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GROUP 
Family 

Scim;Jlic Name 
Fabaceae <Le1ZU1D.e Family) 

II 
Common Name 

·-

Acmispon americanus var. americanus Snanish clover 
Acmlmon 1zlaber deerweed 
LUDinus bicolor dovelunine 
Trifolium willdenovii tomcat clover 
•Vicia SD. vetch 

Fllil&Celle (Oak Family) 
Ouercus aJUifolia coast live oak 
Ow!rcus berberidifolia scrub oak 
Ouercus lobata valley oak 

Geraniaceae (Geranium Family) 
•Erodium botrvs lon2-beaked filaree 
• Erodium cicutarium red-stemmed filaree 

Grossulariaceae (Gooseberrv Family) 
Ribes sIJeciosum fuchsia-flowered gooseberrv 

Jwdandaceae (Walnut Family) 
Ju!llans californica California black walnut 

Lamiaceae fMint Family) 
•Marrubium vu/J(are horehound 
Salvia columbariae chia 
Salvia leuconhvlla numle Sll2e 
Trichostema lanceolatum vineJZar weed 

Malvaceae <Mallow Family) 
Malacothamnus fasciculatus bush mallow 

Montiaceae fMiner's Lettuce Family) 
Calandrinia ciliata red maids 

Myrsinaceae (Myrsine Family) 
• Anaf(a/lis arvensis scarlet nimnemel 

On ffivenina-Primrose Family) 
Camissonioosis intermedia intermediate sun cup 
Clarida bottae Botta's clarkia 
Clarida epi/obioides willow herb clarkia 
Clarida Dlll'lnD'ea numle clarkia 
Clarida un9Uiculata eleJZant clarkia 

Paeoniaceae (Peony Family) 
Paeonia californica California neony 

Phrvmaceae <Lonseed Family) 
Mimulus aurantiacus bush monkevflower 

Plan <Plantain Family) 
Collinsia heteroohvlla . Chinese houses 
Kee/de/la cordifolia heartleaf nenstemon " 

Penstemon heteronhvllus foothill nenstemon 

~ 

env1ccm 
CORPORATION 

-
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GROUP 
·~ 

Family 
s· ·- Nllllll! 
PlantaJZo erecta 

Polemoniaceae (Phlox Family) 
Gilia sp. 
Microsteris Jll'acilis 
Navarretia oiaiensis 

Polygonaceae <Buckwheat Familv) 
Chorizanthe staticoides 
ErioJ(onum elonJ(atwn 
ErioJZonum fasciculatum 

-

Common Name 

California Plantain 

lrilia 
slender phlox 
Ojai navarretia 

Turkish ru22in2 
wand buckwheat 
California buckwheat 

• Polllft0num aviculare ssp. depressum prostrate knotweed 
• Rumex cris]'JUS curlv dock 

Ranunculaceae ffiuttercup Family) 
Delohinium parryi ssp. parryi Parrv's larkspur 

Rhamnaceae <Buckthom Family) 
Ceanothus cuneatus buck brush 
Rhamnus ilicifolia hollyleaf. - . 

Rosaceae <Rose Family) 
Adenostoma fasciculatwn chamise 
Cercoc01'lJUS betuloides birch-leaf mountain maho2any 
Heteromeles arbutifolia toy on 

Rubiaceae <Madder Family) 
Galium anJZUStifolium narrow leaf bedstraw 
Galium nuttallii San Die20 bedstraw 

Scrophulariaceae (Fil!Wort Family) 
*Verbascum virJ(atum wand mullein 

Solanaceae <Nio:htshade familv) 
Solanum xanli oumle ni2htshade 

Viscaceae <Mistletoe Familv) 
Phoradendron villosum oak mistletoe 

Zygophyllaceae (Caltrop Family) 
*Tribulus te"estris puncture vine 

FLOWERING PLANTS-MONOCOTS 
Agavaceae (Centurv Plant Family) 

Hesperovucca whtoolei chaparral vucca 
Iridaceae (Iris Family) 

Sisvrinchium helium blu~ed lll'llllS 

Liliaceae (Lily Family) 
Calochortus caJalinae Catalina marioosa lilv 
Calochortus clavatus var. pa/Jidus yellow marioosa lily 

Poaceae (Grass Family) 
•Avena barbata slender wild oat 
• AvenafaJua common wild oat 
*Bromus diandrus riP2Ut brome 
• Bromus hordeaceus soft chess 
• Bromus madritensis ssp. rubens red brome 

