than a half mile from Downtown Fillmore. The site is located in close proximity to the amenities in the downtown neighborhood, including Central Park, the Fillmore and Western Railway, and Balden Towne Plaza. Commercial facilities are within a mile of the site to the east and would be accessible via automobiles, biking, and walking. Nearby commercial facilities include a shopping center, gas station, grocery stores, retail stores and restaurants. Local facilities provide an affordable and adequate range of services to meet future library users needs.
	 

	Health Care / Social Services (Access and Capacity)
	2
	The project is an expansion of an existing library use and would not generate residents that need access to health care or social services. Instead the project creates additional space at the Fillmore Library to expand social service-related programs to the community. The project would not result in increased demand on health care and social service facilities.
	 

	Solid Waste Disposal and Recycling (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	The City's Resource Management division collects solid waste while promoting waste diversion and supporting economic development through recycling efforts. Santa Clara Valley Disposal (a.k.a. Harrison Industries) services the city of Fillmore. Santa Clara Valley Disposal is partnered with Gold Coast Recycling and Transfer Station where recyclables are sorted, baled, and marketed for reuse, as well as Agromin, where green waste is processed and sold for reuse in agricultural products, fuel, and landscape materials. From the transfer station, and once diverted, solid waste would be disposed of at the Toland Road Landfill, a public Class II landfill near Santa Paula with a maximum permitted capacity of 1,500 tons per day and an estimated remaining total capacity of 16 million tons as of 2018 (CalRecycle 2018). The Toland Road Landfill is permitted to accept mixed municipal, construction/demolition, agricultural, industrial, and sludge waste types.     Based on the results of the CalEEMod analysis (see Air Quality analysis and attachment in Related Laws and Authority), the project would generate approximately 2.29 tons of solid waste per year, or approximately 0.006 tons per day. The project would not result in an exceedance of the permitted daily capacity of the Toland Road Landfill (1,500 tons per day) and adequate capacity (16 million tons as of 2018), is available to serve the project. In addition, the project would be required to comply with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste, such as Assembly Bill (AB) 939, AB 341, the County Integrated Waste Management Summary Plan, and the City's recycling program.     Source: CalRecyle 2018. SWIS Facility/Site Activity Details  Toland Road Landfill (56-AA-0005). Accessible at: https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/SolidWaste/SiteActivity/Details/606?siteID=3952
	 

	Waste Water and Sanitary Sewers (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	The City Engineer and Superintendent oversee the contract with a private operator for sewer services which includes operation of the waste water treatment plant and maintenance and repair of wastewater trunk lines (City of Fillmore 2020).     The Fillmore Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) is a state-of-the-art, zero-discharge water recycling facility located in the city. The City's water recycling program program is capable of treating 1.8 million gallons of water per day (mgd). The WWTP has eliminated the need to discharge into the Santa Clara River by recycling 100% of treated water. The WWTP is designed to treat 2.4 mgd of water at final buildout. The current configuration, however, allows it to operate at 1.8 mgd (Water Technology 2020).     Based on the results of the CalEEMod analysis (see attachment), the project is expected to use 0.18 million gallons of water per year. Assuming that wastewater generation is 80 percent of water demand (see Water Supply discussion below), wastewater generation would be approximately 0.15 million gallons per year, or approximately 404 gallons per day (less than 0.001 mgd). The project would not adversely affect or substantially increase the amount of wastewater flowing through the City's WWTP. Therefore, the City has sufficient wastewater treatment capacity and facilities available to serve the project.    Source(s):  Fillmore, City of. Public Works Department - Sewer. Accessible at: https://www.fillmoreca.com/departments/public-works   Water Technology. 2020. Fillmore Water Recycling Programme Project, California. Accessible at: https://www.water-technology.net/projects/fillmore-water-recycling-programme-project/.
	 

	Water Supply (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	The City's 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) assesses historical and projected water supplies and demands (City of Fillmore 2016). The City anticipates the total demand to reach 3,673 acre feet per year (AFY) in 2020 and up to 4,725 AFY in 2040. Between 2020 and 2040, the City projects water supplies to exceed demand by 3,709 AFY in 2020 and 2,969 AFY in 2040 during normal water years. The City also projects water supplies to exceed demand during single and multiple dry years between 2020 and 2040. Based on the results of the CalEEMod analysis (see attachment), the project would demand approximately 0.18 million gallons per year or 0.64 AFY for indoor and outdoor uses. The project's anticipated water demand would be approximately 0.01 percent of the 2020 forecasted available water supply The City anticipates having sufficient groundwater and recycled water supplies available to meet demands during normal and single or multiple dry year scenarios. Therefore, projected future water supplies are available to meet the demands of the project.    Source: City of Fillmore. 2016. 2015 Urban Water Management Plan. https://www.fillmoreca.com/home/showdocument?id=1914. Accessed November 2020.
	 

	Public Safety  - Police, Fire and Emergency Medical
	2
	The Fillmore Police Department provides police protection for the area. The Fillmore Police Department Station, approximately 0.3 mile south of the project site, it is located at 524 Sespe Avenue and provides police protection/services for the project site. The project site is within the existing service area of the police station and construction of the proposed building addition would not substantially increase demand on police services.     The Fillmore Fire Department provides the City of Fillmore with fire protection and paramedic services. The closest station to the project site is Station 91, located approximately 0.4 mile southwest of the project site at 711 Landeros Lane. The project would be required to comply with applicable provisions of the City of Fillmore's Building Code and Fire Code, which would minimize fire hazards on-site. Through required compliance with the Building Code and the Fire Code, the project would not present any unique concerns to the Fillmore Fire Department and would not result in the direct need to increase staffing. The project site is within the fire department's existing service area and construction of the proposed building addition would not substantially increase demand on fire services.  
	 

	Parks, Open Space and Recreation (Access and Capacity)
	2
	The City of Fillmore Parks and Recreation Department maintains Fillmore's 10.5 acres of parkland. In addition to the developed parks, the City's General Plan indicates there are approximately 1,200 acres of developed, undeveloped, and developable active and passive parkland in and around the Fillmore Planning Area (City of Fillmore 1989). Nearby recreational facilities include the surrounding schools which provide recreational facilities for residents after school hours as well as parks. Parks maintained by the City of Fillmore include Shiells Park, City Park, Chamber Park, and City Hall Park. The City's estimated current population is 15,566 residents and there are approximately 1,200 acres of designated parkland in the City. Therefore, the ratio of public parks to residents in the City is approximately 78 acres of parkland for every 1,000 residents. The proposed project would not increase the City's population, and would not substantially increase demand or adversely affect local parks, open space or recreation areas.    Source: Fillmore, City of. 1989. Fillmore General Plan Public Facilities Element. Accessible at: https://www.fillmoreca.com/home/showpublisheddocument?id=187
	 

	Transportation and Accessibility (Access and Capacity)
	2
	The project site is adjacent to 2nd Street on the south and Central Avenue on the east. According to the City's General Plan Circulation Element, Average Daily Trips (ADT) on Central Avenue are expected to increase to approximately 11,264 ADT by 2020 (City of Fillmore 2003). Based on the trip generation calculated from CalEEMod and Institute of Transportation of Engineers 10th Edition Trip Generation Rates for Libraries (ITE Land Use Code 590), the project would generate an additional 140 ADT on weekdays, with fewer trips on weekends. Implementation of the project has the potential to increase ADT on Central Avenue by one percent based on 2020 estimates. The project's trip generation estimate is conservative, as the actual increase in ADT would likely be significantly lower due to the close proximity to several schools and residences. The majority of users are expected to be pedestrian or students coming from the surrounding schools. Therefore, the project would not adversely affect site access and circulation within the City.     Source: Fillmore, City of. 2003. General Plan Circulation Element. Accessible at: https://heros.hud.gov/heros/faces/eaFactorsSummary.xhtml#idTopOfPage
	 

	NATURAL FEATURES

	Unique Natural Features /Water Resources
	2
	No unique natural features, such as caves, cliffs, vistas/view sheds, canyons, or waterfalls are present on or adjacent to the project site.     As discussed in Farmland Protection, no farmland is present on the project site. Additionally, as discussed in Sole Source Aquifers, Wetland Protection, and Wild and Scenic Rivers, the project site is not adjacent to wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or sole source aquifers water resources. Therefore, the project would not adversely affect any natural features or water resources.
	 

