CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
ENVIRONMENTAL INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST FORM
ALMOND ACRES CHARTER ACADEMY PROJECT

Public Review Period August 5, 2020 – August 25, 2020

1. PROJECT TITLE:
Entitlements:

2. LEAD AGENCY:

Contact Person:
Phone Number:
Email:

Almond Acres Charter Academy
Planned Development (PD 20-04)

City of Paso Robles
1000 Spring Street
Paso Robles, CA 93446
Darren Nash, City Planner
(805) 237-3904
dnash@prcity.com

3. PROJECT LOCATION:

1145 Niblick Road
APN: 009-566-042

4. PROJECT PROPONENT:

1145 Niblick LLC, for Almond Acres

Contact Person:
Phone Number:
Email:

Samer Mohamed
(661) 433-5300
samer@aacademy.com

5. GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION:

Residential Multi-Family (RMF-4)

6. ZONING:

R1 (Residential Single Family)

7. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
The project site is located on the intersection of Niblick Road and Rosemary Drive as shown in the
Vicinity Map (attachment 1). The generally vacant lot has an existing building of a church facility that
would be demolished for the purposes of the project. The proposed project would entail the development
of a building that will provide facilities for a kindergarten through 8th grade public charter school. The
buildings have been arranged on the site plan so that the front of the facilities face Niblick Road and the
structures sides face the existing homes to the west and east. This orientation helps provide more
compatible massing and limits the direct line of site into neighboring yards. In addition, parking areas and
open space on the north perimeter of the site help to provide a buffer between the project and the
surrounding existing homes. The project proposes to construct an approximate 31,992 square foot 1-story
building on a 3.4-acre parcel as shown on the site plan (attachment 2).
The 31,992 square foot building would consist of the following components:
- 1,500 S.F. of Administration/Office Areas
- 16,000 S.F. of Classroom Areas & Warming Kitchen/Food Services
- 7,500 S.F. of Multipurpose rooms/gym
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-

6,992 S.F. of Corridors, Service Areas and Utility Rooms

Outdoor facilities:
- 25,000 S.F. of Open Courtyards/Open Field Play Areas
The parking provided is located on-site in both, the front and the back of the property (accessed from a
one-way driveway from Niblick Road) for a total of 64 spaces. Under the specific use, the parking is
found to be in compliance with the City standards. Due to the nature of the project being a K-8th Grade
school, the management has determined that 60 parking spaces will be sufficient in order to accommodate
the administrative and employee requirements. The need for school activity areas such as exterior
playgrounds and courtyards, have precedence over parking for the success of the School Operations and
development of students. The Planning Commission will need to evaluate whether the proposed parking
spaces are adequate. Furthermore, there is one loading zone provided for the need of office and food
services that shall be addressed with proper scheduling by school management. There is also a drop off
and pick up zone on the west side of the perimeter that will be spread out and timed, not to interfere with
the existing school schedule at Paso Robles High School, by school management. Parking will be
provided throughout the site to allow accessibility to the residents; tree planters will be used to mitigate
the visual impact as well as provide some shade for the residents.
The 3.4-acre site is rectangular shaped and is mostly open grassland that slopes to the north. There are
two native oak trees immediately adjacent to the site, one along the eastern edge and the other along the
western edge. The two oaks are proposed to be preserved and protected during construction. All other
trees and shrubs on the site (mostly located next to the church facility) will be removed with the church
buildings to accommodate the new school facility. All the protected trees that are potentially impacted by
construction are identified on the grading plans. Furthermore, the Conceptual Landscape Plans show the
proposed project containing perimeter screen trees, flowering accent trees, and parking lot shade trees.
Resulting in maintaining the protected trees, while planning for the success of the future trees.
8. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: Briefly describe the project’s surroundings:
The existing landform of the property slopes moderately to the north becoming nearly level to the north,
and is occupied by a single-story church structure with small outback buildings, and an asphalt parking lot
to the south. The majority of the site is undeveloped and is surfaced by seasonal grasses with two oak
trees immediately adjacent to the site.
The project location fronts Niblick Road to the south of the site and is surrounded by single-family
residences to the north, west and east of the site. There are two schools located approximately half a mile
of the site; Paso Robles High School is located to the west of the site and Winifred Pifer Elementary
School is located north east of the site. There are various parks within a one-mile radius of the site:
including Melody Park, Sherwood Park, Sherwood Dog Park, and Caso Robles Park. There are two
transit stops about a quarter mile from the site, the closest bus stop is located along Sherwood Road and
the second closest bus stop is located along Creston Road corridor which serves as a main arterial through
the city. The Paso Express (on Route A & B) provide regular transit services at these stops Monday
through Saturday.
9. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement.):
None
10. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project
area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is there
a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to
tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?
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As specified by the Cultural Resource Management Services (attachment 6), letters were sent out
on March 2, 2020 to the Native American tribes, organizations and individuals. The list of recipients was
provided by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), and is comprised of the groups and
individuals thought to have a cultural interest in the area, notifying them of the proposed project, inviting
them to consult and requesting information or concerns regarding the proposed project. At the timing of
this publication, there have been no requests for consultation.
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact,” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.
Aesthetics (light glare)

Agriculture / Forestry Resources

Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Energy

Geology/Soils

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

Hydrology/Water Quality

Land Use / Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise

Population / Housing

Public Services

Recreation

Transportation

Tribal Cultural Resources

Utilities / Service Systems

Wildfire

Mandatory Findings of
Significance

DETERMINATION (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial Discussion:
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent.
A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis
as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION
pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing
further is required.
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Signature

Date

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A
“No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact
simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture
zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors, as well
as general standards (e.g., the project would not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a
project-specific screening analysis).
2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.
3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with
mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial
evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact”
entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.
4. “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a
“Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.
5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D).
In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:
a) Earlier Analyses Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards,
and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.
c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier
document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.
6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside
document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is
substantiated.
7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.
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8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead
agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s
environmental effects in whatever format is selected.
9. The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance
Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

I. AESTHETICS. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:
a)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
Discussion: The project site is a public-school development in an urbanized area. It is not located along a designated state scenic highway
corridor and does not provide unique scenic vistas to offsite uses. Therefore, proposed development will not have an adverse impact on a
scenic vista as it complies with building height requirements and other applicable property development standards.

b)

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway?
Discussion: The project site is generally vacant except for one single-story church facility on the property which will be removed to
accommodate site development. As discussed in Section V (Cultural Resources), the report concluded that the church did not meet
historic eligibility criteria and that its demolition would not result in a significant impact to cultural or scenic resources..
The site is not located along a scenic highway, and there are no rock outcroppings on the project site; however, there are two native oak
trees (further discussion regarding impacts to oaks is in Section IV Biological Resources The trees are located immediately adjacent to
the lot and are proposed to be protected with the development of the project. Based on these factors, There will be no impacts to scenic
resources.

c)

d)

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings?
(Public views are those that are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict with
applicable zoning and other regulations governing
scenic quality?
Discussion: There is no specific character that has been established on Niblick Road in the vicinity of this project. This site has been
operated as a church for many years. The proposed building height does not exceed the allowed maximum 35-foot height, per the
City’s Zoning Ordinance, and is no greater than one (1) story for any building. The project has also been designed to be setback
approximately 70-feet from the front property line to the main building, 250-feet from the rear property line to the main building, and
over 20- feet on the sides. As shown in the site plan (attachment 2), landscaping along the perimeter property lines will help buffer this
development from the adjacent neighborhoods. Based on the proposed building architectural style, height, setbacks, and screening, the
project’s impacts on the visual character of the urbanized setting will be less than significant.
Create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
1, 2, 10
area?
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Less Than
Significant
Less Than
No
Issues
With
Significant
Impact
Mitigation
Impact
Incorporated
Discussion: Existing sources of light and glare in the area includes light from residential development in the north, east,
and west of the site. There are also streetlights along Niblick Road in the south A Photometric Plans by Lighting
Dynamics, Inc. has been provided for this project. The plan provides photometric study that indicates there could be
minor light and glare to spill over to some of the rear yards along the project boundaries. The Zoning Code Regulations
require projects to keep light and glare on site. It seems that the number and height of the proposed light fixtures need to
be re-evaluated to insure that there is no light impacts on the adjacent residential yards. .
Need to discuss that there is no Sports lighting proposed with this project. The school will participate in interscholastic
sports that will mostly take place off-site in sports arenas. The fields on-site will be used during the day and there will
be no need for sports field lighting. The outdoor lights including the parking lot lighting is scheduled to automatically
enter a dimming mode after the dusk-to-dawn period in order to mitigate the glare to neighboring residents after hours.
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Source

Based on the project information showing that there could be light and glare from the project spilling over into the
adjacent rear yards of the residential lots, a mitigation measure is necessary requiring a revised lighting plan that would
preclude light spillage off site. With the mitigation applied, this project impact on light and glare would be less than
significant.
AES -1. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall provided revised lighting plans that verify that the
exterior light fixtures are designed in a manner that shield light and glare from off-site properties. This may include the
need to provide additional lower light standards.

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Source

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared
by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining
whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information
compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest
and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest
Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:
a)

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

1

Discussion: The project site is designated in the General Plan and is zoned on the City’s Zoning Map for medium density residential
development. The property is not identified in the City General Plan, Conservation Element (Figure OS-1, Important Farmland) as
having either prime or unique farmland of statewide importance. Therefore, the project would not result in impacts on converting prime
or other significant soils to urban land uses.
b)

c)

d)

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?
Discussion: The project would not conflict with zoning for agricultural use. The Project Site is not zoned for agriculture and is not under
a Williamson Act Contract.
Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code Section 51104(g))?
Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?
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e)

Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
Discussion (c-e): The project site does not conflict with existing zoning, as the site is not designated as forest land, nor does it surround
forest land. This is a predominantly undeveloped site and all surrounding uses include built parcels with residential uses. There is no
rezoning process necessary for this project, as the proposed development aligns with the designation of the city’s land use zoning for a
public school. There is no conversion of farmland.
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Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Source

III. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air pollution
control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project:
a)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
11
applicable air quality plan?
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
11
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard?
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
11
concentrations?
Discussion (a-c):
The San Luis Obispo County area is a non-attainment area for the State standards for ozone and suspended particulate matter. The SLO County
Air Pollution Control District (APCD) administers a permit system to ensure that stationary sources do not collectively create emissions which
would cause local and state standards to be exceeded. The CEQA thresholds of significance established by the SLOAPCD are designed to meet
the objectives of the Clean Air Plan and in doing so achieve attainment status with state standards.
The potential for future project development to create adverse air quality impacts falls generally into two categories: Short term and Long term
impacts. Short term impacts are associated with the grading and development portion of a project where earth work generates dust, but the
impact ends when construction is complete. Long term impacts are related to the ongoing operational characteristics of a project and are
generally related to vehicular trip generation and the level of offensiveness of the onsite activity being developed.
Short term impacts:
Construction-generated emissions are short term and of temporary duration, lasting only as long as construction activities occur, but would be
considered a significant air quality impact if the volume of pollutants generated exceeds the SLOAPCD’s thresholds of significance. When
reviewing the proposed 32,000 square foot school facility with Table 1-1 Operational Screening Criteria of the San Luis Obispo County Air
Quality Handbook (2017 Update), the elementary school is less than the APCD threshold in relation to CO2e and ROG+Nox thresholds for
operation and construction.
Although the construction activities may increase the emission of the O3 precursor pollutants ROG and NOx, DPM, and fugitive dust, it would
not exceed the thresholds of significance established by the SLOAPCD for purposes of reducing air pollution and its deleterious health effects,
and therefore not require mitigation. Based on the project not exceeding the established threshold, criteria pollutant emissions generated during
project construction would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
nonattainment under an applicable federal or State ambient air quality standard.
As recommended by SLOAPCD, although the project is not exceeding thresholds and not required to mitigate for air quality, pollutant-reduction
measures should be considered to minimize nuisance impacts and to reduce fugitive dust emissions. Project conditions of approval will be added
to the project to ensure dust is minimized to a level of less than significant.
Long term impacts:
Implementation of the project would result in long-term operational emissions of criteria air pollutants such as PM10, PM2.5, and CO as well
as ozone precursors such as ROG and NOX. Project-generated increases in emissions would be predominantly associated with motor vehicle
use. Since the size of this project is below the threshold in SLO APCD Table 1-1 for CO2e and ROG+Nox, long-term operational emissions
attributable to the project are compared to the operational significance thresholds established by the SLOAPCD. The Project’s emissions would
not exceed any SLOAPCD thresholds for any criteria air pollutants, therefore impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is
required.
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d)

Result in other emissions (such as those leading to
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of
11
people?
Discussion: According to the SLOAPCD, land uses commonly considered to be potential sources of obnoxious odorous emissions include
wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting facilities, refineries, landfills, and fiberglass molding.
The proposed project does not include any uses identified by the SLOAPCD as being associated with odors, as noted in the Air Quality
Assessment, therefore there is no impact related to other emissions.

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Source

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species identified
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?
Discussion: A Biological and Environmental Survey was conducted for the project site by Althouse and Meade, Inc. (attachment 4). The
assessment took place on March 12 and 18, 2020 to determine any biological resources present within the study area. There were 4
habitat types, 36 vascular plant species and 8 animal species identified within the project area, an inventory of such species is listed and
briefly discussed below in Table 1, Table 2, and Table 3. Based on the report, there are no special status plant or animal species with the
potential to occur on the study area. For the purposes of this initial study, “special-status" is defined as species that are threatened or
endangered (or proposed for listing) under the Federal Endangered Species Act and the California Endangered Species Act. Furthermore,
the proposed project would, however, affect all four identified habitats: nonnative annual grasses, weedy plants, and planted trees and
shrubs. This affected habitat could support nesting birds during their nesting period (March 1st to September 1st).
Bio 1 - Mitigation measures are included for this project to require a qualified biologist to survey the area for nesting birds if site
disturbing activities (such as construction) and/or tree removals are planned to occur between March 1st and September 1st. If nesting
birds are located on or near the proposed project site, or in a tree approved for removal, the birds shall be avoided until they have
successfully fledged, or the nest is no longer deemed active.
Based on the mitigation measures proposed, impacts would be reduced to less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

b)

c)

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat
or other sensitive natural community identified in local
or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?
Discussion: According to the report by Althouse and Meade, Inc., the project site does not contain any sensitive riparian habitat,
ephemeral drainages or vernal pools, resulting in no impact.
Although no mitigation is required with regard to impacts to sensitive habitat, standard project conditions of approval will require the
grading/building permits to incorporate all feasible means to manage water runoff on the project site as part of erosion control, which will
result in less than significant impacts on sensitive habitat.
Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?
Discussion: See response IV.b above.

d)

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?
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Discussion: The project site is surrounded by medium-density residential housing developments. As identified by the Althouse and Meade,
Inc. report, the proposed development is not expected to increase the level of fragmentation in the region nor is it expected to create a
barrier to wildlife movement, resulting in no impact.
e)

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy
or ordinance?
Discussion: As per the A & T Arborist report taken place on March 5th 2020 (attachment 3), two oak trees (Quercus agrifolia) larger than
6” diameter at breast height (DBH) were identified immediately adjacent to the study area; they are subject to the City of Paso Robles
oak tree ordinance should the project activities affect these trees. Tree #1 is located on the western edge of the property; the report
indicates that there should be no impact for the parking lot access road as the roots are down in the swale. Tree #2 is located on an
adjacent property to the east; the report explains that the tree’s trunk location is on the opposite side of the block retaining wall, resulting
in low chances of the roots on the project site. However, they conclude that the tree may become unstable at some time in the future due
to the root restriction.
Bio-2 Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the applicant shall have the Arborist review the grading plans and verify that the plans
have been designed in a manner to protect the two oak trees on site. Monitoring of the trees during construction is required at the
direction of the Arborist.
With the incorporation of the mitigation measures, this project’s impacts on oak trees will be less than significant.

f)

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?
Discussion: There are no Habitat Conservation Plans or other related plans in the City of Paso Robles.

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Source

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
a historical resource pursuant to § 15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.5?
c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of dedicated cemeteries?
Discussion (a-c):
The Cultural Resources Inventory Survey prepared by Cultural Resources Management Services (CRMS) on February 17, 2020
(attachment 5), indicates no observed prehistoric or historical archeological features or artifacts. Therefore, no impact to a historical
resource, as defined in 15064.5, would occur as a result of this project. Mitigation measures are recommended should grading or
development work encounter the possible existence of such remains.
Generally, the site is located in an area that is not considered culturally significant. Although no significant potential archaeological or
cultural resources have been identified which would be impacted by development of the plan area, a condition of approval will be added
to the project that would require that a qualified Archeologist be on site if cultural resources are found during grading activities and
appropriate recommendations made regarding their treatment and/or disposition. Therefore, this project will result in less than significant
impacts on cultural resources.
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Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Source

VI. ENERGY. Would the project:
a)

b)

Result in potentially significant environmental impact
due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption
of energy resources, during project construction or
operation?
Discussion: The proposed project includes a public-school facility development, consistent with the City’s General Plan and does not
require rezoning. The existing land use and proposed development will not use or promote the use of non-renewable resources in a
wasteful and inefficient manner. Construction activities will be required to comply with building codes standards for proper construction
materials disposal and provide a plan to show how compliance will be met.
Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for
renewable energy or energy efficiency?
Discussion: The proposed project will not conflict with adopted energy conservation plans and will be subject to compliance with the
California Energy Code.

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Source

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:
a)

Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
1, 2, 3
Zoning Map, issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42.
Discussion: The potential for and mitigation of impacts that may result from fault rupture in the project area are identified and addressed
in the General Plan EIR, pg. 4.5-8. There are two known fault zones on either side of the Salinas River Valley. The Rinconada Fault
system runs on the west side of the valley, and grazes the City on its western boundary. The San Andreas Fault is on the east side of the
valley and is situated about 30 miles east of Paso Robles. The City of Paso Robles recognizes these geologic influences in the
application of the California Building Code (CBC) to all new development within the City. Review of available information and
examinations indicate that neither of these faults is active with respect to ground rupture in Paso Robles. Soils and geotechnical reports
and structural engineering in accordance with local seismic influences would be applied in conjunction with any new development
proposal. Based on standard conditions of approval, the potential for fault rupture and exposure of persons or property to seismic
hazards is not considered significant. There are no Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones within City limits.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

1, 2, 3

Discussion: The proposed project will be constructed to current CBC codes. The General Plan EIR identified impacts resulting from
ground shaking as less than significant and provided mitigation measures that will be incorporated into the design of this project
including adequate structural design and not constructing over active or potentially active faults. Therefore, impacts that may result from
seismic ground shaking are considered less than significant.
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
1, 2, 3
liquefaction?
Discussion: Per the General Plan EIR, the project site is located in an area with soil conditions that have a low to moderate potential for
liquefaction or other type of ground failure due to seismic events and soil conditions. To implement the EIR’s mitigation measures to
reduce this potential impact, the City has a standard condition to require submittal of soils and geotechnical reports, which include sitespecific analysis of liquefaction potential for all building permits for new construction, and incorporation of the recommendations of the
reports into the design of the project.
iv) Landslides?

