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Transportation and Traffic 

by the California Air Resources Board under SB 375 (19 percent reduction in per capita carbon 
dioxide (CO2) emissions from passenger vehicles by 2035 relative to a 2005 baseline). 

While LOS is no longer a determination of significance under CEQA, the County will continue 
to rely on LOS for determining consistency with the General Plan (i.e., for discretionary 
development that may result in an unacceptable LOS to County roadways) and as the basis for 
developing project conditions of approval and applying fees on new development for 
transportation related improvements required to meet General Plan policy consistency. 

- -~ --~- - -Ventura-County plans to adopt formal.thresholds ofsignificance_und~r-:J:,B,7 43,prior:to .July 1, 
· · · · 202if 1ri iieLi ot adaptea tfii'esfiiiids,Vl'vit'tfiresfi&1as coniiislent witti OPR's firiartechriicar 

guidance for implementation of SB 7 43 (QPR 2018) were applied. The selected thresholds for 
this analysis are provided in Table 4.16-3 and described in the following text. 

Table 4.16-3 Analysis of Transportation Impacts Thresholds 
~=~~~==~~~==~ ~~¥Jil~•t'f~i:?t-'£:t~:t5; ff~SGlhii:~ fTh~fi'&ltl~ ~~1:i~"Target,t,'-~)('1-l{';•~~h ~,,,:-,:;-'• ~--· ''\"=;,.,;i , •• _,,,~· •• _., "'•i/~ 

~~1:11~:1;~~---:~1.1~&~~:~~t._i~t:! :;;;;it\Y.MI¼"\'?.:; ,F;;~1NMJ~~1 

Average of all 15% Reduction of Regional 
Residential VMT/Capita Home Based Trip 9.66 · 8.21 

Types 
Average 

Office VMT/Employee 
Home Based Work 15% Reduction of Regional 

13.52 11.49 
Trips Average 

Industrial VMT/Employee 
Home Based Work 
Trips 

15% Reduction of Regional 
Average 

13.52 11.49 

Retail Net Change in Unincorporaled VMT All Trip Types No Net Increase 7,500,249 7,500,249 

Agricuilure Ne! Change In Unincorporated VMT All Trip Types No Ne! increase 7,500,249 7,500,249 

Infrastructure Net Change in_ Unincorporaled VMT All Trip Types No Net increase 7,500,249 7,500,249 

For residential land uses, QPR recommends a VMT per capita threshold set at 15 percent 
below baseline levels. Using the VCTC model, the average trip length of all home-based model 
trip types was used as a surrogate for a per capita estimate. Based on the VCTC baseline 
model, the average trip length for all home-based trips is 9.66 miles. Applying the 15 percent 
reduction yields a VMT Threshold for residential land uses of 8.21 miles. 

For non-residential land uses, OPR identifies three basic land use categories: office, retail, and 
mixed use. For office, the average trip length of home-based work trips was used as a 
surrogate for a per employee estimate. Based on the VCTC baseline model, the average trip 
length for home-based work trips are 13.52 miles. Applying the 15 percent reduction yields a 
VMT Threshold for office land uses of 11.49 miles. Given that retail land uses attract many 
kinds oftrip types (i.e., home based and non-home based trips) and generally redistributes 
existing retail trips rather than creating new trips, OPR recommends using no net change in 
either project or regional VMT. Given this programmatic application, the unincorporated trip­
based VMT estimate was used to establish this VMT threshold. For mixed use development 
(typically includes a combination of re_sidential and retail/office), OPR guidance suggests 
applying the threshold of one (or more) of the land uses. Given that land use growth under the 
2040 General Plan can be thought of as one holistic mixed-use development, application of the 
residential, office, and retail thresholds inherently reflects mixed-use development. 

Given that the predominant non-residential land .uses in Ventura County are industrial and 
agricultural, these land uses can be generally associated with the OPR non-residential land 
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