	Vegetation / Wildlife (Introduction, Modification, Removal, Disruption, etc.)
	3
	As detailed in the Endangered Species Act section, the project would not adversely affect federally regulated plant or wildlife species. Mitigation Measure B-1 is required to ensure avoidance and minimization measures are implemented during project construction to reduce indirect impacts to steelhead. In addition, no jurisdictional waters or wetlands are located on the project site.    The BRI prepared for the project (see attachment) determined that there is moderate potential for birds of conservation concern to occur at the project site, and there is low to moderate potential for birds to nest at the project site. Because suitable nesting habitat is present at the project site, construction of the proposed project could result in direct impacts to nesting birds. Implementation of Mitigation Measure B-2 requires that if construction occurs during the nesting season, nesting bird surveys shall be conducted and if nesting birds are found, minimization measures be employed to ensure that the project's effect on nesting birds from construction activities are not adverse.
	Mitigation Measure B-2. Nesting Birds. To avoid impacts to nesting birds, project-related activities shall occur outside of the bird breeding season (February 1 to August 31) to the extent practicable. If project activities must occur during the bird breeding season, a nesting bird survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within the project site plus a 100-foot buffer, where accessible, no more than one week prior to initiation of ground disturbance or vegetation removal. If the project is phased, additional pre-activity nesting bird surveys shall be conducted prior to each phase of construction.    If an active nest (one containing eggs, nestlings, or dependent fledglings) is found, an avoidance buffer shall be determined and demarcated by a qualified biologist. The size of the buffer shall be sufficient to avoid direct impacts to the nest, eggs, young, and adults, and would depend upon the species and the proposed work activity. No work activity shall occur within the buffer until the biologist confirms that the nest is no longer active. If project activities must occur within the buffer, they shall be conducted at the discretion of the biologist.

	Other Factors
	2
	No other factors are pertinent to the project.
	 



Supporting documentation
Attachment - Fillmore Library Geotechnical Evaluation.pdf

Additional Studies Performed:
	BSI EHS Services and Solutions. Limited Asbestos and Lead Sampling. 502 2nd Street, Fillmore, CA 93015    Rincon Consultants, Inc. October 2020. Fillmore Library Expansion Cultural Resources Report.     Rincon Consultants, Inc. October 2020. Fillmore Library Expansion Biological Resources Inventory.    Twining. October 2014. Geotechnical Engineering Evaluation Report - Fillmore Library Addition  
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Site Photos.pdf

List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	BSI EHS Services and Solutions. 2016. Limited Asbestos and Lead Sampling, Fillmore Library, 502 2nd Street, Fillmore, CA.     California Department of Finance (California DOF). 2020. http://www.dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/E-5/. Accessed November 2020    CalReycle. 2018. SWIS Facility/Site Activity Details - Toland Road Landfill (56-AA-0005). https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/SolidWaste/SiteActivity/Details/606?siteID=3952. Accessed November 2020.    City of Fillmore. 1989. City of Fillmore General Plan 1988-2010. https://www.fillmoreca.com/departments/planning-department/document-download-page. Accessed November 2020    City of Fillmore. 2005. General Plan Land Use Element. Accessible at: https://www.fillmoreca.com/home/showpublisheddocument?id=179    City of Fillmore. 2016. 2015 Urban Water Management Plan. https://www.fillmoreca.com/home/showdocument?id=1914. Accessed November 2020.    Department of Conservation. 2020. Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program - California Important Farmland Finder. Accessible at: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/    Department of Toxic Substances Control. 2020. Envirostor Database. Accessible at: https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/    Federal Emergency Management Agency. 2010. Flood Insurance Rate Map/Panel #06111C0643E. Web accessible from https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search#searchresultsanchor. Accessed October 2020.    National Park Service. 2016. Nationwide Rivers Inventory KML File. National Park Service. Accessible from: https://irma.nps.gov/DataStore/Reference/Profile/2233706. Accessed October 2020.     National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. n.d. Sespe Creek. Accessed at https://www.rivers.gov/rivers/sespe.php, accessed October 2020.     National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. n.d. Wild and Scenic River Studies - Current Active Studies. Accessed at: https://www.rivers.gov/study.php, accessed October 2020.    Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Current Context - Demographics and Growth Forecast Technical Report. https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed November 2020.    State Water Resources Control Board. 2020. Geotracker Database. Accessible at: https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/    United States Environmental Protection Agency. 2020. Interactive Map of Sole Source Aquifers. Accessible at: https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9ebb047ba3ec41ada1877155fe31356b  United States Fish and Wildlife Service. Coastal Barrier Resources Mapper. 2020. Accessible at: https://www.fws.gov/cbra/maps/Mapper.html    United States Forest Service - National Wild and Scenic River Line. National Wild and Scenic River Lines. Available from: https://hub.arcgis.com/datasets/usfs::national-wild-and-scenic-river-line. Accessed October 2020.    Ventura County Air Pollution Control District. 2003. Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines. Accessible at: http://www.vcapcd.org/pubs/Planning/VCAQGuidelines.pdf    Ventura County Resource Management Agency. 2018. Ventura County Coastal Zone Boundary.    Water Technology. N.d. Fillmore Water Recycling Programme Project, California. Accessible at: https://www.water-technology.net/projects/fillmore-water-recycling-programme-project/, (accessed October 2020).





List of Permits Obtained: 
	



Public Outreach [24 CFR 58.43]:
	In 2015, the County of Ventura Public Works Staff worked with architects to develop initial plans for the expansion. The Fillmore Library has held a series of meetings at the library to gather community input regarding the project. Participants confirmed the need to expand and integrate new technologies into the space. The local Boys and Girls Club has a collaborative relationship with the library and frequently visits the library.




Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]: 
	Cumulative impacts may occur as a result of other planned and pending development in the site vicinity. However, the proposed 2,494 square-foot library expansion project involves infill development that would not incrementally contribute to any cumulative environmental changes. As discussed in the Clean Air Act and Transportation and Accessibility sections, the project's air quality emissions would not cause an exceedance of threshold levels and the project would be expected to generate a nominal number of new vehicle trips and would not substantially impact the existing circulation system. The project would not contribute to cumulative impacts related to other issues (e.g., soil suitability, hazards). Therefore, the project's contribution to cumulative impacts would not be considerable.



Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9] 
	Offsite Alternative: Consideration of an offsite alternative is not warranted because no adverse effects that cannot be mitigated have been identified.    Reduced Project: Reducing the size of the proposed library addition may incrementally reduce effects in a range of issue areas, such as public services, air quality, utilities, and transportation. However, as discussed in this Environmental Assessment, the proposed project's effects would not be significant in these areas. Reducing the project size would not alter mitigation requirements related to hazardous materials, biological resources or geotechnical stability.


	
No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)] 
	If the proposed project were not implemented, the existing library would continue to operate on the project site. Existing structures on-site with known ACMs and LBP would remain in their existing conditions and would not be abated or removed. Existing library services and programs would not be expanded to better serve the community.



Summary of Findings and Conclusions: 
	The proposed project involves the expansion of the existing Fillmore Library. Neighboring land uses adjacent to the project site consist of a mix of residential and institutional land uses. The project would not adversely affect the visual character of the site or the surrounding area because it would be similar in scale to the existing and adjacent buildings and would be compatible with the surrounding area and planned development. The project site is generally flat and is not subject to unusual geological hazards or other hazardous conditions. No significant historic or archaeological resources are known to be present on-site and the project would not affect known culturally important resources.    The project would not adversely affect public services or educational and cultural facilities. Implementation of the project would create minor temporary employment opportunities during construction; therefore, the project would not adversely affect employment and income patterns. The project would not result in adverse effects to water or energy supplies, nor would it generate the need for new or expanded water, wastewater, or solid waste facilities.    The number of new vehicle trips associated with the project would not adversely affect existing access to the site or the circulation system. The project would conform to all applicable federal, State, and regional air pollution control regulations, and would not adversely affect local or regional air quality.



Mitigation Measures and Conditions [CFR 1505.2(c)]: 
Summarized below are all mitigation measures adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce, avoid or eliminate adverse environmental impacts and to avoid non-compliance or non-conformance with the above-listed authorities and factors. These measures/conditions must be incorporated into project contracts, development agreements and other relevant documents. The staff responsible for implementing and monitoring mitigation measures should be clearly identified in the mitigation plan. 

	Law, Authority, or Factor
	Mitigation Measure or Condition
	Comments on Completed Measures
	Complete

	Contamination and Toxic Substances
	Mitigation measures H-1 and H-2 are included for the avoidance and abatement of asbestos containing materials and lead based paint during project construction.
	N/A
	 

	Soil Suitability / Slope/ Erosion / Drainage and Storm Water Runoff
	Mitigation Measure G-1. Geotechnical Recommendations. The project proponent shall incorporate all conclusions and recommendations included in the Geotechnical Investigation Report prepared by Twining, dated October 1, 2014. These recommendations pertain to, but are not limited to: site preparation and fill placement, mat foundation on ground improvements, general ground and soil improvements, vapor retarder, permanent below-grade walls, temporary cut slopes and shoring.
	N/A
	 

	Hazards and Nuisances including Site Safety and Site-Generated Noise
	Mitigation Measure H-1. Lead Based Paint. Any disturbance of the identified LBP shall be performed in accordance with all federal, State, and local regulations dealing with disturbance of lead containing materials. Any paint in poor condition shall be stabilized prior to any demolition. Any lead based coatings in poor condition shall be abated or stabilized by a certified lead abatement contractor in order to remove the existing lead hazard. Any LBP in poor condition that may require stabilization shall be performed by a lead-based paint certified contractor selected by the County of Ventura. Workers shall have a minimum of 24 hours of lead training and be registered with the California Department of Public Health (CDPH). Any work that disturbs these materials must be performed in accordance with these and any other applicable standards. Prior to disposal, lead waste characterization sampling shall be performed and waste materials must be disposed of properly based on the characterization analysis.    Mitigation Measure H-2. Asbestos Containing Materials. Individuals performing work in areas containing identified ACM shall not disturb the identified ACM. If previously unidentified materials are encountered during the project, the County of Ventura Public Works Department and Environmental Health Department shall be notified immediately, and unidentified materials shall be sampled before any disturbance takes place. In addition, all future abatement activities with the potential for disturbing identified ACM shall be performed by a licensed and registered asbestos abatement contractor, as well as properly trained and qualified personnel. These activities shall employ state-of-the-art techniques and be conducted in accordance with all applicable local, State, and federal laws and regulations.
	N/A
	 

	Vegetation / Wildlife (Introduction, Modification, Removal, Disruption, etc.)
	Mitigation Measure B-2. Nesting Birds. To avoid impacts to nesting birds, project-related activities shall occur outside of the bird breeding season (February 1 to August 31) to the extent practicable. If project activities must occur during the bird breeding season, a nesting bird survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within the project site plus a 100-foot buffer, where accessible, no more than one week prior to initiation of ground disturbance or vegetation removal. If the project is phased, additional pre-activity nesting bird surveys shall be conducted prior to each phase of construction.    If an active nest (one containing eggs, nestlings, or dependent fledglings) is found, an avoidance buffer shall be determined and demarcated by a qualified biologist. The size of the buffer shall be sufficient to avoid direct impacts to the nest, eggs, young, and adults, and would depend upon the species and the proposed work activity. No work activity shall occur within the buffer until the biologist confirms that the nest is no longer active. If project activities must occur within the buffer, they shall be conducted at the discretion of the biologist.
	N/A
	 

	Endangered Species
	Mitigation Measure B-1. Avoid and Minimize Effects to Steelhead and Critical Habitat.     The following measures shall be followed in accordance with the BMPs implemented during construction of the project: (1) Work during rain events should be avoided to the maximum extent possible. If work must occur during periods of precipitation, the speed limit for transport and spreading material should be 10 miles per hour; (2) Construction materials (e.g. stockpiled soil) should be stored on impervious surfaces or plastic ground covers and be protected from stormwater runoff using temporary perimeter sediment barriers such as berms, silt fences, fiber rolls, covers, sand/gravel bags, and straw bale barriers, as appropriate; (3) Material storage areas should be located at least 100 feet from the storm drain; (4) To prevent the discharge of silt or pollutants from the site, Best Management Practices (BMPs) (e.g., silt barriers, sandbags, straw bales) should be installed as appropriate, particularly surrounding the storm drain; (5) BMPs should be implemented to prevent the off-site tracking of loose construction and landscape materials. These BMPs may include rumble plates at points of exit from the site, sweet sweeping, and vacuuming, as appropriate; (6) All re-fueling, cleaning, or maintenance of equipment should occur at least 100 feet from the storm drain; (7) Any spillage of material should be stopped if it can be done safely. The contaminated area should be cleaned, and any contaminated materials properly disposed.
	N/A
	 

	Historic Preservation
	Mitigation Measure C-1. Unanticipated Discovery of Cultural Resources. In the unlikely event cultural resources are unexpectedly encountered during ground-disturbing activities, work in the immediate area shall halt and an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards for archaeology (National Park Service 1983) shall be contacted immediately to evaluate the find. If the find is prehistoric, then a Native American representative shall also be contacted to participate in the evaluation of the find. If the discovery proves to be NRHP eligible and cannot be avoided, additional work such as data recovery excavation and Native American consultation may be warranted to mitigate any adverse effects.    Mitigation Measure C-2. Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains. In the unlikely event of an unanticipated discovery of human remains, all ground-disturbing activities in the vicinity of the discovery shall be immediately suspended and redirected elsewhere. All steps required to comply with State of California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 and Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 shall be implemented including contacting the Ventura County Medical Examiner's Office. If the human remains are determined to be prehistoric, the Medical Examiner will notify the NAHC, which will determine and notify a most likely descendant (MLD). The MLD has 48 hours from being granted site access to make recommendations for the disposition of the remains. If the MLD does not make recommendations within 48 hours of granted access, the landowner shall reinter the remains in an area of the property secure from subsequent disturbance
	N/A
	 



Mitigation Plan
	Prior to the issuance of any construction or demolition permits, the County of Ventura shall review the mitigation measures required for the project, to ensure all measures have been implemented.