1

Discussion: Per the General Plan Safety Element, the project site is in an area that is designated a low-risk area for landslides. Therefore,
potential impacts due to landslides is less than significant.
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b)

1, 2, 3

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Discussion: The site is generally flat with no significant slopes on or adjacent to the site, there is no potential for slope instability to
impact the proposed improvements.
c)

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or
that would become unstable as a result of the project,
and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
Discussion: Response to item VII.a.iii above indicates that per the General Plan EIR, the project site is located in an area with soil
conditions that have a low to moderate potential for liquefaction or other type of ground failure due to seismic events and soil conditions.

d)

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?
Discussion: The City has a standard condition to require submittal of soils and geotechnical reports, which include site-specific analysis
of liquefaction potential for all building permits for new construction, and incorporation of the recommendations of the reports into the
design of the project. The study’s recommended strategies will be required at the time of building permit submittal; therefore, impacts
are less than significant.

e)

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?
Discussion: The proposed project will be connected to the City’s sewer system; and therefore, the issue of site soil ability to support
septic tanks is not applicable.
Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
Discussion: Per the Cultural Resources Report, there are no paleontological or unique geologic features identified on-site.

f)
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VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:
a)

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

b)

Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

1

Discussion (a-b):
Discussion (a-b): When reviewing the grading of the 3.4-acre site with the APCD CEQA Handbook (April 2012/2017), the project
would produce less than the 25 lbs/day of ROG+NOx which is below the adopted threshold of significance and therefore be considered
less than significant and no mitigation is required for operational or long-term impacts based on the elementary school use. Standard
conditions related to dust control will be required with the issuance of a grading permit for this project. Additionally, the project will pay
Transportation Impact Fees related to off-site public improvement project consistent with the City’s Circulation Element of the General
Plan. The project will be installing frontage improvements including pedestrian and bike lanes. Therefore this project impacts on Green
House Gas Emissions will be less than significant.
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:
a)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?
Discussion: The proposed project does not include the use, transport, or storage of hazardous materials and will not result in a risk of
accidental explosion or release of hazardous substances. Therefore, the project will not have an impact on this environmental factor.

b)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?
Discussion: The proposed project does not include the use, transport, or storage of hazardous materials and will not result in a risk of
accidental explosion or release of hazardous substances. Therefore, the project will not have an impact on this environmental factor.
Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code § 65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?
Discussion (c and d):
c) there is no existing hazardous emissions currently on-site nor are there any proposed as part of the proposed development and/or
construction activities.

c)

d)

e)

f)

g)

d) The proposed project is not located on a list of hazardous material sites, per State Codes, and the proposed development intent is
consistent with the City’s land use and zoning designations for the site, and therefore would no result in the creation of a health hazard to
the public or the environment.
For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for
people residing or working in the project area?
Discussion: The proposed project is located approximately 5 miles away from the Paso Robles Municipal Airport and is outside of the
airport influence area, therefore, this issue does not directly impact the proposed development.
Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?
Discussion: The City does not have any adopted emergency response plans. As proposed, the development would not interfere with
emergency response.
Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly,
to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires?
Discussion: The proposed project is located in the City of Paso Robles and has development surrounded on all sides of the project site
and therefore is not located in the wildland urban interface (WUI). The potential of wildland fires is the same as for any of the
development in the vicinity and therefore the impact is less than significant.

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:
a)

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface
or ground water quality?
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b)

Discussion: Water use during construction would be limited to dust control measures for grading activities. The project will not result in
releasing water or wastewater from the site. The proposed project is subject to several existing regulations and programs, including the
City’s Storm Water Management Program and State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Regulations. BMPs and PPMs are
required to be incorporated into grading and construction plans for the short and long-term management and protection of water quality.
The proposed project’s Stormwater Management Plan includes the construction of subsurface storage chambers, swales, bioretention
ponding areas, and disturbed soils would be stabilized by landscaping including trees, shrubs, and grasses. Therefore, considering these
factors, impacts as a result of the development of this project on stormwater will be less than significant.
Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the
7
project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?
Discussion: The project site is within the City limits and it is zoned to allow for a public school facility. The City’s municipal water
supply is composed of groundwater from the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin, an allocation of the Salinas River underflow, and a
surface water allocation from the Nacimiento Lake pipeline project.
The City’s General Plan Housing Element identified this site for future availability of water and sewer service. Based on these factors,
water use for this project has been accounted for and therefore impacts to groundwater supplies are less than significant.

c)

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
10
course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:
Discussion: The proposed new/replaced impervious surface area is 149,000 square feet, which qualifies the project as Tier 4, per the City
and Regional Water Quality Control Board Post-Construction Stormwater Requirements (PCRs). The project site topography is generally
consistent in elevation than the surrounding uses, including Niblick Road, so there is no off-site run-on to the property. The site is similar
in elevation to Niblick Road until about half way back on the site where it slopes down about 15-feet then levels out to the north. Five
drainage management areas (DMAs) were delineated and existing drainage patterns maintained. The front half of the project will drain
towards the south, to Niblick Road. The remaining northern portion of the site will drain to the north/northwest towards the Melody
Basin, which will not be impacted by the proposed development.
PCRs 1 through 4 will be satisfied by a variety of methods. Impervious surfaces were reduced to the maximum extent feasible and
parking stall depths were reduced where feasible to 16-feet with two-feet of overhang over landscaped areas. Disconnected roof
downspouts will direct run-off to planted landscaped areas. Run-off sheet flow from parking areas will go over zero-inch mow curbs and
will be conveyed to rock-lined swales with gravel check dams to shallow, 2-foot maximum ponding, and bioretention planted areas. Two
areas in the northwest and southwest portions of the site will have curb, gutters, and storm drain inlets that will collect and convey runoff to vortex separators for pre-treatment and underground stormwater chambers. The cumulative stormwater measures within each
DMA on-site will treat 85th percentile, 24-hour storm event volume and retain 95th percentile, 24-hour storm event volume. The twothrough ten-year post-developed peak flows will be reduced to the pre-developed peak flow rates by proposed culverts and rock-lined
overflow spillways. The proposed discharge points are at the existing discharge locations. Based on the stormwater retention plan, the
impact will be less than significant.
i) result in a substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite;
Discussion: The proposed project, as discussed in Section VII. Geology/Soils, the site is generally flat, and therefore will not result in
substantial erosion on or off-site. Additionally, in compliance with State and local regulations, during construction erosion and/or
stormwater control measures will be implemented during site disturbance; therefore, the project is not expected to result in substantial
erosion or siltation.
ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding
on- or offsite;
iii) create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff; or
iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

d)

Discussion (ii-iv): See the discussion in XIX (below) for discussion on the stormwater management approach. Mitigation measures
include directing run-off from the driveways, sidewalks and roads into storm drain inlets to decrease the amount/rate of surface runoff
during storm events to adhere to the City’s Stormwater Management Program, therefore impacts would be reduced to less than
significant.
In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of
pollutants due to project inundation?
Discussion: The project is a public-school facility, so pollutants would be limited to those normally associated with oils on asphalt.
Since the risk of flood is minimal, impacts related to pollutants will be less than significant.
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e)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?
Discussion: See section X.C.iii.
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XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a)

Physically divide an established community?

b)

Cause a significant environmental impact due to a
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
Discussion (a and b):
a, b) The project site is in the general plan designation for Residential Multi-Family (RMF-4) and is in the Residential Single Family
(R1) Zoning District. As listed in section 21.16.200 of the municipal code of ordinances, the proposed land use of a public school is
permitted in the R1 zone. Furthermore, the proposed project is subject to the City General Plan and Zoning Code. These documents and
ordinances include standards to protect aesthetic quality and scenic viewsheds, biological resources, cultural resources, and public health
and safety. Based on project design and compliance with existing zoning and land use regulations, the proposed development is
consistent with the General Plan and Zoning designations, therefore this project impacts on land use and planning are less than significant
impact.
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XII. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a)

b)

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be a value to the region and the
residents of the state?
Result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

1
1

Discussion (a and b): There are no known mineral resources at this project site.
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XIII. NOISE. Would the project result in:
a)

Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

1
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Discussion: The City’s General Plan Noise Element acknowledges that although background ambient noise levels throughout the
community have generally increased for all land uses, compatible land uses will not create noise in excess of the noise standards
established. It is anticipated that the proposed school use will create more noise than the previous church use. Noise resulting from dropoff and pick-up vehicle trips, will be occurring from 8 am to 8:30 am and 2:45 pm to 3:15 pm. Extracurricular activities such as sporting
events will take place both, on-site and off-site. There is no sports lighting proposed, therefore no proposed activities will take place after
dark. Outdoor common areas present as normally accepted noise sources happening periodically throughout the in-school time frame.
Because the site is a compatible land use with its surrounding area, and has been designed with noise attenuation features in mind
(building/common area setbacks, landscaping), the project would result in less than significant impacts.
Construction of the project will result in short term, temporary increases in ambient noise during the daytime. Since standard conditions
limit the hours of construction as 7 am to 7 pm, excludes construction on Sundays and Federal Holidays, and would be subject to a City
permit, the impacts from the noise are considered less than significant.
b)

c)

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
1
groundborne noise levels?
Discussion: The levels of groundborne noise and vibration generated by project construction would be low, and noise would only occur
during daytime hours of construction and would cease upon completion of the project. Therefore, impacts from groundborne vibrations
are considered to be less than significant.
For a project located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?
Discussion: The project is not located within the geographic boundaries of the Airport Land Use Plan, therefore there is no impact.
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XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:
a)

b)

Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by proposing new
1
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
Displace substantial numbers of existing people or
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?
Discussion (a and b):
a) The proposed project does not result in unplanned population growth. It includes the development of a public school and does not
include the development of new homes or businesses. The City’s Municipal Code permits the use of a public school on the project
location and therefore has been assumed in the City’s infrastructure, impacts are less than significant.
b) As there is only one structure for a church facility on the project site, there will be a less than significant impact.
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project:
a)

Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times, or other performance objectives for any of the
public services:

1, 10

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?
Parks?
Other public facilities?
Discussion: The proposed project would not result in a significant impact to fire or police protection, as the project site is located in the
current service area by the City of Paso Robles Police and Fire Department. Cal Fire, County Sheriff, and California Highway Patrol may
also respond to emergencies in the area. The project site is within the Paso Robles Joint Unified School District. Solid waste is managed
by the San Luis Obispo Regional Integrated Waste Management Authority. Several parks and public recreational facilities are located
within proximity to the project site, including but not limited to Winifred Pifer Elementary School, Centennial Park, Sherwood Park,
Melody Park, Paso Robles Golf Club, and the regional Barney Schwartz Park is located northeast of the site, off State Highway 46.
The proposed project is consistent with the City General Plan and Zoning Code, and would not create significant impacts to local public
services because it would not induce significant population growth and does not include a use that would significantly increase demand
resulting in the requirement for new facilities. Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant.
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XVI. RECREATION.
a)

b)

Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?
Does the project include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?
Discussion (a and b): The proposed project would not result in a significant population increase and is not anticipated to affect projected
demand for parks and recreational facilities in the immediate area as the development plan demonstrates there will be on-site recreational
facilities, including courtyards/open field play areas and a multi-purpose room/gym. Furthermore, the City’s Parks and Recreation
Element of the General Plan dictates improvements of existing parks as well as periodically assessing usage of park facilities, and
identifying physical changes needed to accommodate anticipated land use patterns. As a result, several renovation upgrades to existing
parks have been made in the last several years. Based on these ongoing actions, impacts to recreational facilities is anticipated to be less
than significant.
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XVII. TRANSPORTATION. Would the project:
a)

Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
A Traffic Impact Study (TIS) was prepared by Central Coast Transportation Consulting, dated June 2020 (See Attachment 7). The
purpose of the TIS is to provide the City with data that can be used to make decisions regarding potential traffic impacts of a proposed
project, and any associated improvements that would be required to mitigate these impacts to a level of insignificance as defined by the
City’s General Plan Policies.
The study evaluates the AACA’s potential transportation impacts at 1145 Niblick Road in the City of Paso Robles. AACA is a K-8
charter school currently located in San Miguel with 270 students. Up to 505 students are proposed to attend the Paso Robles site.
The TIS studied two intersections, (1) Niblick Road/Country Club Drive, and (2) Niblick Rd./Creston Road. The study locations were
evaluated under Existing and Near-Term conditions with and without the project.
The TIS concluded the following:
-

The project will generate an average of 934 trips per weekday, including 576 trips during the a.m. peak hour and 348 trips
during the p.m. peak.

-

Under Near Term plus Project conditions at Niblick/Creston Road the east bound, northbound, and southbound left turn queue
lengths would exceed storage lengths during both peak hours with the addition of the project traffic. The City’s Circulation
Element includes the addition of a second southbound left turn and a dedicated southbound right turn lane. With these
improvements, including intersection signal timing optimization, the left turn queues would not exceed the storage length, or
the additional storage would be available in the two-way left turn lane. We recommend that the project makes a fair share
contribution through the City’s impact fee program for improvements at this intersection.

-

During peak times, traffic exiting the school site will be restricted to right turn only. We recommend the current west bound Uturn prohibition at Niblick Road/Country Club Drive be modified to allow U-turns for passenger vehicles.

The project would be consistent with the General Plan Circulation Element, Bike Master Plan and City Street Standards by providing
frontage improvements including curb, gutter, sidewalk, street trees and bike lanes consistent with the recently approved Niblick Road
Corridor Study. Additionally, the project is required to pay transportation impact fees to pay its fair share of impacts to the neighboring
intersections.
The TIS concludes that under future conditions, both intersections are expected to continue operating acceptably, with the mitigation
measures outlined in the Traffic Study, therefore for this project impacts on Circulation will be less than significant with mitigation
measures applied. The mitigation measures would include the following:
T-1: Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy for the school, the project shall pay the fair share contribution through the
City’s impact fee program for the turning lane improvements at the intersection Niblick Road and Creston Road as outlined in the
City’s Circulation Element.
T-2: During peak times, traffic exiting the school site will be restricted to right turn only. Measures shall be taken at Niblick
Road/Country Club Drive to modify the intersection to allow U-turns for passenger vehicles.

b)

c)

Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines §
15064.3, subdivision (b)?
Discussion: Though the project is not analyzed by vehicle miles traveled, the Traffic Impact Study provides that even with the additional
project generated traffic, the study intersections are anticipated to continue operating acceptably under all scenarios evaluated.
Additionally, it is important to note that this site was factored into the City’s General Plan EIR and accounted for in that traffic analysis;
there is a less than significant impact.
Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
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Discussion: There are no hazardous design features associated, with, planned for or will result from this project.
d)

Result in inadequate emergency access?
Discussion: The project has been reviewed by the City’s Department of Emergency Services. The project will not impede emergency
access, and is designed in compliance with all emergency access safety features and to City emergency access standards.
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XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.
a)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in
Public Resources Code § 21074 as either a site, feature,
place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined
in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred
place, or object with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe, and that is:
i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or
ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code § 5024.1.
In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c)
of Public Resource Code § 5024.1, the lead agency
shall consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.
Discussion: As concluded by the Cultural Resource Management Services (attachment 5), no significant prehistoric cultural resources
were located within the survey areas and no prehistoric or historical archaeological features or artifacts were observed.
CRMS sent letters were sent out on March 2, 2020 to the Native American tribes, organizations and individuals. The list of recipients was
provided by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), and is comprised of the groups and individuals thought to have a
cultural interest in the area, notifying them of the proposed project, inviting them to consult and requesting information or concerns
regarding the proposed project. At the timing of this publication, there have been no requests for consultation.
CRMS concluded that generally the site is located in an area that is not considered culturally significant. Although no significant
potential archaeological or cultural resources have been identified which would be impacted by development of the plan area, a condition
of approval will be added to the project that would require that a qualified Archeologist be on site if cultural resources are found during
grading activities and appropriate recommendations made regarding their treatment and/or disposition (refer to section V). Therefore,
this project will result in less than significant impacts on tribal cultural resources.
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:
a)

b)

Require or result in the relocation or construction of
new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm
water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?
Discussion: There is existing water and sewer available along Niblick Road that will serve this project. Per the City’s General Plan EIR,
Urban Water Management Plan, and Sewer System Management Plan, the City’s water and wastewater treatment facilities are
adequately sized, including planned facility upgrades, to provide water needed for this project and treat effluent resulting from this
project. Therefore, this project will not result in the need to construct new facilities. No new off-site storm drainage facilities will be
required to be constructed with this project, since the plans demonstrate all stormwater will be retained on-site. Mitigation measures
include directing run-off from the driveways, sidewalks and roads into storm drain inlets. The City of Paso Robles municipal water
system included two 10” water lines in Niblick road, running parallel to the project frontage. The project will propose connecting to the
northerly most waterline. The fire system will consist of a looped fire system with private fire hydrants. The lot currently has one 3/4”
meter servicing the lot. It is anticipated that the meter size will have to be increased in size, the project would request that the difference
between the size of the water meter fee be imposed. A domestic water meter manifold will limit the connections to the City main and
service the domestic and landscape meters. The existing sewer main in Niblick Road is the nearest gravity sewer point of connection for
the project. It is located near the south western corner of the site. This point of connection for the sewer is the current high point in the
sewer main and it was determined that is not feasible to install a gravity sewer that will adequately service the proposed project.
Therefore, a lift station and sewer force main will need to be installed onsite. The existing sewer main will be extended to the east and a
manhole will be installed in the street. This proposed manhole will serve as the point of connection for the sewer force main. Based on
this being an infill site with all utilities reasonably available, impacts to these facilities will be less than significant.
Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project and reasonably foreseeable future development
during normal, dry and multiple dry years?
Discussion: The project site is within the City limits and it is zoned to allow for residential development. The City’s municipal water
supply is composed of groundwater from the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin, an allocation of the Salinas River underflow, and a
surface water allocation from the Nacimiento Lake pipeline project.
Standard conditions applied to all new development require the payment of development impact fees for water service expansion to
mitigate its proportionate share of related impacts.
The Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) provides that there is adequate capacity to serve the project. Based on these factors, water
use for this project has been accounted for and therefore impacts to groundwater supplies are less than significant.