_,...-....__ 

env1cam 
CORPORATION 
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GROUP 
Family 

Scientillc Name 
Elymus J!/aucus 
Festuca microstachvs 
• Festuca myuros 
• Hordeum murinum 
Melica californica 
Melica imperfecta 
•schismus barbatus 
Stipa lepida 
Stioa nu/chra 

Themidaceae <Brodiaea Family) 
Bloomeria crocea 
Dichelostemma caDitatum 

Common Name 
-· 

blue wildrve 
small fcscue 
rat-tail fcscue 
foxtail barley 
California melic 
coast melic grass 
Mediterranean llJ'88S 

foothill needleiuass 
numle needlelll'BSS 

golden stars 
blue-dicks 

.....-....... 
env1ccm 

CORPORATION 
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Photo 1A - Agoura Hills dudleya (Dudteya cymosa ssp. agourens!S1 Is shown In bloom at 
the sile in May 201 4. The Agoura Hills dudleya Is !Isled as Threatened under the Federal 
Endangered Species Act. 

Photo 1 B - The occurrence of Agoura Hills dudleya at the site Is restricted to the steep gully 
shown in this photo, which Is located near the southwestern property boundary. 

Photo 1C - One (1) Lyon's pentachaeta (Pentachaeta /yon/~ plant was found at the site In a Photo 1D - The patch of non-native grassland where the Lyon's pentachaeta plan~ was 
patch of non-native grassland surrounded by scrub oak chaparral. Lyon's pentacllaeta is listed follld is shown. Seventy· three (73) Ojai navarretta (Navarrelia ojaiensi$i were also found in 
as Endangered under the Federal and California Endangered Species Acts. this area. 

Photo 1 E - An Ojai navarretla is shown in bloom at the site in May 2014. This species was 
previously thought to have all white flowers, but it is now recognized that some populations 
of Ojai navarretla contain plants with blue and white flowers (i.e., btue corolla lobes and white 
throats). Originally found in the Ojai, California area, this species has now also been found at 
several locations in the Santa Monica Mountains. 

AGOURA CORNERSTONE MIXED-USE PROJECT 

Photo 1F- Ojai navarretla was found at the site within a dirt roadbed and wilhln non-native 
grassland habitats along the margins of scrub oak chaparral, such as at the location shown 
in this photo. 

~ ENVICOM 
~:... CORPORATION 

Representative Photos of Special-Status Plants and Occupied Habitat 
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November 20, 2014 
Rincon Project No. 12-00611 
 
Doug Hooper 
Assistant Director of Community Development 
City of Agoura Hills 
30001 Ladyface Court 
Agoura Hills, CA 91301-1335 
 
Subject: Peer Review of an Archaeological Technical Report for the Cornerstone Mixed-Use 

Project, City of Agoura Hills, Los Angeles County, California 
 
This letter summarizes the results of a peer review of the report entitled: Expanded Phase II 
Archaeological Test Excavation at CA-LAN-1352, Agoura Hills, California, prepared by A. George 
Toren, Dan Larson, and Gwen R. Romani (2011) of Compass Rose Archaeological Inc. This peer 
review is part of an environmental analysis being conducted in conformance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) by the City of Agoura Hills. The purpose of the review is to 
determine whether the Compass Rose report is adequate for the purposes of preparing an Initial 
Study for the proposed project. 
 
Methods 
 
Peer Review 
This peer review was conducted by Cultural Resources Principal Investigator Robert Ramirez, M.A., 
RPA, who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for historic and 
prehistoric archaeology (National Park Service 1983). Cultural Resources Program Manager Kevin 
Hunt, B.A. provided program-level oversight. Quality control for the peer review was provided by 
Vice President Duane Vander Pluym, D. Env. 
 
The analysis entailed review of the Compass Rose report with regard to methods, findings, and the 
potential for the project to impact significant archaeological resources as defined in CEQA and the 
State CEQA Guidelines.  
 
Cultural Resources Records Search 
Rincon contacted the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) South Central 
Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) on November 12, 2014 to request copies of three previous 
cultural resources studies conducted at site CA-LAN-1352. These studies were obtained to gain 
additional information regarding cultural resources work at the site and provide a basis from which 
to evaluate the adequacy of the Compass Rose report. These studies include the following:  
 
Romani, John 
2010 Phase I Archaeological Site Status Update: Cornerstone Mixed-Use Project, Corner of Agoura 
Road and Cornell Road, Agoura Hills, California. 
 