Supporting documentation on completed measures


APPENDIX A:  Related Federal Laws and Authorities

 Airport Hazards
	General policy
	Legislation
	Regulation

	It is HUD’s policy to apply standards to prevent incompatible development around civil airports and military airfields.  
	
	24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D



1.	To ensure compatible land use development, you must determine your site’s proximity to civil and military airports.  Is your project within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport?

	
	No




Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload the map showing that the site is not within the applicable distances to a military or civilian airport below

	
	Yes







Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Santa Paula Airport is the nearest civilian airport to the project site, located approximately nine miles to the west. Point Mugu Naval Air Station, located approximately 22 miles southwest of the project site, is the nearest military airport. See attached map for distances to the nearest civilian and military airports. The project site is not within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. The project is in compliance with Airport Hazards requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - Airport Hazards.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Coastal Barrier Resources
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	HUD financial assistance may not be used for most activities in units of the Coastal Barrier Resources System (CBRS). See 16 USC 3504 for limitations on federal expenditures affecting the CBRS.  
	Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) of 1982, as amended by the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 (16 USC 3501) 

	



This project is located in a state that does not contain CBRA units. Therefore, this project is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.

Compliance Determination
	The project is located in a state that does not contain CBRS units (see attachment map illustrating Coastal Barrier Resources). Therefore, the project is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.    Source: United States Fish and Wildlife Service. Coastal Barrier Resources Mapper. 2020. Accessible at: https://www.fws.gov/cbra/maps/Mapper.html



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - CBRS.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Flood Insurance
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Certain types of federal financial assistance may not be used in floodplains unless the community participates in National Flood Insurance Program and flood insurance is both obtained and maintained.
	Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 as amended (42 USC 4001-4128)
	24 CFR 50.4(b)(1) and 24 CFR 58.6(a) and (b); 24 CFR 55.1(b).




1.	Does this project involve financial assistance for construction, rehabilitation, or acquisition of a mobile home, building, or insurable personal property?

	
	No. This project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood insurance. 



	
	Yes




2.	Upload a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site here: 

	Attachment - FEMA FIRM.pdf






The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA Map Service Center provides this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs).  For projects in areas not mapped by FEMA, use the best available information to determine floodplain information.  Include documentation, including a discussion of why this is the best available information for the site. Provide FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, panel number, and date within your documentation. 

Is the structure, part of the structure, or insurable property located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area?   
	
	No



	  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. 

	
	Yes




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project site is located in Zone X, an Area of Minimal Flood Hazard, as shown in Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map Panel #06111C0643E, effective 01/20/2010. The proposed building addition is not located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area. Because the project is not located in a Special Flood Hazard Area, the project would not require purchasing of or enrollment in flood insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program. The project is in compliance with flood insurance requirements.    Source: Federal Emergency Management Agency. 2010. Flood Insurance Rate Map/Panel #06111C0643E. Web accessible from https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search#searchresultsanchor. Accessed October 2020.  



Supporting documentation 

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Air Quality
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Clean Air Act is administered by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), which sets national standards on ambient pollutants. In addition, the Clean Air Act is administered by States, which must develop State Implementation Plans (SIPs) to regulate their state air quality. Projects funded by HUD must demonstrate that they conform to the appropriate SIP.  
	Clean Air Act (42 USC 7401 et seq.) as amended particularly Section 176(c) and (d) (42 USC 7506(c) and (d))
	40 CFR Parts 6, 51 and 93



1.	Does your project include new construction or conversion of land use facilitating the development of public, commercial, or industrial facilities OR five or more dwelling units?

	
	Yes

	
	No



Air Quality Attainment Status of Project’s County or Air Quality Management District 

2.	Is your project’s air quality management district or county in non-attainment or maintenance status for any criteria pollutants?

	
	No, project’s county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all criteria pollutants. 



	
	Yes, project’s management district or county is in non-attainment or maintenance status for the following criteria pollutants (check all that apply): 




	
	Carbon Monoxide 

	
	Lead

	
	Nitrogen dioxide

	
	Sulfur dioxide

	
	Ozone

	
	Particulate Matter, <2.5 microns

	
	Particulate Matter, <10 microns




3.	What are the de minimis emissions levels (40 CFR 93.153) or screening levels for the non-attainment or maintenance level pollutants indicated above

	
	
	

	Ozone
	 
	ppb (parts per million)



	Provide your source used to determine levels here: 

	Clean Air Act (CAA) conformity thresholds applicable for the proposed project in Ventura County are 50 tons per year (tpy) of ozone (O3) precursors (nitrogen oxides [NOX] or reactive organic compounds [ROG]) .     (Source: United States Environmental Protection Agency. General Conformity De Minimis Tables. Available at https://www.epa.gov/general-conformity/de-minimis-tables)





4.	Determine the estimated emissions levels of your project. Will your project exceed any of the de minimis or threshold emissions levels of non-attainment and maintenance level pollutants or exceed the screening levels established by the state or air quality management district?
	
	No, the project will not exceed de minimis or threshold emissions levels or screening levels. 



Enter the estimate emission levels:
	
	
	

	Ozone
	 
	ppb (parts per million)



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. 

	
	Yes, the project exceeds de minimis emissions levels or screening levels.





Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project site is located in the Ventura County portion of the South Central Coast Air Basin (SCCAB). The Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD) is the responsible regional air pollution control agency in Ventura County. An area's compliance with federal ambient air quality standards is categorized as nonattainment, attainment (better than national standards), unclassifiable, or attainment/cannot be classified. The unclassified designation includes attainment areas that comply with federal standards, as well as areas for which monitoring data are lacking. Unclassified areas are treated as attainment areas for most regulatory purposes. Simple attainment designations generally are used only for areas that transition from nonattainment status to attainment status. Areas that have been reclassified from nonattainment to attainment of federal air quality standards are automatically considered maintenance areas, although this designation is seldom noted in status listings. Ventura County is designated as nonattainment (serious) for the federal 8-hour ozone standard. Ventura County is designated as attainment or unclassified for all other federal ambient air quality standards. Clean Air Act (CAA) conformity thresholds applicable for the proposed project in Ventura County are 50 tons per year (tpy) of ozone (O3) precursors (nitrogen oxides [NOX] or reactive organic compounds [ROG]). The VCAPCD's Guidelines recommend specific air emission criteria and threshold levels for determining whether a project may have a significant adverse impact on air quality within the Basin. The project would have a significant impact if operational emissions exceed 25 pounds per day (lbs/day) of reactive organic compounds (ROC; also referred to as reactive organic gases) or 25 lbs/day of nitrogen oxides (NOX). The 25 lbs/day threshold for ROC and NOX is not intended to be applied to construction emissions since such emissions are temporary. Nevertheless, VCAPCD's Guidelines state that construction-related emissions should be mitigated if estimates of ROC or NOX emissions from heavy-duty construction equipment exceed this threshold (VCAPCD 2003).     The air pollutant emissions associated with the project were calculated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2016.3.2 (CalEEMod results included in the attachment). Construction was modeled to begin in April 2021 and would include grading, paving, building construction, and architectural coating construction phases. CalEEMod defaults were used for the duration of each construction phase.     The estimated maximum construction-related ROG and NOX emissions are approximately 0.06 tpy and 0.51 tpy, respectively, which do not exceed the 50 tpy CAA conformity de-minimis thresholds (see attachment for modeling results). The estimated maximum operational-related ROG and NOX emissions are approximately 0.04 tpy and 0.09 tpy, respectively, which do not exceed the 50 tpy CAA conformity de-minimis thresholds (see attachment for modeling results).     The estimated maximum daily construction-related ROG and NOX emissions are approximately 2.1 lbs/day and 15.3 lbs/day, respectively, which do not exceed the 25 lbs/day VCAPCD threshold for recommended mitigation (see attachment for modeling results). The estimated maximum daily operation-related ROG and NOX emissions are approximately 0.2 lbs/day and 0.5 lbs/day, respectively, which do not exceed the 25 lbs/day VCAPCD operational emission threshold (see Attachment for modeling results).    Construction and operation of the proposed project would not generate emissions exceeding CAA de-minimis thresholds for non-attainment pollutants or local APCD thresholds. Therefore, the project would not conflict with the CAA.    Source: Ventura County Air Pollution Control District. 2003. Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines. Accessible at: http://www.vcapcd.org/pubs/Planning/VCAQGuidelines.pdf



Supporting documentation 
Attachment - CalEEMod.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Coastal Zone Management Act 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Federal assistance to applicant agencies for activities affecting any coastal use or resource is granted only when such activities are consistent with federally approved State Coastal Zone Management Act Plans.  
	Coastal Zone Management Act (16 USC 1451-1464), particularly section 307(c) and (d) (16 USC 1456(c) and (d))
	15 CFR Part 930





1.	Is the project located in, or does it affect, a Coastal Zone as defined in your state Coastal Management Plan?

	
	Yes

	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project is not located in nor does it affect a Coastal Zone as defined in the state Coastal Management Plan (see attached map showing the Ventura County Coastal Zone Boundary). The project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.     Source: Ventura County Resource Management Agency. 2018. Ventura County Coastal Zone Boundary.



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - Coastal Zone.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Contamination and Toxic Substances
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulations

	It is HUD policy that all properties that are being proposed for use in HUD programs be free of hazardous materials, contamination, toxic chemicals and gases, and radioactive substances, where a hazard could affect the health and safety of the occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of the property.
	
	24 CFR 58.5(i)(2)
24 CFR 50.3(i)




1.	How was site contamination evaluated? Select all that apply. Document and upload documentation and reports and evaluation explanation of site contamination below.

	
	American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA)

	
	ASTM Phase II ESA

	
	Remediation or clean-up plan

	
	ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening

	
	None of the Above



2.	Were any on-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances found that could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property?  (Were any recognized environmental conditions or RECs identified in a Phase I ESA and confirmed in a Phase II ESA?)

	
	No



	
	Yes





3.	Mitigation
Document and upload the mitigation needed according to the requirements of the appropriate federal, state, tribal, or local oversight agency.  If the adverse environmental effects cannot be mitigated, then HUD assistance may not be used for the project at this site.  

[bookmark: _Toc353375522]Can adverse environmental impacts be mitigated? 

	
	Adverse environmental impacts cannot feasibly be mitigated.




	
	Yes, adverse environmental impacts can be eliminated through mitigation. Document and upload all mitigation requirements below. 




4.	Describe how compliance was achieved in the text box below. Include any of the following that apply: State Voluntary Clean-up Program, a No Further Action letter, use of engineering controls, or use of institutional controls.

	Mitigation measures H-1 and H-2 are included for the avoidance and abatement of asbestos containing materials and lead based paint during project construction. 



If a remediation plan or clean-up program was necessary, which standard does it follow?

	
	Complete removal 

	
	Risk-based corrective action (RBCA) 










Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project site was reviewed in the Department of Toxic Substances Control Board's (DTSC) Envirostor database and the State Water Resources Control Board's (SWRCB) Geotracker database. These databases include information on groundwater quality and the location of identified hazardous material sites, including the location of leaking underground storage tanks. There are no identified hazardous material sites or groundwater quality concerns on or within 1,000 feet of the site (see attachment for both Envirostor and Geotracker maps; DTSC 2020; SWRCB 2020).    A Limited Asbestos and Lead Sampling Survey (Survey) was prepared by BSI EHS Services and Solutions (BSI) in March 2016 (see attachment for the Survey). The Survey included limited X-ray fluorescence analysis and paint chip sampling of suspect lead containing materials in the existing men's and women's restroom's and north exterior side of the Fillmore Library building, where proposed renovation and construction activities would occur. The Lead Based Paint (LBP) Survey was performed using the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) / U.S. Housing and Urban Development's (HUD) standards for testing LBP in residential housing, modified for commercial structures. According to the HUD Guideline Document Lead-Based Paint: Guidelines for Hazard Evaluation and Control of Lead Based Paint Hazards in Housing (published in the Federal Register, June 1995), coatings that are found to have a lead concentration of at least 1.0 milligram per square centimeter (mg/cm^2) are considered to be LBP. No LBP was found in any of the building components, however, lead-based coating was found in the beige ceramic wall tile located on the lower half of the men's and women's restrooms, comprising approximately 250 square feet and containing 7.6 mg/cm^2 of lead. This is in excess of 1.0 mg/cm^2 as determined by X-ray fluorescence testing. The project would include renovation activities in areas identified with lead-based coating; therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure H-1 would be required to ensure that surfaces containing LBP are remediated and materials are disposed of in accordance with all federal, State, and local regulations.     The Survey also included bulk sampling of suspect materials in order to determine the presence or absence of Asbestos Containing Materials (ACMs) associated with existing building areas proposed for renovation and construction. The sampling was performed in accordance with requirements of the following regulations: Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act (AHERA) and Appendix A, Subpart F of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 763, Section 1. Approximately 200 square feet of ACM was found in the exterior stucco portico in the north exterior side of the Fillmore Library building and 10 linear feet of ACM was found in the window putty in the men's restroom. The ACM was in good condition. Since the project includes construction and demolition activities in areas identified with ACM, Mitigation Measure H-2 would be required to ensure that workers and future users of the project are not exposed to hazardous levels of ACM during project construction and materials are disposed of in accordance with all federal, State, and local regulations.    With implementation of Mitigation Measure H-1 and H-2, the project would comply with all regulations related to contamination and toxic substances.    Source(s):   Department of Toxic Substances Control. 2020. Envirostor Database. Accessible at: https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/  State Water Resources Control Board. 2020. Geotracker Database. Accessible at: https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - ACM and LBP.pdf
Attachment - Database Maps.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No






Endangered Species 
	General requirements
	ESA Legislation
	Regulations

	Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) mandates that federal agencies ensure that actions that they authorize, fund, or carry out shall not jeopardize the continued existence of federally listed plants and animals or result in the adverse modification or destruction of designated critical habitat. Where their actions may affect resources protected by the ESA, agencies must consult with the Fish and Wildlife Service and/or the National Marine Fisheries Service (“FWS” and “NMFS” or “the Services”). 
	The Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); particularly section 7 (16 USC 1536).
	50 CFR Part 402



1.	Does the project involve any activities that have the potential to affect specifies or habitats? 

	
	No, the project will have No Effect due to the nature of the activities involved in the project. 