c)

d)

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider, which serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?
Discussion: Per the City’s Sewer System Management Plan (SSMP) the City’s wastewater treatment facility has adequate
capacity to serve this project as well as existing commitments.
Generate solid waste in excess of state or local
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?
Discussion: Per the City’s Landfill Master Plan, the City’s landfill has adequate capacity to accommodate construction related and
operational solid waste disposal for this project.

e)

Comply with federal, state, and local management and
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
Discussion: The proposed project will comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations.
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XX. WILDFIRE. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project:
a)

b)

c)

d)

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?
Discussion: The City of Paso Robles does not have an adopted emergency response plan or evacuation plan; therefore, the project could
not impair emergency plans.
Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
Require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency
water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?
Discussion (b and c): As previously identified, the site has development on all sides of the property and is not considered as being
located within the wildland urban interface (WUI) and therefore would not need specific measures for fire-fighting purposes, beyond
emergency vehicle access, clearance around buildings, and connection to water. The project has been reviewed by the City of Paso
Robles Fire Department and designed with Fire Codes in mind. Given these considerations the impact will be less than significant.
Expose people or structures to significant risks,
including downslope or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?
Discussion: The project site is generally flat and not subject to landslide potential or significant drainage changes.
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XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.
a)

b)

Does the project have the potential to substantially
degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?
Discussion: As noted within this environmental document, and with the mitigation measures outlined in the document, the projects future
development impacts related to habitat for wildlife species (e.g. bird nesting period) and oak tree preservation will be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated. The project would not result in impacts to fish habitat or impacts to fish and wildlife
populations.
Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects.)
Discussion: Based on the location of the project being within the City’s limits, consistency with the City’s General Plan and Zoning
Ordinance, and implementation of mitigation measures including the contribution of a municipal service, the project would not result in
any impacts that are cumulatively considerable.
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c)

Does the project have environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?
Discussion: Since public schools use is permitted in the R-1 zoning district, development of this site is anticipated by the existing General
Plan and General Plan EIR, it is not anticipated that the project will result in substantial adverse environmental impacts on human beings,
either directly or indirectly.
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EARLIER ANALYSIS AND BACKGROUND MATERIALS.
Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process,
one or more effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063 (c)(3)(D).
Earlier Documents Prepared and Utilized in this Analysis and Background / Explanatory
Materials
Reference #

Document Title

Available for Review at:

1

City of Paso Robles General Plan

City of Paso Robles Community
Development Department
1000 Spring Street
Paso Robles, CA 93446

2

City of Paso Robles Zoning Code

Same as above

3

City of Paso Robles Environmental Impact Report for General
Plan Update

Same as above

4

2005 Airport Land Use Plan

Same as above

5

City of Paso Robles Municipal Code

Same as above

6

City of Paso Robles Water Master Plan

Same as above

7

City of Paso Robles Urban Water Management Plan 2016

Same as above

8

City of Paso Robles Sewer Master Plan

Same as above

9

City of Paso Robles Housing Element

Same as above

10

City of Paso Robles Standard Conditions of
Approval for New Development

Same as above

11

San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
Guidelines for Impact Thresholds

APCD
3433 Roberto Court
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

12

San Luis Obispo County – Land Use Element

San Luis Obispo County
Department of Planning
County Government Center
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

13

USDA, Soils Conservation Service,
Soil Survey of San Luis Obispo County,
Paso Robles Area, 1983

Soil Conservation Offices
Paso Robles, Ca 93446
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Attachments:
1.
2.
3.

4.
5.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Table
Vicinity Map
Site Plan
Arborist Report (March 2020) by A & T Arborists and Vegetation Management Inc.
Biological Report (March 2020) by Althouse and Meade Inc. Biological and Environmental Services

6.

Cultural Resources Inventory Survey Report (March 2020) by Cultural Resource Management
Services

7.

Traffic Impact Study (June through August 2020) by Central Coast Transportation Consulting
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Attachment 1
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan
Project File No./Name: Almond Acres Academy
Approving Resolution No.:
by:
Planning Commission

City Council

Date: August 25, 2020

The following environmental mitigation measures were either incorporated into the approved plans or were incorporated into the conditions of approval. Each and
every mitigation measure listed below has been found by the approving body indicated above to lessen the level of environmental impact of the project to a level of
non-significance. A completed and signed checklist for each mitigation measure indicates that it has been completed.
Explanation of Headings:
Type: ............................................................ Project, ongoing, cumulative
Monitoring Department or Agency: ........ Department or Agency responsible for monitoring a particular mitigation measure
Shown on Plans: ......................................... When a mitigation measure is shown on the plans, this column will be initialed and dated.
Verified Implementation: .......................... When a mitigation measure has been implemented, this column will be initialed and dated.
Remarks: ...................................................... Area for describing status of ongoing mitigation measure, or for other information.

Mitigation Measure
PD20-04
(Almond Acres)

Type

Monitoring
Department
or Agency

Shown on Plans

Verified
Implementation

Timing/Remarks

AES -1. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall
provided revised lighting plans that verify that the exterior light fixtures
are designed in a manner that shield light and glare from off-site
properties. This may include the need to provide additional lower light
standards.

Project

CDD

Notes shown on Prior to issuing
construction
Grading/Building
documents.
Permit.

Bio 1 - Mitigation measures are included for this project to require a
qualified biologist to survey the area for nesting birds if site disturbing
activities (such as construction) and/or tree removals are planned to
occur between March 1st and September 1st. If nesting birds are located
on or near the proposed project site, or in a tree approved for removal,
the birds shall be avoided until they have successfully fledged, or the nest
is no longer deemed active.

Ongoing

CDD

Verification
provided to staff

Prior to issuance of
grading permit
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Mitigation Measure
PD20-04
(Almond Acres)

Type

Monitoring
Department
or Agency

Shown on Plans

Verified
Implementation

T-1: Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy for the
school, the project shall pay the fair share contribution through the
City’s impact fee program for the turning lane improvements at the
intersection Niblick Road and Creston Road as outlined in the City’s
Circulation Element.

Project

CDD

Verification by staff

T-2: During peak times, traffic exiting the school site will be
restricted to right turn only. Measures shall be taken at Niblick
Road/Country Club Drive to modify the intersection to allow Uturns for passenger vehicles.

Project

CDD

Verification by staff

Timing/Remarks

With Improvement
plans

Explanation of Headings:
Type: ............................................................ Project, ongoing, cumulative
Monitoring Department or Agency: ........ Department or Agency responsible for monitoring a particular mitigation measure
Shown on Plans: ......................................... When a mitigation measure is shown on the plans, this column will be initialed and dated.
Verified Implementation: .......................... When a mitigation measure has been implemented, this column will be initialed and dated.
Remarks: ...................................................... Area for describing status of ongoing mitigation measure, or for other information.
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ATTACHMENT - 2

Vicinity Map

David L. Wallace & Associates, P.A., March 2020.

ATTACHMENT - 3
Site Plan

David L. Wallace & Associates, P.A., March 2020.

ATTACHMENT - 4

3-5-2020
Almond Acres Tree Protection Plan
As consulting arborists, we have been hired to inform and educate how to protect
trees both during the design phase and project construction. Different species can adapt
to more impacts than others and young trees can sustain greater impacts than mature
trees. All individuals and firms involved in the planning stages should be made
completely aware of the limitations regarding setbacks from drip lines than are
recommended to protect the trees. When we are given a set of plans, they must be
complete for an accurate assessment. This includes all disturbances nears the trees
including but not limited to all utility trenching (gas, electric, water, cable, phone, sewer,
irrigation, and storm drains). The design team shall also take into account any soil
engineering reports that require over-excavation otherwise we will assume five feet for
every building. Roads that pass close to trees shall be designed with minimal vertical
excavation. If we feel the impacts are too great, we will recommend changes to the
plans. Therefore, this report should be read by the owner or their representative so the
changes can be addressed before submitting this report to the governmental agency. It is
required that we are informed of any changes that further impact any protected trees.
It is the responsibility of the owner to provide a copy of this report to all
contractors and subs that work within the critical root zone of a protected tree. We
strongly recommend that the grading contractor read this tree plan to his/her employees
and have them sign that they understand this tree plan. During the grading phase is
usually when the majority of root damage occurs.
The term critical root zone (CRZ) is used to describe the area of concern
surrounding a protected tree. The size of the CRZ is a circle with a radius in feet equal to
the subject tree’s diameter in inches. For example, a 10 inch diameter tree will have a
CRZ with a radius of 10 feet.
This tree evaluation and protection plan is in regard to the development of the
Almond Acres Charter School located along Niblick Road in Paso Robles. This project
has a very slight potential to impact two coast live oaks (Quercus agrifolia). Tree #1 is
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located on the western edge of the property. The trunk location is on the opposite side of
a swale. There should be no root impacts for the parking lot access road as the roots are
down in the swale. Oak tree #2 is located on an adjacent property to the east. This tree’s
trunk location is on the opposite side of a block retaining wall so there is very little
chance any of the roots are on the Charter School property. This tree may become
unstable at some time in the future due to the root restriction.
The specific mitigation measures include:
•
•

Monitoring grading near tree #1
Storm drains shall not be dug within the critical root zones of either trees

Projects usually require an on-site pre-construction meeting with the
governmental agency, the owner or their representative, and the grading contractor.
Topics include fencing, monitoring, and requirements for a positive final occupancy
letter. If the agency prefers to have a meeting, it is the responsibility of the owner or their
representative to inform us.
All protected trees that are potentially impacted by construction are numbered and
identified on the grading plans and the spreadsheet. Trees whose drip lines are greater
than 50 feet will generally not be inventoried but they may require fencing. Trees that
are inherently protected by other trees may not be inventoried.
Tree Rating System
Our rating system (0-10) is used to visually establish the overall condition of a
tree.
•
•
•
•
•

Determining factors include:
Overall tree vigor
Pests including insect, fungal, or bacterial disorders
Past failures
Conks, cavities, nesting holes, splits, cracks, etc.
Current growth habit

The rating system is defined as follows:
Rating

Condition

0

Deceased

1

Evidence of massive past failures, extreme disease and in severe
decline.
May be saved with pruning, pesticides, or irrigation but generally
these trees will not withstand impacts greater than 10% of the
critical root zone.
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2

3
4
5
6
7
8-9
10

Some past failures, pests, or structural deficiencies than can be
mitigated by pruning and close monitoring.
Tree may have minor past failures, deadwood or minor structural
defects.
Relatively healthy tree with minor defects other than some excess
tip weight or deadwood.
Relatively healthy tree than can probably be left in its current state.
Tree has been properly pruned in the past and has virtually no pest
or structural problems.
These ratings are reserved for the best maintained and healthy trees
with unique structure and shape.
The best trees located in arboretums or parks that have had many
years of proper care and are basically void of defects.

The following standard mitigation measures are general in nature but apply to
most projects and shall be followed:
Fencing:
Fencing is shown in orange ink on the grading plans. It must be a
minimum of four feet tall with at least three zip ties per stake. Stakes shall be no more
than eight feet on center. Fencing can be set up for individual or groups of trees. If tree
pruning or removal is required for a project, the fencing shall be erected after those
projects are completed. All fencing shall be installed prior to any grading. If during an
arborist visit, employee vehicles are parked under any non-fenced tree, all trees on site
will be required to have fencing. Compaction is a major cause of tree decline. Wind
tends to cause sagging and ripped fencing. All job sites shall have a designated
individual responsible for maintaining an erect fence. Down fencing causes general
public complaints and red tags.
Chip Mulch: All areas within CRZ’s that cannot be fencing shall receive a 4-6 inch
layer of chip mulch to help retain moisture and reduce effects of compaction. We may
require mulch around trees subject to impacts over 25% to reduce moisture loss.
Trenching within the CRZ: All trenching within the CRZ shall be hand dug unless
specifically allowed in the specific mitigations. Major roots over 2’ in diameter shall be
saved unless specifically authorized to be cut by the project arborist. All root pruning
shall be completed with sharp and tools. For many projects, landscaping is designed at a
later point than the initial grading. Landscapers shall not trench through any CRZ. Only
above ground drip line is allowed in these areas.
Grading within the CRZ: Grading shall not encroach within the drip line unless it is
shown on the plans and approved by the project arborist. Grading shall not disturb the
drainage pattern around trees. Fills cannot cause any kind of ponding condition nor are
they allowed to cover the trunk in any way or form. Tree wells and other methods shall
be used. Fill cannot cover any more than 30% of any CRZ without additional mitigation.
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Paving within the CRZ: The preferred method is a slight soil scarification (<5”), base
application and then asphalt. Engineers shall plan all roads and driveways in this manner.
Deep excavation sections near trees are not allowed. Pavers can only be used when a
buildup of grade is required.
Equipment operation: Vehicles and heavy equipment shall not be driven under the
trees nor is any parking allowed in these areas. Any violation of this mitigation may be
dealt with by requiring cyclone fence instead of the orange fencing.
Construction materials and waste: No liquid or solid waste shall be dumped or placed
within the CRZ. Construction materials shall not be stored there either. This includes
concrete waste, paint, stucco, lumber, piping, etc. Absolutely no outhouses shall be
placed under any trees period. Any spills will require substantial mitigation at the sole
cost of the contractor involved. Severe cases will require bonding of the appraised value
of the tree.
Arborist monitoring:The project arborist shall be present for selected activities. The
monitoring does not necessarily have to be continuous but observational at times during
activities within the CRZ. Since we do not know construction schedules, it is the projects
manager’s responsibility to inform us at least 48 hours prior to these events so we can be
present. Monitoring is billable at $95.00/hour tow hour minimum port to port unless
specifically included in a written contract.
Tree pruning:All tree pruning shall be completed by a licensed and insured arborist
preferable prior to construction. Some times during a project, additional pruning is
required. Absolutely no pruning is allowed by skill saws, sawsalls, etc. Any improper
pruning noticed by the project arborist shall require correction before a final occupancy
letter is issued to the controlling government agency. No exceptions. Some agencies
require pruning permits that must be filled out prior to pruning.
Cultural practices: We may require preventative treatments before, during, or after
project completion to help insure tree survival. This may include fertilizers, root
stimulators, insecticides and/or fungicides. Determining factors include level of impacts
and potential for tree decline. Supplemental irrigation may also be required at different
times.
If all the above mitigation measures are followed, we feel there will be no long
term significant impacts to the trees. If at any time during the project, any tree decline or
tree impacting event should be reported to the project arborist promptly.
A & T Arborists strongly suggests that the responsible party make copies of this
report for distribution to all contractors and subs on the property. Any reproduction or
changes to this report for any reason will result in an additional charge.
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Please keep in mind, we are a full service tree company and can provide
professional removal and pruning services that will enhance the project. Also let us
know if we can be of future assistance.
Chip Tamagni (805) 431-2602
Certified Arborist #WE 6436-A
California State Pest Control Advisor #75850
Certified Hazard Risk Assessor #1209
Cal Poly B.S. Forestry and Natural Resources Management
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Tree #1
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Tree #2 Note retaining wall up against trunk.
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Tree Protection Spreadsheet
Tree #

Species

Diameter

Condition

Dispostion

Impact

% Impact

Mitigation

Monitoring

1
2

LO
LO

11
14

5
3

I
I

GR
GR

20%
10%

F, M
F,M

YES
YES

Species = Scientific Name

Mitigation = Fencing, Root Pruning, Monitoring

Diameter= diamter at breast height

Monitoring Required = Y/N

Conditon = health rating

Tree Notes = Individual Tree Notes

Dispostion = Removal, Impacted, Avoided

Canopy Spread = n/s to e/w in feet

Impact = Grading, Trenching, Fill
% Impact = CRZ Impact %

Tree Notes

Canopy Spread

12X12
15X15
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ATTACHMENT - 5

1602 Spring Street, Paso Robles, CA 93446
(805) 237-9626 • Fax (805) 237-9181 • www.althouseandmeade.com

March 20, 2020
1239.01

Almond Acres Charter School
c/o Carl Roggio
1145 Niblick Road
Paso Robles, CA 93446

Re:

Biological Letter Report for Almond Acres Charter School, Assessor’s Parcel Number
009-566-042, City of Paso Robles, California

Dear Mr. Roggio:
This letter report describes the results of a biological survey conducted by Althouse and Meade,
Inc. on an approximate 3.4-acre project site (Study Area), located at 1145 Niblick Road, City of
Paso Robles, California. Approximate coordinates for the Study Area are 35°37'00.5"N,
20°39'45.3"W (WGS84) in the Templeton United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute
topographic quadrangle (Figure 1, Attachment B). The Study Area is surrounded by existing
development, bounded by Niblick Road to the south, approximately 0.2-mile west of the Niblick
and Creston Road intersection (Figure 2, Attachment B). The proposed project (Project) will
include the demolition of the existing development (4 structures, deck, and a parking lot) and the
construction of a new charter school. The following provides information and recommendations
regarding biological resources within the Study Area.

Methods
Althouse and Meade, Inc. biologist, Kyle Nessen, conducted a biological survey on March 12 and
18, 2020, to determine biological resources present within the Study Area. General plant and
wildlife species were documented to identify any potential sensitive species or vegetation
communities. All plant and wildlife species apparent at the time of the survey were recorded
(Attachment C and Attachment D).
Plant species that could not be readily identified in the field were collected and identified using a
taxonomic key. Botanical nomenclature used in this document follows the Jepson Flora Project
(Jepson eFlora 2020). Wildlife documentation included observations of animal presence and other
wildlife sign (vocalization, scat, tracks, burrows). Wildlife nomenclature for birds is in accordance
with the American Ornithologist’s Union Checklist (2015) and Revised Checklist of North
American Mammals North of Mexico (Baker et al. 2003).