Cornerstone Mixed-Use Project 
Cultural Resources Peer Review 

Page 2 of 4 

 

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S c i e n t i s t s             P l a n n e r s              E n g i n e e r s  

Singer, Clay 
2004 Cultural Resource Re-evaluation of Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1352 and Impact Assessment 
for the Cornerstone Agoura Village Project in the City of Agoura Hills, Los Angeles County, California. 
 
Wlodarski, Robert 
1988 An Archaeological Assessment of CA-LAN-1352 (the Lundin Site) Agoura Hills, Los Angeles 
County, California. 
 
Findings 
 
The report entitled: Expanded Phase II Archaeological Test Excavation at CA-LAN-1352 Agoura Hills, 
California (Toren et al. 2011) was prepared following the Archeological Resource Management 
Reports (ARMR) guidelines for the preparation of cultural resources technical reports (California 
Office of Historic Preservation 1990). The report is well organized and provides the necessary legal, 
environmental, and culture history background for a study of this scope. The fieldwork and 
laboratory methods were adequate for a study of this scope and in conformance with current 
professional standards. The report discusses in detail past research at CA-LAN-1352 and provides a 
Research Orientation section that discusses a series of research domains and questions used to 
evaluate the site for this study. The authors state that the primary purpose of this study was to 
determine if CA-LAN-1352 retains integrity after suffering mechanical impacts described by Singer 
(2004) and to assess the significance of additional portions of the site beyond those originally tested.  

Upon review of the report, Rincon has concluded the study does an adequate job assessing the 
integrity of CA-LAN-1352. The fieldwork included the excavation of three 40 to 50 cm diameter 
shovel test pits (STPs) and four 1.0 x 0.5 meter test units. The STPs were placed in the southern area 
of the site to assess whether a subsurface deposit exist within the portion of the site recorded by 
Singer (2004). Two test units (Unit 7 and 8) were placed in the midden deposit recorded by 
Wlodarski (1988) and the remaining two test units (Unit 5 and 6) were placed to the east of the 
midden deposit. The excavations were successful in determining that the site still retains integrity as 
no evidence of mechanical disturbance was identified in any of the excavation units. However, the 
study did not completely define the boundaries of the site. The STP excavations identified a 
southern terminus of the site as STP 3, the most southern STP, which was sterile for cultural 
resources. These STPs were placed in a single north-south line however, and do not represent a 
complete systematic sampling of the site to determine its boundaries. The test unit excavations 
were likewise limited in determining horizontal site boundaries. Test Unit 5 and 6 were placed in a 
previously untested area to the east of the midden deposit. These units were positive for cultural 
resources and Unit 5 contained a possible feature. Although generally adequate, the study did not 
completely define the boundaries of CA-LAN-1352, site boundaries will need to be defined as part of 
a Phase III data recovery program if the site cannot be avoided by the proposed project.  

In sum, Rincon concurs with the study’s assessment that the site is eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources under Criterion 4. We further concur that the site should be avoided 
and if avoidance is not feasible then a Phase III data recovery program should be conducted. In 
addition, all construction-related ground disturbing activities should be monitored by a qualified 
archaeologist and a Chumash Native American representative. 
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Sincerely, 
RINCON CONSULTANTS, INC. 
 

 
 
Robert Ramirez, M.A.,RPA 
Cultural Resources Principal Investigator 

 
Kevin Hunt, B.A. 
Cultural Resources Program Manager 
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Appendix E 
 Noise Measurements and Noise Modeling Results 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Num. Time Length LAeq LAE LAmax LAmin LA10 LA33 LA50 LA90 LA95 Lppeak

1 9/2/2014 3:40   0:15:00 58.3 87.8 78.2 41 57.4 46.8 45.4 43.2 42.4 101.8

2 9/2/2014 4:00   0:15:00 66.2 95.7 79 45.5 70.6 65.7 62 51.5 50.3 102.3



Agoura btwn Cornell & Lewis - Existing
                 * * * * CASE INFORMATION * * * *

         * * * * Results calculated with TNM Version 2.5 * * * *

  Agoura btwn Cornell & Lewis - Existing

      * * * * TRAFFIC VOLUME/SPEED INFORMATION * * * *

      Automobile volume (v/h): 465.0
     Average automobile speed (mph): 45.0

      Medium truck volume (v/h): 8.0
     Average medium truck speed (mph): 45.0

      Heavy truck volume (v/h): 16.0
     Average heavy truck speed (mph): 45.0

       Bus volume (v/h): 4.0
      Average bus speed (mph): 45.0
      Motorcycle volume (v/h): 2.0