	
	No, the project will have No Effect based on a letter of understanding, memorandum of agreement, programmatic agreement, or checklist provided by local HUD office



	
	Yes, the activities involved in the project have the potential to affect species and/or habitats.



2.	Are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action area? 

	
	No, the project will have No Effect due to the absence of federally listed species and designated critical habitat



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below. 
Documentation may include letters from the Services, species lists from the Services’ websites, surveys or other documents and analysis showing that there are no species in the action area.

	
	Yes, there are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action area.  






Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Federally regulated species are those plants and animals listed, proposed for listing, or candidates for listing as Threatened or Endangered by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). Rincon Consultants, Inc. prepared a Biological Resources Inventory (BRI) for the proposed project in December 2020 that analyzed potential impacts to federally regulated species (see attachment for the BRI). The BRI includes a list of ten federally regulated species (Appendix C of the BRI) provided by the USFWS office in Ventura that have potential to occur in the project area. A site survey was completed by a Rincon biologist to evaluate the potential for the ten species to occur within the survey area.     Federally regulated species typically have very specific habitat requirements which may include, but are not limited to, vegetation communities, elevation levels and topography, and the availability of primary constituent elements (i.e., space for individual and population growth, breeding, foraging, and shelter). Assessments of the potential occurrence of federally regulated species are based on their known ranges, habitat preferences, CNDDB occurrence records in the vicinity of the study area, and previous reports from the project site. The potential for each federally regulated species to occur in the study area was evaluated in the BRI (see attachment for the BRI).    No federally regulated plant species were detected during the field reconnaissance survey on September 28, 2020. Additionally, no federally regulated plant species are expected to occur given the developed nature of the site, the high degree of development within the vicinity of the project site, and the lack of suitable soils and plant communities required by such species.    No federally regulated wildlife species were observed or detected during the field reconnaissance survey. Additionally, no federally regulated wildlife species were found to have a high or moderate potential to occur on the site due to lack of suitable habitat. There is no critical habitat designated by the USFWS within the study area.     As discussed in the BRI, no designated critical habitat or potentially suitable habitat for steelhead occurs at the project site. Designated critical habitat for steelhead is located in the Santa Clara River approximately 1.2 miles south of the project site and in Sespe Creek approximately 0.8 miles northwest of the project site. A storm drain with connection to the project site is presumed to have connectivity to either the Santa Clara River or Sespe Creek. Although there is no potential for steelhead to occur at the project site, implementation of the project has a low potential to result in indirect effects to steelhead via the release of contaminants into a storm drain with presumed connectivity to either Santa Clara River or Sespe Creek (see attachment for the BRI). As discussed in the BRI, operation of the project would have no effect on steelhead because the project is required to implement low impact development (LID) and best management practices (BMPs) to capture and treat stormwater flows in compliance with Ventura County's Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) Permit. The project's potential effects to steelhead during construction would be reduced by implementation of avoidance and minimization measures (consistent with BMPs required by the County's MS4 Permit) which have been included as Mitigation Measure B-1 of this Environmental Assessment. Although these measures are enforced in compliance to existing development standards, implementation of Mitigation Measure B-1 would ensure BMPs and avoidance and minimization measures are followed during construction, and the project would not affect steelhead or its critical habitat.  



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - Fillmore Library Expansion BRI.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Explosive and Flammable Hazards
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	HUD-assisted projects must meet Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) requirements to protect them from explosive and flammable hazards.
	N/A
	24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C



1.	Is the proposed HUD-assisted project itself the development of a hazardous facility (a facility that mainly stores, handles or processes flammable or combustible chemicals such as bulk fuel storage facilities and refineries)?

	
	No

	
	Yes



2.	Does this project include any of the following activities:  development, construction, rehabilitation that will increase residential densities, or conversion?


	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section.  

	
	Yes






Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Based on the project description, the project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under this section because it does not include development of a hazardous facility (a facility that stores, handles or processes flammable or combustible chemicals) or development, construction, or rehabilitation that will increase residential densities or conversion of land uses to residential uses near hazardous facilities. The project includes expansion of an existing library/public facility in an area with predominantly residential and institutional uses. The project is in compliance with explosive and flammable hazard requirements.



Supporting documentation 

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Farmlands Protection 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) discourages federal activities that would convert farmland to nonagricultural purposes.
	Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981 (7 U.S.C. 4201 et seq.)
	7 CFR Part 658



1.	Does your project include any activities, including new construction, acquisition of undeveloped land or conversion, that could convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use?

	
	Yes

	
	No



If your project includes new construction, acquisition of undeveloped land or conversion, explain how you determined that agricultural land would not be converted:

	The project site is classified as Urban and Built Up Land, according the Department of Conservation's (DOC) Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program.



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.

Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project site is classified as Urban and Built Up Land, according the Department of Conservation's (DOC) Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (see Attachment). Since the project site does not contain agricultural land, the project would not convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use, and the project would not conflict with provisions for farmland protection. The project is in compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act.    Source: Department of Conservation. 2020. Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program - California Important Farmland Finder. Accessible at: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - Farmland.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Floodplain Management
	General Requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, requires federal activities to avoid impacts to floodplains and to avoid direct and indirect support of floodplain development to the extent practicable.
	Executive Order 11988
	24 CFR 55



1.	Do any of the following exemptions apply? Select the applicable citation? [only one selection possible]

	
	55.12(c)(3)

	
	55.12(c)(4) 

	
	55.12(c)(5) 

	
	55.12(c)(6) 

	
	55.12(c)(7) 

	
	55.12(c)(8) 

	
	55.12(c)(9) 

	
	55.12(c)(10) 

	
	55.12(c)(11) 

	
	None of the above 	



2.	Upload a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site here:

 
Attachment - FEMA FIRM.pdf

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA Map Service Center provides this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs).  For projects in areas not mapped by FEMA, use the best available information to determine floodplain information.  Include documentation, including a discussion of why this is the best available information for the site.

Does your project occur in a floodplain?
	
	No




Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. 

	
	Yes







Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project site is located in Zone X, an Area of Minimal Flood Hazard, as shown in Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map Panel #06111C0643E, effective 01/20/2010. The proposed building addition is not located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area. Because the project is not located in a Special Flood Hazard Area or floodplain, users of the library expansion project would not be exposed to floodplain related hazards and the project would not conflict with provisions related to floodplain management. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11988.    Source: Federal Emergency Management Agency. 2010. Flood Insurance Rate Map/Panel #06111C0643E. Web accessible from https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search#searchresultsanchor. Accessed October 2020.