Biological Letter Report for Almond Acres Charter School, Paso Robles, CA
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Althouse and Meade conducted a data search from the CNDDB and the California Native Plant
Society (CNPS) On-line Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California on March 10, 2020
(CDFW 2020, CNPS 2020). Other database searches herbarium specimen records for locality data
within the City of Paso Robles, as maintained by Consortium of California Herbaria (CCH 2020).
The data search area included the Templeton USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle and the 8 surrounding
quadrangles (Adelaida, Paso Robles, York Mountain, Estrella, Creston, Morro Bay North,
Atascadero, Santa Margarita). Data was compiled for sensitive plant and wildlife species and
reviewed according to each species potential to occur at the Study Area. The compiled list of
CNDDB, CNPS, and CCH records are provided in Attachment E and Attachment F.
Special status species lists produced by database and literature searches were cross-referenced with
the described habitat types in the Study Area. Each special status species that was determined to
have potential to occur in or near the Study Area is individually discussed based on the following
criteria:
•

Present: The species was observed in the Study Area during field surveys.

•

High Potential: Highly suitable habitat and CNDDB or CNPS occurrence records indicate
the species is likely to occur in the Study Area. Individuals may not have been observed
during field surveys; however, the species likely occurs in the project vicinity and could
move onto the project site in the future.

•

Moderate Potential: Suitable habitat is present in the Study Area and CNDDB
occurrences or surveys have recorded the species within 5 miles of the project. Individuals
were not observed during field surveys, but the species could be present, at least seasonally
or as a transient.

•

Low Potential: Marginally suitable habitat is present in the Study Area, and there are no
occurrence records or other historical (i.e., 50 years or older) records within 10 miles of
the Study Area. Individuals were not observed during surveys and are not expected to be
present.

•

No Potential: Suitable habitat for the species is not present in the Study Area, and/or the
species is not known to occur in the region.

Maps were created using aerial photo interpretation and spatial data imported to Esri ArcGIS, a
Geographic Information System (GIS) software program using aerial images of the Study Area.
Aerial imagery was created using a sUAV (drone) on March 12, 2020 by Part 107 Certified Pilot,
Kyle Nessen. California Natural Diversity Database locations and Critical Habitat of special status
plant and animal occurrences within the Study Area vicinity are mapped on Figures 3 and 4 of
Attachment B.

Existing Conditions
The Study Area is predominately an undeveloped lot surrounded by medium-density residential
housing. A church and associated parking lot occupy the southwestern corner of the Study Area,
comprised of a small courtyard surrounded by three buildings. Immediately adjacent to the church
is a storage shed, and 100ft beyond the shed is a small deck along the eastern boundary of the
Study Area. The remaining area is undeveloped land characterized by weedy vegetation. Planted
trees dot the perimeter of the Study Area, including a row of magnolia trees along the eastern
boundary, with a higher density of trees within the church complex. The southern half of the Study
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Area is maintained by recent mowing, while the northern half is mostly unmanaged with human
activity limited to vehicle use. Historic aerials of the Study Area show that the footprint has
remained unchanged since at least 1994, and mowing has been a persistent land use feature of all
undeveloped areas.
Three soil types occur within the Study Area, primarily Rincon clay loam (60%), Arbuckle-San
Ysidro Complex (20%), and Arbuckle-Positas complex (20%) (websoil survey). All three are
well-draining, clay-loam soils associated with alluvium and low terraces. Runoff is high, with no
potential for pooling.

Results
Survey Results
Field survey conducted on March 12, 2020, identified four current habitat types within the Study
Area (Table 1), 36 vascular plant species (Attachment C), and 8 animal species (Attachment D).
Of the 36 plant species, 8 are native, 28 are non-native or planted, and 14 are invasive (Cal-IPC
2020). No special status plants or animals were detected during the March survey within the Study
Area. The entire Study Area is mapped as Urban/Disturbed according to the City Paso Robles
General Plan Update Environmental Impact Report (EIR, Rincon 2003).
TABLE 1. Habitat Types within Study Area
Habitat

Area (Acres)

Yellow star-thistle fields
(Centaurea spp. Herbaceous Semi-Natural Alliance)

1.2

Annual brome grassland
(Avena spp. – Bromus spp. Herbacous Semi-Natural Alliance)

1.5

Ruderal

0.1

Developed

0.7

Yellow Star-Thistle Fields primarily occurs in unmanaged areas in the northern half of the Study
Area. The dominant herbaceous plant is yellow star-thistle (Centaurea solstitialis), a significant
invasive species that quickly takes over disturbed annual grasslands. Other non-native species,
such as wild oats (Avena spp.), filaree (Erodium cicutarium), and common associates, make up the
rest of the herbaceous cover. Few native species (e.g., Amsinkcia intermedia) were observed in
Yellow Star-Thistle Fields, and no special status plants or animals were seen in or around mapped
Thistle habitat.
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Photo 1. Yellow Star-Thistle Fields occupying the northern portion of the
Study Area, view southeast, March 12, 2020.

Annual Grassland is found primarily in the southwestern section of the Study Area and along the
borders of Yellow Star-Thistle Fields. Common non-native annual grasses, such as wild oats
(Avena spp.) and foxtail barley (Hordeum murinum), are the dominant herbaceous species, with
other forbs such as filaree (Erodium spp.) and prickly lettuce (Lactuca serriola) contributing
appreciably to the species composition. Some native species, such as miniature lupine (Lupinus
bicolor) and popcorn flower (Plagiobothrys nothofulvus), are found in low numbers within
Grassland habitat. No special status plants or animals were seen in the mapped Annual Grassland
habitat.
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Photo 2. Annual Grassland in the foreground with church complex in the
background, view southwest, March 12, 2020.

Ruderal habitat occurs immediately adjacent to the paved church parking lot, where frequent
disturbance has rendered vegetation sparse. Non-native species, such as filaree (Erodium spp.) and
summer mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), comprise the limited plant species in this undeveloped
habitat. No special status plants or animals were seen in mapped Ruderal habitat.

Photo 3. Ruderal habitat adjacent to existing parking lot, view northeast,
March 18,2020.
Biological Letter Report for Almond Acres Charter School, Paso Robles, CA
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Developed land is limited to areas where improvements have been made, excluding natural or
seminatural stands of vegetation. Within the Study Area, Developed land is primarily the church
complex and associated parking. Vegetation is defined by Planted species such a rose shrubs (Rosa
sp.) and elm trees (Ulmus sp.). No special status plants or animals were observed in mapped
Developed habitat.

Photo 4. Existing parking lot and main church building in the southwest
corner of the property, with pavement in the foreground, view southwest,
March 12, 2020.

No ephemeral drainages or vernal pools were identified within the Study Area during site surveys,
and no formal jurisdictional delineation was conducted for this assessment.
Sensitive Natural Communities/Special Status Species Review
The CNDDB and CNPS Online Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California listed 61
special status plant species and 38 special status animal species known to occur in the 9-quad
search area. Figures 3 and 4 in Attachment B. provides a summary of CNDDB/CNPS locations
within a five-mile radius of the Study Area. The historic and current land use, small project area
size, and occurrence within urbanized development preclude the presence of most potential
sensitive species. After a careful review of the ecological requirements of the sensitive species and
the habitat conditions within the Study Area, it was determined that none of the 99 listed special
status species have the potential to occur within the Study Area. For the full list of species that
were reviewed and reasons why they could not occur, see Attachment F for special status plants,
and Attachment G for special status animals.
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Impacts
The proposed Project would occupy approximately 3.5 acres of the Property when all phases of
the Project are complete. No special status plant or animal species have potential to occur on the
Study Area. The Project would affect all mapped habitat, consisting of nonnative annual grasses,
weedy plants, and planted trees and shrubs. The following sections provide information and
recommendations designed to protect biological resources on the Study Area.
Two oak trees (Quercus agrifolia) larger than 6” diameter at breast height (DBH) were identified
immediately adjacent to the Study Area. The City of Paso Robles oak tree ordinance would apply
to Project activities that could affect these trees.
Grassland, trees, and weedy habitat on the site could support nesting birds. If site disturbance
work is conducted within the nesting bird season (March 1st to September 1st) a pre-disturbance
survey should be conducted to prevent disturbance of any nesting birds.
Thank you for allowing us to be of assistance.
Sincerely,

Principal Scientist
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ATTACHMENT B. FIGURES

•

Figure 1. USGS Topographical Map

•

Figure 2. Aerial Photograph

•

Figure 3. California Natural Diversity Database Plant Records

•

Figure 4. California Natural Diversity Database Animal Records

•

Figure 5. USFWS Critical Habitat

•

Figure 6. Biological Resources
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ATTACHMENT C. VASCULAR PLANT LIST

The 53 species of vascular plants identified in the Property consist of 9 native species and 44
planted or introduced species. The vascular plant list is separated into general life form
categories, within which the taxa are listed alphabetically by scientific name. Weed Status as
reported by Cal-IPC is provided in the table below where applicable (Cal-IPC 2020).
Scientific Name

Invasive
Status

Origin

Strawberry tree

Arbutus unedo

--

Planted

Birch

Betula sp.

--

Planted

Eucalyptus

Eucalyptus sp.

--

Introduced

Sweetgum

Liquidambar styraciflua

--

Planted

Magnolia

Magnolia sp.

--

Planted

Italian stone pine

Pinus pinea

--

Planted

Cherry blossom tree

Prunus sp.

--

Planted

Coast live oak

Quercus agrifolia

--

Native

Redwood

Sequoia sempervirens

--

Planted

Elm

Ulmus sp.

--

Planted

Mexican fanpalm

Washingtonia robusta

--

Planted

Coyote brush

Baccharis pilularis

--

Native

English ivy

Hedera helix

High

Introduced

Honeysuckle

Lonicera sp.

--

Planted

Plumeria

Plumeria sp.

--

Planted

Scarlet firethorn

Pyracantha coccinea

Limited

Introduced

Rose

Rosa sp.

--

Planted

Rosemary

Salvia rosmarinus

--

Planted

Laurustinus

Viburnum tinus

--

Planted

Bear’s breeches

Acanthus mollis

--

Planted

Common fiddleneck

Amsinckia intermedia

--

Native

Yellow star thistle

Centaurea solstitialis

High

Introduced

Artichoke

Cynara cardunculus

Moderate

Introduced

Annual willow-herb

Epilobium brachycarpum

--

Native

Flax-leaved horseweed

Erigeron bonariensis

--

Introduced

Common Name
Trees - 11 Species

Shrubs - 8 Species

Forbs - 27 Species

Biological Letter Report for Almond Acres Charter School, Paso Robles, CA
March 2020

RECEIVED
5/20/2020
D-1
City of Paso Robles
Building Department

Althouse and Meade, Inc. – 1239.01

Common Name

Scientific Name

Invasive
Status

Origin

Redstem filaree

Erodium cicutarium

Limited

Introduced

Filaree

Erodium moschatum

--

Introduced

Spotted spurge

Euphorbia maculata

--

Introduced

Wild mustard

Hirschfeldia incana

Moderate

Introduced

Iris

Iris sp.

--

Planted

Prickly lettuce

Lactuca serriola

--

Introduced

Henbit

Lamium amplexicaule

--

Introduced

French lavender

Lavandula stoechas

--

Planted

Pepperwort

Lepidium nitidum

--

Native

Miniature lupine

Lupinus bicolor

--

Native

Cheeseweed

Malva parviflora

--

Introduced

California burclover

Medicago polymorpha

Limited

Introduced

Popcorn flower

Plagiobothrys nothofulvus

--

Native

Curly dock

Rumex crispus

Limited

Introduced

Fiddle dock

Rumex pulcher

--

Introduced

English plantain

Plantago lanceolata

Limited

Introduced

Sowthistle

Sonchus asper

--

Introduced

Sand spurry

Spergularia macrotheca

--

Native

Dandelion

Taraxacum officinale

--

Introduced

Periwinkle

Vinca major

Moderate

Introduced

Slender wild oat

Avena barbata

Moderate

Introduced

Wild oat

Avena fatua

Moderate

Introduced

Ripgut brome

Bromus diandrus

Moderate

Introduced

Red top brome

High

Introduced

Bermuda grass

Bromus madritensis subsp.
rubens
Cynodon dactylon

Moderate

Introduced

Annual fescue

Festuca microstachys

--

Native

Foxtail barley

Hordeum murinum

Moderate

Introduced

Graminoids - 7 Species

Biological Letter Report for Almond Acres Charter School, Paso Robles, CA
March 2020

RECEIVED
5/20/2020
D-2
City of Paso Robles
Building Department

Althouse and Meade, Inc. – 1239.01

ATTACHMENT D. WILDLIFE LIST

Listed are the 13 wildlife species of identified in the Property. The wildlife list is separated
into general life form categories, within which the taxa are listed alphabetically by scientific
name. No mammals were observed during site surveys.
Common Name

Special
Status

Habitat Type

Apis mellifera

None

Common in agricultural and
anthropogenic settings

Sceloporus occidentalis

None

Variety of habitats

California Scrub Jay

Aphelocoma californica

None

Low scrub, oak woods, and
suburban gardens

Turvey Vulture

Cathartes aura

None

Common in many habitats

American Crow

Corvus brachyrhynchos

None

Many habitats, esp. urban

House Finch

Haemorhous mexicanus

None

California Towhee

Melozone crissalis

None

Northern Mockingbird

Mimus polyglottos

None

Chestnut-backed Chickadee

Poecile rufescens

None

Mixed woodlands

Lesser Goldfinch

Spinus psaltria

None

Riparian, oak woodlands

Mourning Dove

Zenaida macroura

None

Open and semi-open habitats

Golden-crowned Sparrow

Zonotrichia atricapilla

None

Dense woodlands, brushy areas

White-crowned Sparrow

Zonotrichia leucophrys

None

Oak, riparian woodlandsOpen or
shrubby habitats, meadows, forest
edges

Scientific Name
Invertebrates – 1 Species
Honey bee

Reptiles – 1 Species
Western Fence Lizard

Birds – 11 Species
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Chaparral scrub, shrubby urban
areas
Riparian, chaparral, woodlands,
urban

RECEIVED
5/20/2020
E-1
City of Paso Robles
Building Department

Althouse and Meade, Inc. – 1239.01

ATTACHMENT E. SPECIAL STATUS PLANTS REPORTED FROM THE REGION

1.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CA Rare Plant Rank

Bristlecone Fir

Abies bracteata

-/-

Blooming
Period

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

Steep, rocky, fire-resistant
slopes, generally in canyonlive-oak phase of mixedevergreen forest

No. Rugged terrain is absent
from the Study Area.

Feb-Nov

Coastal dunes

No. Dune habitat is not
present in the Study Area.

Apr-Jul

Dry sandy soils, open
chaparral, oak woodland

No. Chaparral and woodland
habitat is not present.

Mar-May

Unstable shaly sedimentary
slopes

No. Shale slopes are not
present.

May-Nov

Heavy, adobe-clay soils on
gentle, open slopes, also
disturbed areas

No. Heavy clay soils are not
present in the Study Area.

Dec-Mar

Shale outcrops, slopes,
upland chaparral near coast

No. Shale outcrops are not
present in the Study Area.

Feb-Jun

Rocky, generally serpentine
soils, chaparral, open closedcone forest near coast

No. Study Area is outside
known range of this species.

G2G3/S2S3
1B.3
2.

Red SandVerbena

Abronia maritima

-/G4/S3?
4.2

3.

Hoover's Bent
Grass

Agrostis hooveri

-/G2/S2
1B.2

4.

Douglas'
Fiddleneck

Amsinckia
douglasiana

-/G4/S4
4.2

5.

Oval-Leaved
Snapdragon

Antirrhinum
ovatum

-/G3/S3
4.2

6.

Santa Lucia
Manzanita

Arctostaphylos
luciana

-/G2/S2
1B.2

7.

Bishop Manzanita

Arctostaphylos
obispoensis

-/G3/S3
4.3
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8.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Santa Margarita
Manzanita

Arctostaphylos
pilosula

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CA Rare Plant Rank

Blooming
Period

-/-

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

Dec-May

Shale outcrops, slopes,
chaparral

No. Shale is not present in
the Study Area.

Mar-Jun

Grassy areas near coast

No. Study Area is not near
the coast.

Apr-Jul

Eroded pale shales or
sandstone, serpentine
alluvium

No. Suitable soils are not
present.

May-Jul

Dry serpentine, generally
open chaparral

No. Serpentine and chaparral
are not present.

Apr-Jun

Sand (often granitic),
grassland to yellow-pine
forest

No. Granitic sand is not
present.

May-Oct

Hard-packed gravelly or
sandy soil

No. Typical soils are not
present

Mar-Jul

Dry, open scrub, woodland

No. Dry scrub or woodland
habitat is absent.

G2?/S2?
1B.2

9.

Miles' Milk-Vetch

Astragalus
didymocarpus var.
milesianus

-/G5T2/S2
1B.2

10.

Salinas MilkVetch

Astragalus
macrodon

-/G4/S4
4.3

11.

San Luis
Mariposa Lily

Calochortus
obispoensis

-/G2/S2
1B.2

12.

La Panza
Mariposa Lily

Calochortus
simulans

-/G2/S2
1B.3

13.

Dwarf
Calycadenia

Calycadenia
villosa

-/G3/S3
1B.1

14.

Cambria
Morning-Glory

Calystegia
subacaulis ssp.
episcopalis

-/G3T2?/S2?
4.2
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15.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Hardham's
Evening-Primrose

Camissoniopsis
hardhamiae

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CA Rare Plant Rank

Blooming
Period

-/-

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

Mar-May

Sandy soil, limestone,
disturbed oak woodland

No. Sandy or limestone soils
are absent.

Apr-Jun

Springs, streamsides in
chaparral, generally on
serpentine

No. Serpentine wetlands are
absent.

Mar-May

Grasslands in coastal areas

Low. Annual grassland
habitat is present but is
likely unsuitable.

Feb-May

Crumbly clays or crumbling
shale

No. Crumbling soils of any
type are absent.

Feb-Apr

Sandy substrates, coastal
chaparral

No. Coastal chaparral is
absent.

Apr-Aug

Gravel or rocks

No. Gravel or rocky soil is
absent.

Apr-Jul

Sand or gravel

No. Sand or gravel soils are
absent.

G2/S2
1B.2

16.