     Average Motorcycle speed (mph): 45.0

 
         * * * * TERRAIN SURFACE INFORMATION * * * *
 

       Terrain surface: hard
 
 
            * * * * RECEIVER INFORMATION * * * *
 
  DESCRIPTION OF RECEIVER #   1
 
  Receptor
 

    Distance from center of 12-ft wide, single lane roadway (ft): 32.8
   A-weighted Hourly Equivalent Sound Level without Barrier (dBA): 67.6
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Agoura btwn Cornell & Lewis - Existing + Project
                 * * * * CASE INFORMATION * * * *

         * * * * Results calculated with TNM Version 2.5 * * * *

  Agoura btwn Cornell & Lewis - Existing + Project

      * * * * TRAFFIC VOLUME/SPEED INFORMATION * * * *

      Automobile volume (v/h): 569.0
     Average automobile speed (mph): 45.0

      Medium truck volume (v/h): 10.0
     Average medium truck speed (mph): 45.0

      Heavy truck volume (v/h): 20.0
     Average heavy truck speed (mph): 45.0

       Bus volume (v/h): 5.0
      Average bus speed (mph): 45.0
      Motorcycle volume (v/h): 2.0

     Average Motorcycle speed (mph): 45.0

 
         * * * * TERRAIN SURFACE INFORMATION * * * *
 

       Terrain surface: hard
 
 
            * * * * RECEIVER INFORMATION * * * *
 
  DESCRIPTION OF RECEIVER #   1
 
  Receptor
 

    Distance from center of 12-ft wide, single lane roadway (ft): 32.8
   A-weighted Hourly Equivalent Sound Level without Barrier (dBA): 68.4
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Agoura btwn Cornell & Lewis - Cumulative
                 * * * * CASE INFORMATION * * * *

         * * * * Results calculated with TNM Version 2.5 * * * *

  Agoura btwn Cornell & Lewis - Cumulative

      * * * * TRAFFIC VOLUME/SPEED INFORMATION * * * *

      Automobile volume (v/h): 675.0
     Average automobile speed (mph): 45.0

      Medium truck volume (v/h): 12.0
     Average medium truck speed (mph): 45.0

      Heavy truck volume (v/h): 23.0
     Average heavy truck speed (mph): 45.0

       Bus volume (v/h): 6.0
      Average bus speed (mph): 45.0
      Motorcycle volume (v/h): 3.0

     Average Motorcycle speed (mph): 45.0

 
         * * * * TERRAIN SURFACE INFORMATION * * * *
 

       Terrain surface: hard
 
 
            * * * * RECEIVER INFORMATION * * * *
 
  DESCRIPTION OF RECEIVER #   1
 
  Receptor
 

    Distance from center of 12-ft wide, single lane roadway (ft): 32.8
   A-weighted Hourly Equivalent Sound Level without Barrier (dBA): 69.2
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Agoura btwn Cornell & Lewis - Cumulative + Project
                 * * * * CASE INFORMATION * * * *

         * * * * Results calculated with TNM Version 2.5 * * * *

  Agoura btwn Cornell & Lewis - Cumulative + Project

      * * * * TRAFFIC VOLUME/SPEED INFORMATION * * * *

      Automobile volume (v/h): 780.0
     Average automobile speed (mph): 45.0

      Medium truck volume (v/h): 14.0
     Average medium truck speed (mph): 45.0

      Heavy truck volume (v/h): 27.0
     Average heavy truck speed (mph): 45.0

       Bus volume (v/h): 7.0
      Average bus speed (mph): 45.0
      Motorcycle volume (v/h): 3.0

     Average Motorcycle speed (mph): 45.0

 
         * * * * TERRAIN SURFACE INFORMATION * * * *
 

       Terrain surface: hard
 
 
            * * * * RECEIVER INFORMATION * * * *
 
  DESCRIPTION OF RECEIVER #   1
 
  Receptor
 

    Distance from center of 12-ft wide, single lane roadway (ft): 32.8
   A-weighted Hourly Equivalent Sound Level without Barrier (dBA): 69.8
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Appendix F 
 Traffic and Circulation Study 
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