Supporting documentation 

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Historic Preservation
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Regulations under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) require a consultative process to identify historic  properties, assess project impacts on them, and avoid, minimize,  or mitigate adverse effects   
	Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(16 U.S.C. 470f)
	36 CFR 800 “Protection of Historic Properties” http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_10/36cfr800_10.html





Threshold
Is Section 106 review required for your project? 

	
	No, because the project consists solely of activities listed as exempt in a Programmatic Agreement (PA ). (See the PA Database to find applicable PAs.)


	
	No, because the project consists solely of activities included in a No Potential to Cause Effects memo or other determination [36 CFR 800.3(a)(1)].


	
	Yes, because the project includes activities with potential to cause effects (direct or indirect).




Step 1 – Initiate Consultation
Select all consulting parties below (check all that apply):

	
	

	 State Historic Preservation Offer (SHPO)
	Completed



	
	




	
	Indian Tribes, including Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs) or Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs)



	
	

	  Barbareno/Ventureno Band of Mission Indians
	Completed

	  Chumash Council of Bakersfield
	Completed

	  Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation
	Completed

	  Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
	Completed

	  Northern Chumash Tribal Council
	Completed

	  San Fernando Band of Mission Indians
	Completed

	  San Luis Obispo County Chumash Counci
	Completed

	  Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians
	Completed


	

	
	Other Consulting Parties




	
	

	  City of Fillmore Department of Planning
	Completed

	  Fillmore Historical Museum
	Completed

	  San Buenaventura Conservancy
	Completed

	  Santa Clara River Valley Railroad Society
	Completed

	  Ventura County Cultural Heritage Board
	Completed








Describe the process of selecting consulting parties and initiating consultation here: 

	Rincon contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to request a search of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) and to acquire a contact list of Native Americans culturally affiliated with the project area on September 23, 2020.



Document and upload all correspondence, notices and notes (including comments and objections received below).


Step 2 – Identify and Evaluate Historic Properties
1. Define the Area of Potential Effect (APE), either by entering the address(es) or uploading a map depicting the APE below:
	The Area of Potential Effect (APE) is depicted in Figure 2 of the Historic Properties Assessment prepared for the project by Rincon Consultants in October 2020 (included as an attachment).



In the chart below, list historic properties identified and evaluated in the APE. Every historic property that may be affected by the project should be included in the chart.

Upload the documentation (survey forms, Register nominations, concurrence(s) and/or objection(s), notes, and photos) that justify your National Register Status determination below.  

	Address / Location / District
	National Register Status
	SHPO Concurrence
	Sensitive Information

	502 Second Street
	Not Eligible
	Yes
	  Not Sensitive

	511 Second Street
	Not Eligible
	Yes
	  Not Sensitive



Additional Notes:
	





1. Was a survey of historic buildings and/or archeological sites done as part of the project?

	
	Yes


		Document and upload surveys and report(s) below.
For Archeological surveys, refer to HP Fact Sheet #6, Guidance on Archeological Investigations in HUD Projects.  

Additional Notes:
	Rincon Consultants prepared a Cultural Resources Assessment Report for the project in October 2020 (see attachment). In addition, a Phase I Archaeological Study was previously completed for the project site by Rincon Consultants on October 12, 2020 and included a cultural resources records search, a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search, an archaeological pedestrian survey, and an assessment of project effects on archaeological resources (see attachment).







	
	No



Step 3 –Assess Effects of the Project on Historic Properties 

Only properties that are listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places receive further consideration under Section 106.   Assess the effect(s) of the project by applying the Criteria of Adverse Effect. (36 CFR 800.5)]  Consider direct and indirect effects as applicable as per guidance on direct and indirect effects.

Choose one of the findings below - No Historic Properties Affected, No Adverse Effect, or Adverse Effect; and seek concurrence from consulting parties.  

	
	No Historic Properties Affected



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload concurrence(s) or objection(s) below.

         Document reason for finding: 
	
	No historic properties present.

	
	Historic properties present, but project will have no effect upon them.







	
	No Adverse Effect



	
	Adverse Effect




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Rincon Consultants prepared a cultural resources technical study in October 2020 in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). Archival research was conducted in September and October of 2020. The cultural resources records search was conducted through the Central Coast Information Center (CCIC) at the University of California, Santa Barbara on September 21, 2020. Rincon contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to request a search of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) and to acquire a contact list of Native Americans culturally affiliated with the project area on September 23, 2020. Native American and interested party consultations were completed in October 2020. An intensive-level built environment survey of the APE was conducted on October 12, 2020, and an intensive-level archaeological survey was conducted October 21, 2020.     The cultural resources records search resulted in the identification of three previously recorded cultural resources within a 0.5-mile radius of the APE, none of which are located within the APE. The APE has been heavily disturbed by prior construction and demolition; therefore, the potential for intact archaeological resources to be present within the APE is low. In addition, a total of 10 patches of grass turf, measuring 12 inches by 12 inches, were removed across the project site to increase ground surface visibility and survey reliability. No cultural materials were observed during the survey. Furthermore, the NAHC SLF search resulted in negative findings for potential tribal cultural resources in the project vicinity. The archaeological sensitivity for the project site, therefore, is considered low. The interested party outreach included the Fillmore Historical Museum, Ventura County Museum, Santa Clara River Valley Railroad Historical Society, the City of Fillmore Planning Department, and the Ventura County Cultural Heritage Board (VCCHB).     The San Buenaventura Conservancy had no specific concerns regarding impacts to historic properties in the APE, but advised that because the buildings in the APE were designed by a notable local architect, Roy C. Wilson, other parties might be concerned about the project's potential impacts. It was further advised that Rincon contact the VCCHCB. Rincon contacted VCCHCB care of Dillan Murphy of the County's Department of Planning. Mr. Murray expressed that his office would issue a comment on the project, but as of the completion of this report a reply has not been received. No other interested parties expressed concerns about the project's potential to affect historic properties.    The built-environment survey identified two architectural resources over 45 years of age in the APE. The properties were recorded on California Department of Parks and Recreation 523 series forms and evaluated for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). As a result of this study, neither property was found to be eligible for listing in the NRHP due to a lack of historical or architectural significance. Therefore, they are not considered historic properties for the purposes of Section 106 of the NHPA.     No cultural materials were observed during the survey. The APE has been heavily disturbed by prior construction and demolition and is, therefore, unlikely to contain intact archaeological resources. Rincon recommended a finding of no effect to historic properties under Section 106 of NHPA. In addition, Rincon recommended mitigation measures as standard best management practices in the event of an unanticipated discovery of cultural resources and human remains during project construction. These have been included as mitigation measures in this Environmental Assessment as Mitigation Measures C-1 and C-2.    The County of Ventura requested State Historic Preservation Officer concurrence of a finding of no historic properties affected in December 2020. SHPO provided a letter of concurrence in January 2021.