San Luis Obispo
Sedge

Carex obispoensis

-/G3?/S3?
1B.2

17.

San Luis Obispo
Owl's-Clover

Castilleja
densiflora var.
obispoensis

-/G5T2/S2
1B.2

18.

Lemmon's
Jewelflower

Caulanthus
lemmonii

-/G3/S3
1B.2

19.

Lompoc
Ceanothus

Ceanothus
cuneatus var.
fascicularis

-/G5T4/S4
4.2

20.

Brewer's
Spineflower

Chorizanthe
breweri

-/G3/S3
1B.3

21.

Douglas'
Spineflower

Chorizanthe
douglasii

-/G4/S4
4.3

Biological Letter Report for Almond Acres Charter School, Paso Robles, CA
March 2020

RECEIVED
5/20/2020
F-4
City of Paso Robles
Building Department

Althouse and Meade, Inc. – 1239.01

22.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Palmer's
Spineflower

Chorizanthe
palmeri

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CA Rare Plant Rank

Blooming
Period

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

-/-

Apr-Aug

Serpentine substrates

No. Serpentine soils are
absent.

Apr-Jul

Sand or gravel

No. Sand or gravel soils are
absent.

Feb-Sep

Serpentine seeps and
streams

No. Serpentine wetlands are
absent.

Apr-Jun

Chaparral, woodland or
forest openings, often on
serpentine

No. Appropriate serpentine
habitats are absent.

Apr-May

Woodland

No. Woodland habitat is
absent.

Mar-Jul

Clay substrates, occasionally
serpentine, annual grassland,
coastal-sage scrub, chaparral

No. Species is not known to
occur in vicinity.

Mar-Dec

Grassland, open chaparral
and woodland, disturbed
areas, often in sandy soils

No. Species is not known to
occur in vicinity.

G4/S4
4.2

23.

Straight-Awned
Spineflower

Chorizanthe
rectispina

-/G2/S2
1B.3

24.

San Luis Obispo
Fountain Thistle

Cirsium fontinale
var. obispoense

FE/CE
G2T2/S2
1B.2

25.

Cuesta Ridge
Thistle

Cirsium
occidentale var.
lucianum

-/G3G4T2/S2
1B.2

26.

Slender Clarkia

Clarkia exilis

-/G3/S3
4.3

27.

Small-Flowered
Morning-Glory

Convolvulus
simulans

-/G4/S4
4.2

28.

Paniculate
Tarplant

Deinandra
paniculata

-/G4/S4
4.2
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29.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Dune Larkspur

Delphinium parryi
ssp. blochmaniae

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CA Rare Plant Rank

Blooming
Period

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

-/-

Apr-Jun

Coastal chaparral, sand

No. Coastal chaparral is
absent.

Feb-Mar

Uncommon. Coastal
chaparral, grassland, on
serpentine

No. Coastal serpentine
habitats are absent.

Apr-Jun

Moist oak forest

No. Oak forest habitat is
absent.

May-Jul

Rocky outcrops in
serpentine grassland

No. Serpentine outcrops are
absent.

May-Jun

Serpentine outcrops

No. Serpentine outcrops are
absent.

Apr-Jun

Open, rocky slopes, often
serpentine or clay-dominated

No. Appropriate serpentine
habitat is absent.

Apr-Sep

Brackish wet soil, coastal

No. Coastal wetland habitat
is absent.

G4T2/S2
1B.2

30.

Eastwood's
Larkspur

Delphinium parryi
ssp. eastwoodiae

-/G4T2/S2
1B.2

31.

Umbrella
Larkspur

Delphinium
umbraculorum

-/G3/S3
1B.3

32.

Betty's Dudleya

Dudleya abramsii
ssp. bettinae

-/G4T2/S2
1B.2

33.

Mouse-Gray
Dudleya

Dudleya abramsii
ssp. murina

-/G4T2/S2
1B.3

34.

Blochman's
Dudleya

Dudleya
blochmaniae ssp.
blochmaniae

-/G3T2/S2
1B.1

35.

Small Spikerush

Eleocharis parvula

-/G5/S3
4.3
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36.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CA Rare Plant Rank

Blooming
Period

Yellow-Flowered
Eriastrum

Eriastrum luteum

-/-

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

May-Jun

Brushy areas, open slopes in
sandy or gravelly soil

No. Open sandy or gravelly
slopes are absent.

Jun-Aug

Sand dunes and hills

No. Dune habitat is absent.

Apr-Oct

Alkaline soils

No. Alkaline soils are
absent.

Feb-May

Rocky slopes, river basins

No. River basins are absent.

Mar-May

Shrub understory, serpentine

No. Serpentine shrubland is
absent.

Mar-Jun

Drying shrink-swell clay of
vernal pools, flats, steep
slopes (sometimes
serpentine)

No. Vernal pools are not
present.

Feb-Sep

Dry, sandy, coastal chaparral

No. Coastal chaparral is
absent.

G2/S2
1B.2

37.

Blochman's Leafy
Daisy

Erigeron
blochmaniae

-/G2/S2
1B.2

38.

San Joaquin
Spearscale

Extriplex
joaquinana

-/G2/S2
1B.2

39.

Ojai Fritillary

Fritillaria
ojaiensis

-/G3/S3
1B.2

40.

San Benito
Fritillary

Fritillaria viridea

-/G2/S2
1B.2

41.

Hogwallow
Starfish

Hesperevax
caulescens

-/G3/S3
4.2

42.

Mesa Horkelia

Horkelia cuneata
var. puberula

-/G4T1/S1
1B.1
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43.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Kellogg's
Horkelia

Horkelia cuneata
var. sericea

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CA Rare Plant Rank

Blooming
Period

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

-/-

Apr-Sep

Old dunes, coastal sandhills

No. Dune habitat is absent.

Apr-Jul

Wet, sandy soils of seeps,
meadows, vernal pools,
streams, roadsides

No. Sandy wetland habitat is
absent

Mar-May

Open serpentine or clay
slopes

No. Serpentine soils are
absent.

Mar-May

Valley and foothill grassland
(alkaline, adobe)

No. Foothill grassland
habitat is absent.

Mar-Oct

Open chaparral in foothill
woodland

No. Chaparral and woodland
habitat is not present.

Apr-Oct

Valleys, chaparral

No. Chaparral and woodland
habitat is not present.

May-Jul

Interior valleys foothills

No. Valley foothills are
absent.

G4T1?/S1?
1B.1

44.

Santa Lucia
Dwarf Rush

Juncus luciensis

-/G3/S3
1B.2

45.

Jones' Layia

Layia jonesii

-/G2/S2
1B.2

46.

Jared's PepperGrass

Lepidium jaredii
ssp. jaredii

-/G2G3T1T2/S1S2
1B.2

47.

Jones' BushMallow

Malacothamnus
jonesii

-/G4/S4
4.3

48.

Carmel Valley
Bush-Mallow

Malacothamnus
palmeri var.
involucratus

-/G3T2Q/S2
1B.2

49.

Santa Lucia
Bush-Mallow

Malacothamnus
palmeri var.
palmeri

-/G3T2Q/S2
1B.2
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50.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CA Rare Plant Rank

Blooming
Period

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

Oregon
Meconella

Meconella oregana

-/-

Mar-Apr

Shaded canyons

No. Shaded canyons are
absent.

Jun-Aug

Chaparral, forest, on
serpentine

No. Serpentine soils are
absent.

Feb-Jul

Serpentine grassland, open
chaparral, oak woodland

No. Serpentine grasslands
are not present in the Study
Area.

Apr-Jun

Vernal pools, ditches

No. Vernal pools are not
present.

Mar-Jul

Vernal pools, clay
depressions

No. Clay depressions are not
present in the Study Area.

Apr-Jun

Dry, gravelly slopes

No. Gravelly dry slopes are
absent.

Apr-May

Chaparral, canyon sides,
rocky outcrops, +- fire
follower

No. Chaparral and canyon
sides are absent.

G2G3/S2
1B.1

51.

Palmer's
Monardella

Monardella
palmeri

-/G2/S2
1B.2

52.

Woodland
Woolythreads

Monolopia
gracilens

-/G3/S3
1B.2

53.

Spreading
Navarretia

Navarretia fossalis

FT/G2/S2
1B.1

54.

Shining
Navarretia

Navarretia
nigelliformis ssp.
radians

-/G4T2/S2
1B.2

55.

Large-Flowered
Nemacladus

Nemacladus
secundiflorus var.
secundiflorus

-/G3T3?/S3?
4.3

56.

Hooked
Popcornflower

Plagiobothrys
uncinatus

-/G2/S2
1B.2
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57.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CA Rare Plant Rank

Blooming
Period

Chaparral
Ragwort

Senecio aphanactis

-/-

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

Jan-May

Alkaline flats, dry open
rocky areas

No. dry rocky areas and
alkaline flats are absent.

May-Jul

Steep rocky slopes in
chaparral/coastal-sage scrub
and oak woodland

No. Steep rocky slopes are
absent.

May-Jun

Closed-cone-conifer forest,
generally serpentine

No. Conifer forest is absent.

Mar-Oct

serpentinite

No. Serpentine soils are
absent.

Jul-Oct

Margins of coastal salt
marshes

No. Coastal marshes are
absent.

G3/S2
2B.2

58.

San Gabriel
Ragwort

Senecio
astephanus

-/G3/S3
4.3

59.

Cuesta Pass
Checkerbloom

Sidalcea hickmanii
ssp. anomala

-/CR
G3T1/S1
1B.2

60.

Most Beautiful
Jewelflower

Streptanthus
albidus ssp.
peramoenus

-/G2T2/S2
1B.2

61.

California
Seablite

Suaeda californica

FE/G1/S1
1B.1

Habitat characteristics are from the Jepson manual and the CNDDB.
State/Rank Abbreviations:
FE: Federally Endangered
FT: Federally Threatened
PE: Proposed Federally Endangered

PT: Proposed Federally Threatened
CE: California Endangered
CR: California Rare

CT: California Threatened
CCE: Candidate for California Endangered
CCT: Candidate for California Threatened

California Rare Plant Ranks:
CRPR 1A: Plants presumed extirpated in California and either rare or extinct elsewhere
CRPR 1B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere
CRPR 2A: Plants presumed extirpated in California, but common elsewhere
CRPR 2B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere
CRPR 4: Plants of limited distribution - a watch list
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CRPR Threat Ranks:
0.1 - Seriously threatened in California (over 80% of occurrences threatened / high degree and immediacy of threat)
0.2 - Moderately threatened in California (20-80% occurrences threatened / moderate degree and immediacy of threat)
0.3 - Not very threatened in California (less than 20% of occurrences threatened / low degree and immediacy of threat or no current threats known)
Global/State Ranks
G1/S1 – Critically Imperiled
G2/S2 – Imperiled
G3/S3 – Vulnerable
G4/S4 – Apparently Secure
G5/S5 – Secure

Q – Element is very rare but there are taxonomic questions
associated with it.
Range rank – (e.g., S2S3 means rank is somewhere
between S2 and S3)
? – (e.g., S2? Means rank is more certain than S2S3 but
less certain that S2)
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ATTACHMENT F. SPECIAL STATUS ANIMALS REPORTED FROM THE REGION

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CDFW Status

Tricolored
Blackbird

Agelaius tricolor

-/CT

Grasshopper
Sparrow

Ammodramus
savannarum

G2G3/S1S2

Northern
California
Legless Lizard

Anniella pulchra

Pallid Bat

Antrozous
pallidus

Golden Eagle

SSC
-/G5/S3
SSC
-/G3/S3

Aquila chrysaetos

SSC
-/G5/S3
SSC
-/G5/S3

6.

7.

Great Blue
Heron

Ardea herodias

Oak Titmouse

Baeolophus
inornatus

FP
-/G5/S4
SA
-/G4/S4

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

Requires open water, protected nesting
substrate, & foraging area with insect
prey near nesting colony.

No. Open water habitat is not present.

Nests in grassland habitats on mountain
slopes, foothills, and valleys. May nest
colonially.

No. Appropriate grassland habitat is
absent.

Sandy or loose loamy soils under
coastal scrub or oak trees. Soil
moisture essential.

No. Coastal scrub and oak habitat is
absent.

Rock crevices, caves, tree hollows,
mines, old buildings, and bridges.

No. Hollows, crevices, and appropriate
roosting habitat is absent.

Nests in large, prominent trees in valley
and foothill woodland. Requires
adjacent food source.

No. Large prominent trees are absent in
the Study Area.

Rookeries located in tall trees near
foraging areas.

No. Large trees suitable for rookeries
are absent.

Nests in cavities in oak woodland
habitat. Non-migratory.

Low. Oak trees are present within the
Study Area.

Inhabits moist locations in forests of
mixed oak

No. Suitable oakwoodland habitat is
absent.

SA
8.

Lesser Slender
Salamander

Batrachoseps
minor

-/G1/S1
SSC

Biological Letter for Almond Acres Charter School, Paso Robles, CA
March 2020

RECEIVED
5/20/2020
F-1
City of Paso Robles
Building Department

Althouse and Meade, Inc. – Project 1239.01

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CDFW Status

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

Crotch Bumble
Bee

Bombus crotchii

-/CCE

Open grassland and scrub habitats.

No. Grassland habitat is unsuitable for
foraging.

Clear water sandstone depression pools,
grassed swale, earth slump, or basalt
flow depression pools.

No. Vernal depression pools are absent.

Winters locally in open grassland or
savannah habitats. More common in
interior SLO County than coast.

No. Grassland habitat is too small to
support Ferruginous hawks.

Sandy beaches, salt pond levees, &
shorelines of large alkali lakes. Needs
friable soils for nesting.

No. The Study Area does not occur on
the shoreline.

Adjacent to non-brackish water near the
coast from San Francisco to N. Mexico.
Clean, dry, light-colored sand in the
upper zone.
Coastal sand dune habitat. Inhabits
foredunes and sand hummocks.

No. The Study Are does not occur near
the coast.

Nests in dense tree canopy near open
foraging areas

No. Dense tree canopy is not present.

Permanent or semi-permanent streams,
ponds, lakes.

No. Permanent water features are not
present.

G3G4/S1S2

Vernal Pool
Fairy Shrimp

Branchinecta
lynchi

Ferruginous
Hawk

Buteo regalis

Western Snowy
Plover

Charadrius
alexandrinus
nivosus
Cicindela
hirticollis
gravida

Globose Dune
Beetle

Coelus globosus

Western Pond
Turtle

G3/S3
SA
-/G4/S3S4

Sandy Beach
Tiger Beetle

White-Tailed
Kite

SA
FT/-

WL
FT/G3T3/S2S3
SSC
-/G5T2/S2
SA
-/G1G2/S1S2

Elanus leucurus

SA
-/G5/S3S4

Emys marmorata

FP
-/G3G4/S3

No. Coastal dune habitat is absent.

SSC
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Tidewater Goby

Eucyclogobius
newberryi

Morro
Shoulderband
(=Banded Dune)
Snail
California
Linderiella

Monterey
Dusky-Footed
Woodrat

Helminthoglypta
walkeriana

Linderiella
occidentalis

Neotoma
macrotis luciana

Salinas Pocket
Mouse

Perognathus
inornatus
psammophilus

Coast Horned
Lizard

Phrynosoma
blainvillii

Morro Bay Blue
Butterfly

Plebejus
icarioides
moroensis

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CDFW Status
FE/G3/S3
SSC
FE/G1/S1S2
SA
-/G2G3/S2S3
SA
-/G5T3/S3
SSC
-/G4T2?/S1
SSC
-/G3G4/S3S4
SSC
-/G5T2/S2
SA

24.

Atascadero June
Beetle

Polyphylla nubila

-/G1/S1

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

Found in shallow lagoons and lower
stream reaches, they need fairly still but
not stagnant water and high oxygen
levels.
Restricted to the coastal strand and sage
scrub habitats in the immediate vicinity
of Morro Bay.

No. Shallow lagoons are not present.

Seasonal pools in unplowed grasslands
with alluvial soils.

No. Seasonal pools are not present.

Variety of habitats with moderate to
dense understory vegetation

No. Suitable understory vegetation is
not present.

Annual grassland and desert shrub in
Salinas Valley, with friable soils

No. The Study Area occurs outside of
the Salinas Valley.

Frequents a wide variety of habitats,
most common in lowlands along sandy
washes with scattered low bushes.

No. Sandy washes are not present.

Inhabits stabilized dunes and
surrounding areas in coastal SLO
County (Morro Bay) and nw SB
County. Dependent on dune lupine
(Lupinus chamissonis).
Known only from sand dunes in
Atascadero and San Luis Obispo, San
Luis Obispo County.

No. Stabilized dune habitat is not
present.

No. Morro Shoulderband Snail is
known to only occur near Morro Bay.

No. Sand dunes are not present.

SA
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25.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CDFW Status

Purple Martin

Progne subis

-/G5/S3

26.

27.

28.

San Luis Obispo
Pyrg

Pyrgulopsis
taylori

Foothill YellowLegged Frog

Rana boylii

California RedLegged Frog

SSC
-/G1/S1
SA
-/CCT
G3/S3

Rana draytonii

SSC
FT/G2G3/S2S3
SSC

29.

30.

31.

32.

Western
Spadefoot

Spea hammondii

G3/S3

American
Badger

Taxidea taxus

Lompoc
Grasshopper

Trimerotropis
occulens

Least Bell's
Vireo

-/-

SSC
-/G5/S3

Vireo bellii
pusillus

SSC
-/G1G2/S1S2
SA
FE/CE
G5T2/S2

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

In San Luis Obispo County prefers
nesting in Sycamore trees along riparian
corridors.

No. Riparian corridors are not present.

Freshwater habitats in San Luis Obispo
County.

No. Freshwater wetlands are not
present.

Partly shaded, shallow streams and
riffles with rocky substrate.

No. Shallow streams are not present.

Lowlands and foothills in or near
sources of deep water with dense,
shrubby or emergent riparian
vegetation. Requires 11-20 weeks for
larval development.
Vernal pools in grassland and woodland
habitats

No. Freshwater wetlands are not
present.

Needs friable soils in open ground with
abundant food source such as California
ground squirrels.

No. Friable soils are not present and the
Study Area is not large enough to
support sufficient food sources.

Found on rocky road shoulder in bishop
pine woodland.

No. Bishop pine woodland is not
present.

Riparian habitat, near water or dry
streambed, <2000 ft. Nests in willows,
mesquite, Baccharis.

No. Riparian corridors are not present.

No. Vernal pools are not present.

SA
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33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Common Name

Scientific Name

San Joaquin Kit
Fox

Vulpes macrotis
mutica

Obscure Bumble
Bee

Bombus
caliginosus

Townsend's BigEared Bat

Corynorhinus
townsendii

Monarch
Butterfly

Steelhead Trout

California
Spotted Owl

Coast Range
Newt

Danaus plexippus

Federal/State Status
Global/State Rank
CDFW Status
FE/CT
G4T2/S2
SA
-/G4?/S1S2
SA
-/G3G4/S2
SSC
-/G4T2T3/S2S3

Oncorhynchus
mykiss irideus

Strix occidentalis
occidentalis

Taricha torosa

SA
FT/G5T2Q/S2
SA
-/G3G4T2T3/S3
SSC
-/G4/S4

Habitat Preference

Potential to Occur

Annual grasslands or grassy open stages
with scattered shrubby vegetation.
Needs loose textured sandy soil and
prey base.
Coastal areas from northern
Washington to southern California

No. Corridors are closed by existing
infrastructure and the Study Area is too
small to support San Joaquin Kit Fox.

Roosts in the open, hanging from walls
and ceilings. Roosting sites limiting.
Extremely sensitive to human
disturbance.
Roosts located in wind-protected tree
groves (eucalyptus, Monterey pine,
cypress), with nectar and water sources
nearby.
Federal listing refers to runs in coastal
basins from the Pajaro River south to,
but not including, the Santa Maria
River.
Most often found in deep-shaded
canyons, on north-facing slopes, and
within 300 meters of water.

No. Appropriate roosting sites are not
present.

Lives in terrestrial habitats & will
migrate over 1 km to breed in ponds,
reservoirs & slow-moving streams.

No. Appropriate ponds or streams are
absent.

No. The Study Area occurs outside
coastal areas.

No. Tall tree groves are absent in the
Study Area.

No. Appropriate creek habitat is absent.

No. Deep shaded canyons are absent in
the Study Area.

SSC
Federal and State Status Abbreviations:
FE: Federally Endangered
FT: Federally Threatened
PE: Proposed Federally Endangered
PT: Proposed Federally Threatened

CE: California Endangered
CT: California Threatened
CCE: Candidate for California Endangered
CCT: Candidate for California Threatened
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Althouse and Meade, Inc. – Project 1239.01

Global/State Ranks:
G1/S1 – Critically Imperiled
G2/S2 – Imperiled
G3/S3 – Vulnerable
G4/S4 – Apparently Secure
G5/S5 – Secure

Q – Element is very rare but there are taxonomic questions
associated with it.
Range rank – (e.g., S2S3 means rank is somewhere
between S2 and S3)
? – (e.g., S2? Means rank is more certain than S2S3 but
less certain that S2)

California Department of Fish and Wildlife Rank:
WL:
Watch Lis
SSC:
Species of Special Concern
FP:
Fully Protected
SA:
Special Animal
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INTRODUCTION
At the request of Mr. Kurt Connolly, Cultural Resource Management Services
(CRMS) conducted a archaeological inventory survey of a ~ 3.5 acre parcel at 1145
Niblick Road, Paso Robles, San Luis Obispo County, California. [APN: 009-566-042] . A
literature and records search, an intensive archaeological survey, and historic research
was conducted to identify and evaluate any significant prehistoric or historic cultural
resources that might be impacted by the proposed construction of a new school facility.
This work was completed in order to comply with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (sec. 21083.2)., San Luis Obispo County and the
City of Paso Robles.
In order that the Native American community be advised of the project, letters
were sent to Native American tribes, organizations and individuals. The list of
recipients was provided by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), and is
comprised of those groups and individuals thought to have a cultural interest in this
area, notifying them of the proposed project, inviting them to consult, and requesting
information or concerns regarding the proposed project.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONTEXT
The project area consists of a parcel of approximately three acres on the east side
of Paso Robles, California (Figures 1, 2, 3) , The lot is bordered on three sides by
residential development. On the lot are. the now closed Niblick Road Baptist Church,
two small school buildings, equipment shed and parking lot. Elevation of the lot is ca.
840 feet ASL.
Climate
Little evidence exists to claim that the local climate has undergone much change within
the most recent few thousand years. The weather pattern is characterized by hot, dry
summers and cool, moist winters. Every several years, extreme frosts occur during
winter months, but generally the area experiences 300 to 325 frost-free days per year.
The mean annual precipitation ranges from 12 to 20 inches. Such a setting is eminently
suitable for human habitation.
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Figure 1: Vicinity Map (No Scale)
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Figure 2: Portion of USGS 7.5' Quadrangle, Templeton, CA
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Figure 3: Assessor’s Parcel Map-Survey Area Shown In Red Outline
.
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Water Sources
Today, the Salinas River, a two miles to the west, flows at the surface only
during seasons of heavy rainfall, but the river flow was more abundant and regular
during the time of prehistoric human occupation of the area. The surface flow has been
reduced to a minimum in recent years by the many municipal and private wells which
draw water from the river for residential and agricultural use, as well as the
construction of the Santa Margarita Dam in the early 1940s. There are natural springs in
the region, both warm sulphur springs and fresh water (Chapman et. al 1980: 15). No
currently-viable waterways are adjacent or within the project area, save for the remnant
of a west-trending natural drainage that ran through the rear of the parcel. This
drainage has largely been destroyed by construction for the surrounding building
development.
Geology and Pedology
The Paso Robles area presents a complex geologic picture, underlain by the 4.3
million year old Paso Robles Formation. Sandstones, siltstone, diatomite and
conglomerates are characteristic rocks. Beds of fossil pecten and oyster shells from the
5-7 million year old Santa Margarita Formation are also present in some locations
(Chipping 1987:VIII-7). The project area has a melange of three different types of soils
(Lindsey 1983). The Arbuckle-Positas Complex (15 to 30 percent slopes) consists of
soils on rolling terraces. The complex is about 40 percent Arbuckle fine sandy loam
and 30 percent Positas course sandy loam. The Arbuckle soil is a very deep, well
drained soil that formed in alluvium derived from mixed rocks. Typically, the surface
layer is pale brown sandy loam about 10 inches thick. The Arbuckle-San Ysidro
Complex (2 to 9 percent slopes) consists of undulating to gently rolling soils on terraces.
The complex is about 40 percent Arbuckle and 20 percent San Ysidro loam. Rincon
Clay Loam (2 to 9 percent slopes) is a very deep, nearly level, well drained soil formed
in alluvium derived from sedimentary rocks. It occurs on alluvial fans. Typically, the
surface layer is grayish brown clay loam about 18 inches thick. The subsoil is grayish
brown and pale brown clay loam and clay to a depth of 60 inches.
Vegetation
The natural vegetation in this part of Paso Robles is primarily Oak Savanna and
grassland. The predominant trees are valley oak (Quercus lobata) and blue oak (Quercus
douglasii). The project parcel currently supports a mix of annual and parental grasses,
primarily introduced species including Bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon), bromegrass
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(Bromus spp.), wild oats (Avena spp.), foxtail barley (Hordeum leporium). Forbs such as
filaree (Erodium spp.) doveweed (Eremocarpus setigerus), vinegar weed (Trichostema
lanceolatum), pigweed (Amaranthus spp.) and mustard (Brassica spp.) are also often
present. . An infestation of yellow star thistle (Centaurea solstitialis) covers the rear half of
the parcel.
Fauna
Fauna commonly occurring in the surrounding region include black-tailed deer
(Odocoileus hemionus columbianus), coyote (Canis latrans), black-tailed jackrabbit
(Lepuscalifornicus), cottontail rabbit (Sylvilagus spp.), black bear (Ursus americanus)
andhistorically, grizzly bear (Ursus horribilis) and tule elk (Cervus elaphus nannoides).
Anumber of ground squirrels (Spermophilus spp.), the western gray squirrel
(Sciurusgriseus), gophers (Thomomys spp.), mice (Microtus spp. and Peromyscus spp.), and
a variety of reptiles and amphibians are also common. Common birds in the area
include red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis), California scrub jay (Aphelocoma coerulescens),
mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), western meadowlark (Sturnella neglecta),
mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos) and turkey vulture (Cathartes aura), acorn woodpecker
(Melanerpes formicuvorus), and valley quail (Lophortyx californicus). Except for predators,
all of these animals would have been food items for indigenous populations.

CULTURAL BACKGROUND
Archaeological Background
Archaeological evidence indicates that San Luis Obispo County was occupied as
early as 9000-10,000 years ago, as indicated by radiocarbon dates from excavations at
Diablo Canyon (Greenwood 1972), Edna Valley (Fitzgerald 2000) and Paso Robles
(Stevens et al. 2004). Because of the relatively small amount of archaeological work that
has occurred in the interior central coast ranges, the cultural history of this region has
until quite recently been placed within the sequence that has been defined for the Santa
Barbara region, where far more archaeological investigations had taken place. The first
chronology was proposed by Malcolm Rogers (1929) and was based on his excavation of
coastal sites. This three-part sequence of Early Oak Grove or Millingstone Culture and
Intermediate or Hunting People and a late Canaliño Culture is still considered generally
valid in terms of broad cultural patterns (Fitzgerald and Jones 1998). Researchers on the
Central Coast have, however, continued to refine the chronological framework and
several alternative schemes have been proposed (cf. Moratto 1984: 125; King 1990; Jones
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et al. 2007). The following chronology for the San Luis Obispo region has recently been
devised using information from the extensive investigations carried out for the Los Osos
Wastewater project (Jones et al. 2015) and work on the Pacheco Coast near Diablo Cnyon
(Jones and Codding 2019):
Paleoindian
Millingstone/ Lower Archaic
Early
Middle
Middle/Late Transition
Late
Mission Period

10,000 BC - 8350 BC
8350 BC - 3500 BC
3500 BC - 600 BC
600 BC - AD 1000
AD 1000 - AD 1230
AD 1230 - AD 1769
AD 1769 - AD 1830

These periods are based upon shifts in technology that relate to the type and
variety of foods consumed, methods of procurement, and social structure. The earliest
periods were a time of hunting and gathering, with an emphasis on seed collecting and
processing. The tool kit for these periods shows an emphasis on milling equipment,
crude cores yielding flaked stone tools. An increased reliance on fishing (evidenced by
fishhooks), and on acorns as a dietary staple (mortars and pestles), was indicated later
by the addition of new tools.
Paleoindian (10,000-8350 BC)
Excavations on the northern Channel Islands have yielded radiocarbon dates as
early as 12,500 years ago (Erlandson and Braje. 2011). There is still very limited
information for the Paleoindian period in the Central Coast mainland region.
Millingstone Period (8350 BC–3500 BC)
There is very limited information for the Paleoindian period in the San Luis
Obispo region. More substantive archaeological evidence exists for the Millingstone
Period, as evidenced by radiocarbon dates from excavations conducted at Diablo
Canyon (Greenwood 1972), Cambria (Gibson 1979) Edna Valley (Fitzgerald and Jones
1998) and possibly Paso Robles (Stevens et.al 2004). It was during this period that
permanent settlements with associated cemeteries were established. Shellfish and
vertebrate fish remains indicate that the Morro Bay estuary was in place in some form
by at least 6000 BC. It appears that people visited the area on a short-term basis,
focusing on estuary resources and nearby terrestrial foods. This basic adaptation
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persisted until about 3500 BC and was characterized by milling slabs, manos
(handstones), rather crude cobble tools and a high density of marine shellfish remains.
Collection of seeds and shellfish appears to have been more important in the diet.
Early Period (3500 BC–600 BC)
Investigations at coastal sites reveal that people fished with nets and bone gorges;
used tule reed boats or rafts; ate deer, small land mammals and sea mammals. Large
projectile points and stone knives are indicative of hunting activity. Milling implements
consisting of manos and metates were evidence of the processing of seeds,
and possibly vegetable foods, dried meats, and fish. The end of this period is marked
by changes in technology with the decrease of manos and metates, a shift in the
settlement pattern, and alterations in ornamental style. Along the coast and in interior
areas, the Early period is marked by the appearance of mortars and pestles and
contracting-stemmed projectile points (Olsen and Payen 1969; Jones 1993). Other
artifacts found with Early period occupations are also found in Millingstone period sites
including Olivella class L beads, large side-notched projectile points, and milling slabs
and handstones (Bennyhoff, J. A. and Hughes 1987). Greater numbers of sites are known
from the Early period, possibly signaling a population increase.
Middle Period (600 BC–AD 1000)
Mortars and pestles become larger and more common during this period. Exotic
products are adopted and small seeds become less important as a staple. This period
heralds the advent of social and political alliances and economic networks to regulate
food supplies and their distribution in order to alleviate conditions resulting from
regional fluctuations in the harvest. Some villages grew larger and less defensive in
nature as populations were integrated into larger political units. The end of this period
is marked by dramatic changes in economic, social, and political conditions; evidenced
by the creation of new habitation sites and larger coastal fishing communities.
The Middle period is well represented at sites along the central coast and
increasingly in interior regions as well. The types of artifacts found in Middle period
occupations are similar to those from the Early period although a larger number of bone
implements and bead types are known (Olsen and Payen 1969; Jones and Waugh 1995).
Projectile points tend to be contracting-stemmed types with large side-notched and
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square-stemmed points apparently no longer used. Excavations at Fort Hunter-Liggett
have shown that Middle period occupations in that area resemble those found along the
coast (Jones and Haney 1997).
Middle/Late Transition Period (AD 1000–AD 1230)
This period is one of climatic instability and adaptive responses involving
technology and social complexity. The bow and arrow was introduced. Characteristic
artifacts include curved shell fishhooks, mortars with attached basket hopper,
contracting-stemmed and double side-notched projectile points.
Late Period (AD 1230- AD 1769)
This period is marked by a more mobile, dispersed settlement pattern than earlier
periods (Jones et al. 2015: 15), an increasing dependence on acorns and other storable
commodities, and a general diversification of the marine and terrestrial foods
consumed. The tool assemblage for this period is distinguished by Desert Side-notched
and Cottonwood projectile points, bedrock mortars, hopper mortars, steatite disk beads
and bifacial bead drills. This period is also marked by the development of an economic
system involving the introduction of new forms of beads and ornaments as forms of
money. Late period assemblages from the interior south coast ranges are distinguished
by a suite of new bead types, small side-notched and triangular arrow points, and
hopper mortars as well as many artifact types found in earlier periods (Olsen and Payen
1969). At Fort Hunter Liggett, Late period occupations also included small arrow points,
new bead types, as well as bedrock mortars and unshaped pestles (Jones 2000; Haney et
al. 2002). On the whole, the Late Period assemblages from a wide area of the central
coast and interior regions appear superficially similar, but this was probably a time of
continued cultural differentiation due to higher population densities.
Mission Period (AD 1769-AD 1830)
Glass trade beads begin to appear in the archaeological matrix (Meighan 1979),
as well as the use of other imported materials.
Ethnographic Overview
At the time of European contact, the Paso Robles region was primarily occupied
by two groups. A branch of the northern-most Chumash, the Obispeño, of the Hokan
linguistic group (Gibson 1983) inhabited coastal and inland areas between Malibu and
the vicinity of San Simeon (Kroeber 1925; Gibson 1982). Also present in the region
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historically were the Migueleño Salinan (Greenwood 1978). The Salinan were bordered
by the Esselen and Costanoan to the north, Yokuts to the east and the Chumash to the
south (Kroeber 1925). Examination of mission records reveals that members of the
Salinan Nation inter-married into the northern portion of San Luis Obispo County,
including the Paso Robles area. The exact boundary of these two groups has not been
well established and is the subject of continuing research on the part of ethno-historians,
archaeologists, and some Salinan and Chumash descendants.
Historic records of missionaries and explorers do not mention the names of the
tribes or any details of their languages as might be relevant to the project area (Kroeber
1953). However, an examination of mission records reveals that members of the Salinan
Nation inter-married into the northern portion of San Luis Obispo County (Gibson
1983a). Unfortunately, relatively little of substance is known about Salinan culture
because of the early influence of the missions and the remoteness of their territory.
Their traditional lifeways were altered early on and few people outside of the mission
system were present to record what remained after secularization (Mason 1912).
The economies of the Salinan and the Chumash, as observed at the time of
European contact, were based upon an annual cycle of gathering and hunting. Vegetal
foods, especially acorns, provided the bulk of the diet. Acorns were stored in large
willow-twig granaries until needed, then ground in a stone mortar. The tannic acid
present in the acorn meal was leached out with water, and the result was cooked into a
gruel. Other important plant foods included wild grass and other hard seeds, roots and
corms, and various fruits and berries. Major animal foods included a diverse
assortment of terrestrial mammals, marine and freshwater fish, shellfish, birds, as well
as reptiles and insects. It is unclear to what extent people living inland ventured to the
coast and vice versa, but it is likely that people were mobile enough to take advantage of
plant and animal foods when and where they occurred. Diets probably varied from
season to season, and from year to year, depending on what was available at any one
time.
Hunting of animals and birds was accomplished with snares, traps, spears, and
the bow and arrow. The tool assemblage used, and certain projectile points made of
chert or obsidian are testimony to these practices. Stone, bone, wood and shell all
provided materials for the production of tools. Stone tools and the debris from their
manufacture and maintenance are the most likely to be seen in an archaeological
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context. Stone work included projectile points, scrapers and choppers. Pecked and
ground stone objects include bowl mortars, pestles, metates, basket mortars, stone
bowls, notched pebble net sinkers, and steatite arrow shaft straighteners. Ornaments
were made of steatite and serpentine. Bone and shell tools were also manufactured;
especially bone awls and C-shaped fishhooks. Shell beads of mussel and abalone were
the basis of the Salinan "currency", with value being assigned based on the color or the
shell (Hester 1978: 502.)
Historic Overview
European contact in the San Luis Obispo County region may have begun as early
as 1587 with the visit of Pedro de Unamuno to Morro Bay, although some scholars have
questioned this based on the ambiguity of Unamano's descriptions (Mathes 1968). A
visit in 1595 by Sebastian Rodriguez Cermeño is better documented (Jones et al. 1994:11).
The earliest well-documented descriptions come from accounts by members of Gaspar
de Portola's land expedition, which passed through the region in 1769 (Squibb 1984).
No large villages, such as those seen along the Santa Barbara channel, were reported by
early travelers in the San Luis Obispo region.
Permanent Spanish settlement of the region began with the founding of Mission
San Antonia de Padua (near King City) in 1771 and San Luis Obispo de Tolosa (in San
Luis Obispo) in 1772. Twenty-five years later, Mission San Miguel Archangel was
founded in the heart of southern Salinan territory. The San Miguel mission properties
were extensive and included an outlying rancho station near present day Paso Robles.
As elsewhere, induction into the missions had a devastating effect on the local
inhabitants, requiring them to live and work at the mission and abandon their former
lifeways. Under the guidance of the mission fathers, the natives were instructed in
farming methods, including the production of wheat, beans and various kinds of fruit.
The earliest farming was intended to foster independence; thus making the import of
supplies up from Mexico unnecessary. The inauguration of Spanish colonization
brought about major and devastating changes in the aboriginal society, due primarily to
the introduction of European diseases. The consequent high mortality rate, and the
pressure of overwhelming social change, decimated the population. By 1805, most
native villages had been abandoned, and the populace had either fled or moved into the
mission system (Gibson 1983).
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The goal of the original Spanish missionary endeavor in Alta California had been
that each mission would eventually form the nucleus of a town. “The pueblo would
receive a grant of four square leagues of land; the fields town lots and other property
would be parceled out among the Indians...” (Bean 1968). The mission church would
then be turned over to parish priests, “secular clergy” and the missionaries would
continue their work further afield. In 1822, Mexico attained independence of Spain.
The Secularization Act, passed by the Mexican congress in 1833, provided for the
immediate break-up of the missions and the transfer of mission lands to settlers and
Indians. Work toward this end began in 1834 under Governor Figueroa. Grants were
made to individuals by the governor on the recommendation of the local alcalde of the
Mission. During the years from 1840 to 1846, a series of land grants were made from the
lands of Mission San Miguel by the governors of Mexican California. These were
primarily used for raising cattle. Even after the acquisition of California by the United
States the ranchos continued to thrive until the drought of 1863 - 1864. This drought
was ruinous to many of the ranchos. Tens of thousands of acres changes hands as lands
sold for less than their assessed value (Angel 1883, Dart 1978; Morrison 1917). The new
owners were most often North Americans who arrived on the heels of the drought as
land prices plummeted.
On May 12, 1844 Mexican Governor Manuel Micheltorena granted to Francisco
Arce 17,774+ acres of land at Santa Ysabel (Ohles 1997: 104-110). The project area was a
portion of this grant. In 1848 the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo marked an end to the
Mexican American. California was ceded to the United States, and was admitted to the
Union as a state in 1850. In 1851 the Land Act, passed by Congress, meant that the
rancheros now had to prove ownership of their land . Based on the quality of the soil
and general accessibility, a Board of Equalization in San Luis Obispo considered the
parcel to be a Third Class Mexican Land Grant Ranchero. The U.S. Land Commission
issued a patent on the parcel on May 21, 1866 (Cowan 1977: 93). In 1878, a San Miguel
Mission administrator, Don Innocenti Garcia, related to one Thomas Savage that Arce
had sold the land to Don Francisco Rico (Temple 1974); however, no other record of this
transaction has been located (Ohles 1997:110).
The City of Paso Robles was a portion of the 26,000 acre rancho El Paso de los
Robles, granted May 12, 1844 to Pedro Navarez by Mexican Governor Manuel
Micheltorena. A patent on the El Paso de los Robles was obtained July 20, 1866 by
Petronillo Rios. Prior to the patent, however, the parcel had been sold in two separate
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transactions: one to Daniel and James Blackburn on September 21, 1858; a second
portion was sold July 9, 1861 to Lazarus Godchaux. The location had long been a rest
stop for travelers on the El Camino Real. In 1864 the El Paso de Robles Hotel was built.
In the attendant bath house improvements were made to the hot sulphur springs which
had been used by local inhabitants for generations. By the 1870s, the Paso Robles Hot
Springs was a well known destination for people seeking the famous curative powers of
the springs (Sawyer 1915).
The West Coast Land Co. was incorporated on March 27, 1886. Their immediate
objective was to purchase and develop 64,000 acres of land for resale. The land was
comprised of the ranchos Santa Ysabel, El Paso de Robles, Eureka, and the unsold
portion of Huer Huero. The purchase was based upon the expectation that the Southern
Pacific Railroad would build a coastal line between San Francisco and Los Angeles
through San Luis Obispo County (Nicholson 1993). A town plan for Paso Robles, on the
western side of the Salinas River, was commissioned. On November 17, 1886, two
weeks after the first train arrived in “town” a Grand Auction was held, resulting in the
sale of 228 lots. The town plan was completed by 1887. The trickle of settlers became a
flood and Paso Robles became a major wheat producing and export center. Throughout
the later part of the nineteenth and the twentieth century, the economy of the Paso
Robles region was largely agricultural, supplemented by limited tourism. Cattle
ranches, dairies, almond and other fruit orchards, and large tracts devoted to dry land
grain production comprised the rural landscape.
On the east side of the Salinas, just east of the project parcel, across Creston Road,
was Sherwood Field. Beginning in the late 1920s as a private airport owned by T.A
Osborne, it had two dirt strips, used by a few local aircraft owners and the occasional
“barnstormer." At some point, the field became known as Paso Robles Airport,
consisting of a 2,000' northeast/southwest runway, along with auxiliary runways on the
north & east. Sherwood was also used as a stopover for Goodyear blimps traveling up &
down the coast in the 1930s. In late 1940, the City of Paso Robles agreed to lease the field
to the War Department for $1.00 a year. One week later the private planes were moved
and construction upgrades begun. The first unit to move into the new government-run
airport was the 115th Observation Squadron of the California National Guard. In 1941,
the Air Corps turned the field over to the Navy, who used it as an emergency field. The
Navy returned the field to the City of Paso Robles in 1945 after which it fell into general
disrepair. In the mid-1950s, a housing tract was constructed on the property. The old
-13-