Supporting documentation 
 
21-01-20 Fillmore Library Expansion SHPO Response.pdf
Fillmore Library Expansion SHPO Letter EXECUTED.pdf
Fillmore Library Expansion_CR Report.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No






Noise Abatement and Control 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	HUD’s noise regulations protect residential properties from excessive noise exposure. HUD encourages mitigation as appropriate.
	Noise Control Act of 1972

General Services Administration Federal Management Circular 75-2: “Compatible Land Uses at Federal Airfields”
	Title 24 CFR 51 Subpart B




1.	What activities does your project involve? Check all that apply:

	
	New construction for residential use



	
	Rehabilitation of an existing residential property



	
	A research demonstration project which does not result in new construction or reconstruction

	
	An interstate land sales registration

	
	Any timely emergency assistance under disaster assistance provision or appropriations which are provided to save lives, protect property, protect public health and safety, remove debris and wreckage, or assistance that has the effect of restoring facilities substantially as they existed prior to the disaster

	
	None of the above



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	HUD requires evaluation of a project's consistency with noise regulations if a project includes new construction for residential uses or rehabilitation of an existing residential property. The project includes expansion of an existing library facility in an area with predominantly residential and institutional uses. Based on the project description, this project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under HUD's Noise regulation. The project is in compliance with HUD's Noise regulation.



Supporting documentation 


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Sole Source Aquifers 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 protects drinking water systems which are the sole or principal drinking water source for an area and which, if contaminated, would create a significant hazard to public health.
	Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 201, 300f et seq., and 21 U.S.C. 349)
	40 CFR Part 149



	
1.	Does the project consist solely of acquisition, leasing, or rehabilitation of an existing building(s)? 

	
	Yes


	
	No





2.	Is the project located on a sole source aquifer (SSA)?
A sole source aquifer is defined as an aquifer that supplies at least 50 percent of the drinking water consumed in the area overlying the aquifer. This includes streamflow source areas, which are upstream areas of losing streams that flow into the recharge area.

	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload documentation used to make your determination, such as a map of your project (or jurisdiction, if appropriate) in relation to the nearest SSA and its source area, below.

	
	Yes




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The Sole Source Aquifer nearest to the project site is the Fresno County Aquifer located approximately 146 miles to the north (see attachment; USEPA 2020). Since the project site is not located in an area with an established Sole Source Aquifer, the project would not conflict with the provisions protecting Sole Source Aquifers. The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.    Source: United States Environmental Protection Agency. 2020. Interactive Map of Sole Source Aquifers. Accessible at: https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9ebb047ba3ec41ada1877155fe31356b



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - SSA.pdf


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Wetlands Protection 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Executive Order 11990 discourages direct or indirect support of new construction impacting wetlands wherever there is a practicable alternative. The Fish and Wildlife Service’s National Wetlands Inventory can be used as a primary screening tool, but observed or known wetlands not indicated on NWI maps must also be processed Off-site impacts that result in draining, impounding, or destroying wetlands must also be processed. 
	Executive Order 11990
	24 CFR 55.20 can be used for general guidance regarding the 8 Step Process.



1.	Does this project involve new construction as defined in Executive Order 11990, expansion of a building’s footprint, or ground disturbance? The term "new construction" shall include draining, dredging, channelizing, filling, diking, impounding, and related activities and any structures or facilities begun or authorized after the effective date of the Order

	
	No


	
	Yes


2.	Will the new construction or other ground disturbance impact an on- or off-site wetland? The term "wetlands" means those areas that are inundated by surface or ground water with a frequency sufficient to support, and under normal circumstances does or would support, a prevalence of vegetative or aquatic life that requires saturated or seasonally saturated soil conditions for growth and reproduction. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas such as sloughs, potholes, wet meadows, river overflows, mud flats, and natural ponds.

"Wetlands under E.O. 11990 include isolated and non-jurisdictional wetlands."

	
	No, a wetland will not be impacted in terms of E.O. 11990’s definition of new construction.



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload a map or any other relevant documentation below which explains your determination 

	
	Yes, there is a wetland that be impacted in terms of E.O. 11990’s definition of new construction.



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The site includes an existing library building and an open grass lawn. The land surrounding the site is developed, including residences lined with ornamental trees. A Biological Resources Inventory report was prepared by Rincon Consultants in October 2020 which included a field reconnaissance survey on September 28, 2020. As discussed in the report, the project site does not contain any federally regulated waters or wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) (see attachment). The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990.



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - Fillmore Library BRI(1).pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act provides federal protection for certain free-flowing, wild, scenic and recreational rivers designated as components or potential components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System (NWSRS) from the effects of construction or development. 
	The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1271-1287), particularly section 7(b) and (c) (16 U.S.C. 1278(b) and (c))
	36 CFR Part 297 



1.	Is your project within proximity of a NWSRS river?  

	
	No


	
	Yes, the project is in proximity of a Designated Wild and Scenic River or Study Wild and Scenic River.

	
	Yes, the project is in proximity of a Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) River.



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The nearest classified Wild and Scenic River is a 31.5-mile segment of Sespe Creek, which is located over 5.75 miles north of the project site (National Wild and Scenic Rivers n.d; United States Forest Service 2016; see attachment). There are no rivers in California currently under ''authorized'' study under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (National Wild and Scenic Rivers n.d; see attachment). The nearest Nationwide Rivers Inventory River is an approximately 1.5 mile segment of Sespe Creek located approximately 4.5 miles north of the project site (National Park Service 2016; see attachment). Implementation of the project would not conflict with the provisions of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.    Source(s):  National Park Service. 2016. Nationwide Rivers Inventory KML File. National Park Service. Accessible from: https://irma.nps.gov/DataStore/Reference/Profile/2233706. Accessed October 2020.  National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. n.d. Sespe Creek. Accessed at https://www.rivers.gov/rivers/sespe.php, accessed October 2020.  National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. n.d. Wild and Scenic River Studies - Current Active Studies. Accessed at: https://www.rivers.gov/study.php, accessed October 2020.  United States Forest Service - National Wild and Scenic River Line. National Wild and Scenic River Lines. Available from: https://hub.arcgis.com/datasets/usfs::national-wild-and-scenic-river-line. Accessed October 2020.



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - Wild and Scenic Rivers.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No






Environmental Justice
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Determine if the project creates adverse environmental impacts upon a low-income or minority community.  If it does, engage the community in meaningful participation about mitigating the impacts or move the project.  
	Executive Order 12898
	



HUD strongly encourages starting the Environmental Justice analysis only after all other laws and authorities, including Environmental Assessment factors if necessary, have been completed. 

1.	Were any adverse environmental impacts identified in any other compliance review portion of this project’s total environmental review?

	
	Yes

	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. 

Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The proposed project is intended to provide educational resources for all community members, regardless of demographics, in the City of Fillmore. The project site is located in an area characterized primarily by residential and institutional uses and the proposed expansion seeks to result in beneficial long-term social and economic impacts for all community members. Based on the U.S. Environmental Justice Screening Report (EJ Screening Report) and Mapping Tool, the project site is located within a census block group (061110003022) where the demographics are 31 percent low income and 69 percent minority (see attachment for EJ Screening Report).     As discussed under Air Quality, the project would not result in construction or operational criteria air pollutants in excess of CAA de minimis or VCAPCD thresholds. As discussed under Contamination and Toxic Substances, the project site does not contain subsurface contamination, and with implementation of Mitigation Measures H-1 and H-2, construction of the project would not expose workers, patrons of the library, or nearby residences to hazards related to LBP or ACM. Because the project would not result in substantial adverse environmental effects, it would not have the potential to result in disproportionately high adverse effects on minority or low-income populations. As such, the proposed project would not result in any environmental justice concerns. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 12898.



Supporting documentation 
 
Attachment - EJ Screen.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No
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