RECEIVED
5/20/2020
City of Paso Robles
Building Department

Officers Mess is used by the Paso Robles Shriners, and the main hangar is now occupied
by Ennis Business Forms.
In the past 30 years, the combination of population pressures from north and
south, the shift to the burgeoning wine industry, and tourism has led to a dramatic
increase in residential populations and winery related tourism.

MAP AND RECORDS RESEARCH RESULTS
Prior to the field survey, a records and literature search was conducted at the
Central Coast Information Center (CCIC) at U.C. Santa Barbara, which is the Statedesignated regional clearinghouse for archaeological site information for San Luis
Obispo County. The search also included inventories for the State Historic Property
Data Files, National Register of Historic Places, National Register of Determined Eligible
Properties, California Historical Landmarks, California Points of Historic Interest,
California Office of Historic Preservation Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility,
and the CalTrans State and Local Bridge Surveys.
The records search indicated no previous cultural resource studies have been
conducted within 1000 ft. mile of the project. No prehistoric or historic resources have
been recorded within the same search area.

SUMMARY OF NATIVE AMERICAN OUTREACH
A letter was sent on February 10, 2020, to the Project Analyst at the Native
American Heritage Commission. The letter explained the proposed project and asked
him to conduct a Sacred Lands Search and forward to CRMS any names and addresses
of those who may have knowledge of cultural resources within the study area, or who
would like to comment on the project.
On February 24, 2020, a response, was received from Katy Sanchez,
Environmental Planner, indicating that the Sacred Lands Search conducted at the
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) yielded no evidence of Sacred Lands
with the project. A list of interested Native American individuals and groups was
included. Letters, explaining the project and soliciting comments were sent to each of
the Native Americans and groups listed (Exhibit B). On March 2, 2020, letters were
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written to the Native Americans and groups listed by the NAHC explaining the project,
and asking for their comments. One comment was received.

FIELD INVESTIGATION
The project location was examined on February 17, 2020 by Nancy Farrell and
Ron Rose of CRMS, walking in intervals spaced at 5 meters apart. Mineral soil visibility
was generally poor due to emerging spring growth. There was sufficient bare soil,
however to make a determination of the presence or absence of cultural remains. No
prehistoric or historical archaeological features or artifacts were observed (Figure 4, 5
and 6).

Figure 4: Front Facade of Existing Church Building-Building To Be Removed
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Figure 5: Overview of Survey Area-View To Northwest

Figure 6: Overview of Survey Area-View To Southwest
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RECOMMENDATIONS
Due to the fact that no significant prehistoric cultural resources were located
within the survey areas, no further archaeological investigations are recommended at
this time. While it is unlikely that subsurface archaeological remains are present, the
nature of surface survey does not preclude the possible existence of such remains. If
prehistoric or historic cultural materials are encountered during any phase of property
grading or development the work should be halted until a qualified archaeologist can
make an assessment of the resources and proper mitigation measures be formulated, if
necessary.
.
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Records and Literature Search
Central Coast Information Center
University of California
Santa Barbara, CA
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EXHIBIT B
Letter To Native American Heritage Commission (ANC)
Reply From NAHC
Letter To Native Americans and Groups
Response From Native American and Groups
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Cultural Resource Management Services
829 Paso Robles Street
Paso Robles, CA 93446
Phone 805-237-3838
Fax 805-237-3849

February 10, 2020
Mr. Steven Quinn
Associate Governmental Program Analyst
California Native American Heritage Commission
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95691
RE:

Phase I Inventory Survey, 1145 Niblick Road
Paso Robles, CA, APN: 009-566-042

Dear Mr. Quinn
The owner of the property described above, is proposing the construction of a new campus for
the Almond Acres Academy.
Cultural Resource Management Services (CRMS) has been retained, to prepare a Phase I
surface survey as well as provide an early participation notice to interested Native Americans
and Native American groups relative to the proposed construction project.
Please review the sacred lands files for any Native American Sacred resources or sites that
may be within or adjacent to the area of potential effect (APE). Please verify that any sacred
sites in the vicinity are not in the APE. The project area is within the incorporated limits of the
City of El Paso de Robles, San Luis Obispo County, and is identified on the attached portion
of the USGS Templeton 7.5' Quadrangle. The study area falls within, Township 26 South,
Range 12 East, MDM.. As the area was part of a Rancho, there are no section lines. The
project location is depicted as a salmon colored polygon.
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Page Two
February 10, 2020
Steven Quinn
Also provide a list, including names and addresses, of Native American individuals and
organizations who may have knowledge of cultural resources in the project area; or who may
have a concern or wish to comment on the project.
If you have any questions contact me at the phone number or address shown, or by email
ronrose@crms.com. We look forward to your reply.
Best regards,

Ron Rose
Vice President

Encl: Portion of USGS 7.5' Quadrangle Templeton, CA
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Portion of USGS 7.5' Quadrangle, Templeton, CA
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Cultural Resource Management Services
829 Paso Robles Street
Paso Robles, CA 93446
Phone 805-237-3838
Fax 805-237-3849
March 2, 2020
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
RE:

Phase I Archaeological Inventory Survey, APN: 009-566-042
1135 Niblick Road, Paso Robles, CA

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX:
Almond Acres Charter Academy, owner of the property described above, intend to remove
the existing structure from the property and construct a new school campus for the Academy.
Cultural Resource Management Services (CRMS) has been retained, to prepare a Phase I
surface survey as well as provide an early participation notice to interested Native Americans
and Native American groups relative to the proposed construction project.
The project area is within the incorporated limits of the City of El Paso de Robles, San Luis
Obispo County, and is identified on the attached portion of the USGS Templeton 7.5'
Quadrangle. The study area falls within The study area falls within, Township 26 South,
Range 12 East, MDM.. As the area was part of a Rancho, there are no section lines. The
project location is depicted as a salmon colored polygon.
polygon.
The Native American Heritage Commission has indicated that no Sacred Sites exist either on
the property or in the near vicinity. If you have knowledge of the area, please share that
information with me in your comments. If you have any questions contact me at the phone
number or address shown, or by email ronrose@crms.com. We look forward to your reply.

Best regards,

Ron Rose
Vice President
Encl: Portion of USGS 7.5' Quadrangle, Templeton, CA
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The letter on the previous page was mailed to the following individuals and groups. XXXX
substituted for address and salutation.
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RESPONSE TO LETTERS WRITTEN
Email Response 3/5/20 From Julie Lynn Tumamait-Stennslie
Hello Ron, this is out of my area. I defer to Mona Tucker thank you, Julie
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Executive Summary

Executive Summary
This study evaluates the potential transportation impacts of the Almond Acres Charter Academy
(AACA) proposed at 1145 Niblick Road in the City of Paso Robles. AACA is a K-8 charter school
currently located in San Miguel with 270 students. Up to 505 students are proposed at the Paso Robles
site.
The following intersections are evaluated during the weekday AM and PM peak hours:
1. Niblick Road/Country Club Drive
2. Niblick Road/Creston Road
The study locations were evaluated under Existing and Near Term conditions with and without the
project.
KEY FINDINGS
The project would generate 934 trips per weekday, including 576 AM peak hour trips and 348 PM peak
hour trips.

Intersection Operations
Under Near Term Plus Project conditions at Niblick Road/Creston Road (#2) the eastbound,
northbound, and southbound left turn queue lengths would exceed the storage lengths during both
peak hours with the addition of project traffic. The City’s Circulation Element includes the addition of
a second southbound left turn lane and a dedicated southbound right turn lane. With these
improvements, including intersection signal timing optimization, the left turn queues would not exceed
the storage length, or the additional storage would be available in the two-way left turn lane. We
recommend that the project makes a 3.5% fair share contribution through the City’s impact fee
program for improvements at this intersection.

Site Access and On-Site Circulation
During peak times, traffic exiting the school site will be restricted to right turn only. We recommend
the current westbound U-turn prohibition at Niblick Road/Country Club Drive (#1) be modified to
allow U-turns for passenger vehicles. Additional site access recommendations are provided in Table 8
and Figure 3.

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)
The project is expected to result in an insignificant change in VMT since relocating the school to the
new site would reduce the commute distance of most of its students.
Further details are provided in the body of this report.
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Introduction

Introduction
This study evaluates the potential transportation impacts of the Almond Acres Charter Academy
(AACA) proposed at 1145 Niblick Road in the City of Paso Robles. AACA is a K-8 charter school
serving 270 students currently located adjacent to Lillian Larsen Elementary School in San Miguel. Up
to 505 students are proposed at the new site, which would replace the existing site.
The project’s location and study intersections are shown on Figure 1. The project’s site plan is shown
on Figure 2.
The following intersections are evaluated during the weekday AM and PM peak hours:
1. Niblick Road/Country Club Drive
2. Niblick Road/Creston Road
The study locations were evaluated under these scenarios:
1. Existing Conditions reflect recent traffic counts and the existing transportation network.
2. Existing Plus Project adds project generated traffic to existing volumes.
3. Near Term Conditions add approved and pending projects in the study area to Existing
Conditions volumes.
4. Near Term Plus Project adds project traffic to Near Term volumes.
These scenarios were developed in consultation with City staff and are consistent with the City’s
Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines, which note that Long Term conditions analysis is typically
only required for General Plan Amendments and Specific Plans. The project does not require a General
Plan Amendment so the Long Term scenario was not needed. A description of the analysis approach
follows Figures 1 and 2.
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Analysis Methods
The analysis approach was developed based on the City of Paso Robles’ Transportation Impact Analysis
Guidelines. The City’s TIA Guidelines provide criteria for identifying mobility deficiencies reflecting the
City’s Circulation Element Goals. Vehicular queues that exceed existing or planned lengths of turn
pockets are a deficiency criterion. However, while vehicular level of service (LOS) is a component of
the evaluation criteria for stop-controlled intersections, it is not identified as a mobility deficiency
criterion for signalized intersections.
The City’s TIA Guidelines provide mobility deficiency criteria for a variety of study elements. Table 1
summarizes these criteria, which are used to identify deficiencies. Table 2 presents the vehicular level
of service thresholds based on the Highway Capacity Manual 6th Edition (HCM 6).
Table 1: City of Paso Robles Mobility Deficiency Criteria
City of Paso Robles Mobility Deficiency Criteria
Study Element

Deficiency Determination

On-site Circulation and Parking

Project designs fail to meet City or industry standard guidelines, fail to provide
adequate truck access, will result in unsafe conditions, or will create parking
demand or supply above code requirements.

Pedestrian, Bicycle, Transit Facilities

Project fails to provide safe and accessible connections, conflicts with adopted
plans, or adds trips to facility that doesn't meet current design standards.

Traffic Operations

Project causes vehicle queues that exceed turn pocket lengths, increases safety
hazards, causes stop-controlled intersection to operate below LOS D and meet
signal warrants, or causes vehicle demand greater than the roadway capacity.

Source: City of Paso Robles Transportation Impact Study Guidelines (Table 5).

Table 2: Intersection Level of Service Thresholds
Intersection Level of Service Thresholds
Signalized Intersections1
Control Delay
Level of
(sec/vehicle)
Service
≤ 10
A
> 10 - 20
B
> 20 - 35
C
> 35 - 55
D
> 55 - 80
E
> 80
F

Stop Sign Controlled Intersections2
Control Delay
Level of
(sec/vehicle)
Service
≤ 10
A
> 10 - 15
B
> 15 - 25
C
> 25 - 35
D
> 35 - 50
E
> 50 or v/c > 1
F
th

1. Source: Exhibit 19-8 of the Highway Capacity Manual 6 Edition
2. Source: Exhibits 20-2 and 21-8 of the Highway Capacity Manual 6th Edition.
th
3. Source: Exhibit 22-8 of the Highway Capacity Manual 6 Edition.

The study intersections were analyzed with the Synchro 10 software package applying the HCM 6
methodology. The 95th percentile queues for key movements are reported, which reflect the queue
length that will not be exceeded 95% of the time.
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Existing Conditions
This section describes the existing transportation system and current operating conditions in the study
area.
EXISTING ROADWAY NETWORK
•
•
•

Niblick Road is a four-lane east-west arterial with a two-way left turn lane adjacent to the project
site. Niblick Road provides a connection across the Salinas River to US 101.
Country Club Drive is a two-lane north-south local road providing access to residential
neighborhoods and the Paso Robles Golf Club.
Creston Road is a four-lane north-south arterial in the study area. Creston Road turns northwest
and becomes 13th Street, providing a connection across the Salinas River to US 101.

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE FACILITIES

Pedestrian Facilities
Pedestrian facilities include sidewalks, crosswalks, multi-use paths, and pedestrian signals at signalized
intersections. The existing pedestrian facilities in the project vicinity are described below:
•

•
•

Niblick Road has continuous sidewalk on the north side and generally no sidewalk on the south
side. Crosswalks are provided on all four legs of the Country Club Drive and Creston Road
signalized intersections.
Country Club Drive has sidewalks on both sides of the roadway north of Niblick Road. South
of Niblick Road there are no pedestrian facilities.
Creston Road has intermittent sidewalks on both sides of the roadway. South of the Niblick
Road intersection there is no sidewalk on the west side.

Bicycle Facilities
Bicycle facilities in the City consist of Class I, II and III bikeways. Class I shared-use paths or bike
paths are facilities with a separate right of way with crossflows by vehicles minimized. A Class II bike
lane provides a striped lane for one-way bicycle travel on the side of the street adjacent to vehicle
traffic. Class III bike routes consist of a roadway that is shared between bicycle and vehicle traffic with
supplemental bike signage. The City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan was most recently adopted on
December 18, 2018. The existing and proposed bikeways in the project vicinity are described below:
•
•
•

Niblick Road has existing Class II bike lanes in both directions with green striping at and east
of the Creston Road intersection.
Country Club Drive has no existing bikeways.
Creston Road has existing Class II bike lanes in both directions in the study area.

EXISTING TRANSIT SERVICE
The Paso Express provides fixed route and dial-a-ride transit service throughout the City. All Paso
Express trips begin and end at the North County Transportation Center, located at Pine Street/8 th
Street. The fixed route service operates Routes A and B, which run clockwise and counterclockwise,
respectively. Service is provided hourly, operating from 6:45 AM to 7:05 PM on weekdays and 7:45
AM to 6:05 PM on Saturdays. The dial-a-ride service provides curb-to-curb service on weekdays from
7:00 AM to 1:00 PM. For regional access, connections are available at the North County Transportation
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Center via the San Luis Obispo Regional Transit Authority (RTA) and Monterey-Salinas Transit (MST).
The nearest Paso Express transit stops to the project site are located near the intersections of Niblick
Road/Creston Road and Niblick Road/Bearcat Lane West.
EXISTING TRAFFIC CONDITIONS
Peak hour intersection turning movement counts were collected in January or August 2019 during clear
weather and when local schools were in session. The traffic count sheets are included in Appendix A.
The PM peak hour coincided with school pick-up. The existing weekday peak hour traffic volumes
and lane configurations are shown on Figure 1. Table 3 presents the existing LOS and Table 4
summarizes the existing vehicular queuing for the study intersections, with detailed calculation sheets
in Appendix B.
Table 3: Existing Intersection Auto Levels of Service
Existing Intersection Auto Levels of Service
Intersection

Peak
Hour
AM
PM
AM
PM

Control

1. Niblick Road/Country Club Drive

Signal

2. Niblick Road/Creston Road

Signal

Delay1
10.5
9.0
28.3
24.0

LOS
B
A
C
C

1. HCM 6th average control delay in seconds per vehicle.

Table 4: Existing Queues
Existing Queues
Intersection
1. Niblick Road/Country Club Drive

2. Niblick Road/Creston Road

Movement

Storage
Length (ft)

EBL1

150

WBL

1

145

EBL1

150

WBL

1

170

NBL1

230

SBL

245

Peak
Hour
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM

95th Percentile
2

Queues (ft)
43
57
18
29
115
135
40
76
#256
#178
#197
#242

1. Additional storage is available in the two-way left turn lane (TWLTL).
2. Queue length that would not be exceeded 95 percent of the time.
# indicates that 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
Bold indicates queue length longer than storage length.

All study intersections operate at LOS C or better under Existing Conditions. At Niblick Road/Creston
Road (#2) the northbound left turn queue length exceeds the storage length during the AM peak hour
but the queue spills back to the two-way left turn lane and does not block the through lanes.
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Existing Plus Project Conditions
This section evaluates the impacts of the proposed project on the surrounding transportation network.
Existing Plus Project conditions reflect existing traffic levels plus the estimated traffic generated by the
proposed project.
PROJECT TRIP GENERATION AND TRIP DISTRIBUTION
The amount of project traffic affecting the study intersections is estimated in three steps: trip
generation, trip distribution and trip assignment. Trip generation refers to the total number of new
trips generated by the site. Trip distribution identifies the general origins and destinations of these trips,
and trip assignment identifies the specific routes taken to reach the origins and destinations.
The Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual 10th Edition was used to
estimate project trip generation. Pass-by and diverted link trips were not applied to present a
conservative approach. No trip credits were applied for any existing active uses on the site. Table 5
summarizes the estimated trip generation for the project.
Table 5: Project Trip Generation
Weekday Vehicular Trip Generation
Land Use
K-8 Charter School1

Size
505 students

Daily
Total
934

AM Peak Hour
In
Out
Total
305
271
576

PM Peak Hour
In
Out
Total
160
188
348

1. ITE Land Use Code #537, Charter Elementary School. Average rates used. Peak Hours of Generator used.
Source: ITE Trip Generation Manual , 10th Edition and Trip Generation Handbook , 3rd Edition, 2017; CCTC, 2020.

The project would generate 934 trips per weekday, including 576 AM peak hour trips and 348 PM peak
hour trips. Project trip distribution was derived from existing attendance data. Figure 1 displays the
trip distribution and assignment for the project.
Note that school trips were added to the transportation network as if they were completely new to
identify needed improvements near the school. In reality the school will not increase the school-age
population but will shift students from the current campus and other schools.
RECOMMENDED INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS
Currently westbound U-turns are prohibited at the Niblick Road/Country Club Drive (#1)
intersection. Using the AutoTURN software, it was determined that passenger vehicles can make the
U-turn movement within the existing curb lines. Per California Vehicle Code Section 22113, local
authorities may prohibit the making of any turning movement by any vehicle at any intersection or
between any designated intersections. Alternatively, U-turns can also be prohibited by time of day.
To avoid impacts to safety and corridor operations, left turns from the school site on to Niblick Road
will be prohibited during peak times. We recommend the current westbound U-turn prohibition at
Niblick Road/Country Club Drive (#1) be modified to allow U-turns for passenger vehicles.
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EXISTING PLUS PROJECT OPERATIONS

Figure 1 shows the traffic volumes for the study intersections during the weekday peak hours under
Existing Plus Project conditions. Table 6 summarizes the intersection operating conditions and Table
7 summarizes the vehicular queuing under Existing and Existing Plus Project conditions with detailed
calculation sheets in Appendix B. The Existing Plus Project intersection operational analysis assumed
that the westbound U-turn movement at Niblick Road/Country Club Drive (#1) would be allowed.
Table 6: Existing and Existing Plus Project Intersection Auto Levels of Service
Existing Plus Project Intersection Auto Levels of Service
Existing

Peak
Hour
AM
PM
AM
PM

Intersection
1. Niblick Road/Country Club Drive
2. Niblick Road/Creston Road

Delay1
10.5
9.0
28.3
24.0

LOS
B
A
C
C

Existing + Project
Delay1
11.5
10.6
39.5
26.6

LOS
B
B
D
C

1. HCM 6th average control delay in seconds per vehicle.

Table 7: Existing and Existing Plus Project Queues
Existing Plus Project Queues

Intersection

Movement

1. Niblick Road/Country Club Drive

2. Niblick Road/Creston Road

Storage
Length (ft)

EBL

1

150

WBL1

145

EBL

1

150

WBL1

170

NBL

1

230

SBL

245

Peak
Hour
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM

95th Percentile Queues (ft)
Existing +
Existing
Project
43
46
57
65
18
119
29
99
115
158
135
164
40
42
76
76
#256
#325
#178
#206
#197
#210
#242
#242

1

1. Additional storage is available in the two-way left turn lane (TWLTL).
2. Queue length that would not be exceeded 95 percent of the time.
# indicates that 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
Bold indicates queue length longer than storage length.

Under Existing Plus Project conditions, the study intersections would operate at LOS D or better. At
Niblick Road/Creston Road (#2) the eastbound and northbound left turn queue lengths would exceed
or further exceed the storage lengths during at least one peak hour with the addition of project traffic.
In all cases, additional storage is available in the two-way left turn lane and no improvements are
recommended.
SITE ACCESS AND ON-SITE CIRCULATION
The site plan is shown in Figure 2. Project access would be provided via two driveways on Niblick
Road. The western driveway would be an entrance only while the eastern driveway would be an exit
only. Left turns in and out of the site would be able to use the existing two-way left turn lane on Niblick
Road. However, during peak times, exiting traffic will be restricted to right turn only. Traffic desiring
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to travel eastbound on Niblick Road during these times will need to travel westbound and make a Uturn. We recommend U-turns be permitted at the signalized intersection of Niblick Road/Country
Club Drive (#1) to avoid uncontrolled U-turns and neighborhood cut-through traffic on the corridor.
On-site circulation would generally be clockwise around the perimeter of the site, which would
maximize storage for queued vehicles during drop-off and pick-up. Staggered start and end times by
grade are proposed to distribute peak traffic and minimize impacts to the corridor. However, the start
and end times for grades five through eight would be nearly identical to the main start and end times
at Paso Robles High School. We recommend that the project modify the start and end times to avoid
peak times at Paso Robles High School.

Transit
The site is planned to be served by one school bus that would provide transportation for 75 students.
Bus drop-off and pick-up would take place in the zone on the west side of the main building. The bus
would park to prevent drop-off and pick-up by auto traffic in this location, which will minimize the
potential for queues spilling back to Niblick Road.
The two nearest public transit stops are located at Liberty High School and at the east side of the
Creston Road/Niblick Road intersection. Students using public transit would be required to cross
Niblick Road at the signalized intersections near each respective stop and walk on the sidewalks along
the north side of Niblick Road to reach the school.

Recommendations
The Federal Highway Administration publishes recommended guidelines for traffic circulation and
safety at schools (FHWA, 2004). Table 8 summarizes these guidelines and the proposed site’s
conformance. Site plan recommendations are shown on Figure 3.
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Table 8: Site Access Recommendations
Standard Recommendation1
Provide access from more than one direction to
the immediate vicinity of the site, and provide
access to the site from at least two adjacent
streets.
The physical routes provided for the basic
modes (buses, cars, pedestrians, and bicycles)
of the traffic pattern should be separated as
much as possible.
All primary building entrances for students
shall be weather protected by overhead cover
or soffit.
The school site and proposed plans should be
reviewed by the proper road agency.
Single-file right wheel to the curb is the
preferred staging method for buses.
Short-term parking spaces should be identified
past the student loading area and near the
building entrance.
Provide safe crosswalks with crossing guards.
There should be well-maintained sidewalks
leading to the school.
Facilities should be provided for bicycle access
and storage.
Provide an adequate driveway for stacking cars
on site. For Elementary Schools with 200-600
students, loop drive stacking length should be
900-1200 feet.

Site Access Recommendations
Conformance at Proposed Site

Suggested Action

Non-conformant: single access proposed.

Improve walk/bike accessibility per
Figure 3.

Conforms: Modes are adequately separated,
buses speparate from primary vehicle pickup.

None.

Conforms: Classroom entrances and office
entrance are covered.

None.

Conforms: Consultation underway.

Revise site plan per Figure 3.

Conforms: Loading zones are single-file, right
wheel to the curb.

None.

Partial: Short-term parking proposed in angled Block access to angled parking from
parking near school entrance.
entry during drop-off/pick-up.
Conforms: Staff and volunteer parents to
monitor crossings at project entry and exit.
Partial: Sidewalks are provided on north side of
Niblick Road but not continuous on south side.
Unknown

Non-conformant: proposed drop-off areas do
not provide stacking length.

None.
Accommodate improvements from
Niblick Corridor Plan.
Provide convenient bike parking
near entrances.
Monitor drop-off activity and
modify as needed to better utilize
site if congestion observed to spill
back to Niblick Road.

1. Source: Traffic Operations and Safety at Schools: Recommended Guidelines, FHWA & Texas Transportation Institute, 2004, CCTC, 2020.
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Figure 3: Site Plan Recommendations
Prohibit left turns
during peak hours.

Install sign to
prohibit right turns.
Accommodate convenient
bike parking and storage
near entrances.

Mark spaces <18'
as compact.

7-9 AM
2-6 PM

Consider narrowing
driveway to shorten
pedestrian crossing
distance.

58 ft
DROP OFF
ZONE #2 (5-8)

24 ft

H

40 ft

Consider increasing
aisle width for two
lanes and increase
length of Drop Off
Zone #1.

200 ft

18 ft

DROP OFF
ZONE #1 (K-4)

Install temporary
barricade(s) to prevent
pick-up/drop-offs.

DROP OFF
ZONE #3 (BUS)

20 ft

500 ft
Consider conversion to
one-way with angled
parking. Extra width can
be used to increase
aisle adjacent to Drop
Off Zone #1.

Install red curb on corner
radii to prohibit stopping.
Consider widening aisle by
eliminating property line
sidewalk at Drop Off Zone
#3. Would require crosswalk
south of Drop Off Zone #3.

Install red curb to
prohibit stopping.
Bus will unload and
park to prevent
pick-up/drop-off.

Tighten curb radius to
shorten pedestrian
crossing distance.

NIBLICK ROAD

TR

AS

Improvements should
accommodate future
Niblick Road Corridor
Study Improvements.

Consider enlarging
island to prohibit
u-turns.

Source: North Coast Engineering
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Near Term Conditions
Near Term conditions reflect the development of approved and pending projects in the study area.
Near Term forecasts were derived from the Olsen-Chandler SP TIA (CCTC, 2019). The forecasts
include traffic from Olsen-Chandler SP, Beechwood SP, and other approved, pending, and reasonably
foreseeable projects as determined by City staff. Since the PM peak hour forecasts may not coincide
with the project’s peak pick-up time, their use here presents a conservative approach.
Figure 1 shows the Near Term weekday peak hour traffic volumes at the study intersections. No
improvements were assumed to be in place at the study intersections under Near Term conditions.
NEAR TERM PLUS PROJECT OPERATIONS
Figure 1 shows the traffic volumes for the study intersections during the weekday peak hours under
Near Term Plus Project conditions. Table 9 summarizes the intersection operating conditions and
Table 10 summarizes the vehicular queuing under Near Term and Near Term Plus Project conditions
with detailed calculation sheets in Appendix B.
Table 9: Near Term Plus Project Intersection Auto Levels of Service
Near Term Plus Project Intersection Auto Levels of Service
Near Term +
Project

Near Term
Peak
Hour
AM
PM
AM
PM

Intersection
1. Niblick Road/Country Club Drive
2. Niblick Road/Creston Road

1. HCM 6th average control delay in seconds per vehicle.

Delay1
12.6
9.7
71.4
74.0

Delay1
13.7
12.6
90.4
80.6

LOS
B
A
E
E

LOS
B
B
F
F

Table 10: Near Term Plus Project Queues
Near Term Plus Project Queues
1

Intersection

Movement

1. Niblick Road/Country Club Drive

2. Niblick Road/Creston Road

Storage
Length (ft)

EBL

1

150

WBL1

145

EBL

1

150

WBL1

170

NBL

1

230

SBL

245

Peak
Hour
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM
AM
PM

95th Percentile Queues (ft)
Near Term +
Near Term
Project
46
51
62
66
23
126
31
99
117
160
160
#206
67
70
99
99
#399
#474
#264
#288
#357
#378
#451
#451

1. Additional storage is available in the two-way left turn lane (TWLTL).
2. Queue length that would not be exceeded 95 percent of the time.
# indicates that 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
Bold indicates queue length longer than storage length.
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Under Near Term conditions, the LOS would remain at B or better at the Niblick Road/County Club
Drive (#1) intersection. However, the LOS would degrade to F with the addition of project traffic at
the Niblick Road/Creston Road (#2) intersection under Near Term and Near Term Plus Project
conditions.
At the Niblick Road/Creston Road (#2) intersection the eastbound, northbound and southbound left
turn queue lengths would exceed or further exceed the storage lengths during both peak hours with
the addition of project traffic. The City’s Circulation Element includes the addition of a second
southbound left turn lane and a dedicated southbound right turn lane. With these improvements,
including intersection signal timing optimization, the left turn queues would not exceed the storage
length, or the additional storage would be available in the two-way left turn lane. With these
improvements, the intersection will operate at LOS E and D during the AM and PM peak hours,
respectively.
Note that the primary drivers for needed improvements at this location are the Olsen-South Chandler
and Beechwood Specific Plans. Without these projects the intersection would operate at LOS C or
better. These two projects are conditioned to install the improvements described above to ensure the
improvements will be made when traffic conditions warrant them. We recommended that the project
makes a fair share contribution through the City’s impact fee program for improvements at this
intersection. Under Near Term conditions the project’s proportional share of trips at the intersection
is 3.5%.
VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED (VMT)
Construction of a new K-8 school that primarily serves local residents is presumed to have a less-thansignificant impact on VMT by some agencies because the VMT associated with school trips are
associated with households, not the school itself. Construction of the school will not generate new
students in the region, but will shift students from other schools. AACA’s current student enrollment
distribution is shown below. Most students live in Paso Robles, and the proposed site would result in
shorter trips for most students. The school will also be convenient to planned residential developments
in the east side of the City.
Exhibits 1 and 2: 2018 AACA Student Residence Locations
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The current school location in San Miguel results in many trips from homes in Paso Robles to San
Miguel, often followed by a return trip to Paso Robles. Moving the school closer to students will reduce
trips across the City’s three key Salinas River crossings and on US 101. If future enrollment conforms
roughly to current patterns the relocation will reduce the demand for vehicle travel and shorten average
trip lengths.
Expected changes to VMT resulting from the project were estimated using the City’s Travel Demand
model. Table 11 summarizes the VMT estimates for the project.
Table 11: Project Vehicle Miles Traveled
Vehicle Miles Traveled
Buildout No Project Citywide VMT
Buildout With Project Citywide VMT
Change

695,633
695,321
-312

1. Source: City of Paso Robles Travel Demand Model.
CCTC, 2020

The project results in a 0.0% change and is expected to have a negligible effect on VMT. Relocating
the school to the new site would reduce the commute distance of most of its students.
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