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SECTION 5: ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

5.8 Paleontological Resources 
This section presents the potential effects on paleontological resources (fossils) from the construction 
and operation of the MREC. Section 5.8.1 discusses the affected environment, including the resource 
inventory and its results. Section 5.8.2 presents the environmental analysis and impact assessment. 
Section 5.8.3 considers cumulative effects on paleontological resources, and 5.8.4 presents Mission 
Rock-proposed mitigation measures. Section 5.8.5 discusses applicable LORS. Section 5.8.6 lists involved 
agencies, Section 5.8.7 lists permits, and Section 5.8.8 provides the references consulted.  

This section of the AFC meets all siting regulations of the CEC (2000, 2007) and conforms to the 
recommendations of the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) (SVP, 2010) that address the 
assessment of and mitigating impacts on paleontological resources resulting from earth-moving 
activities. This paleontological resources inventory and impact assessment was prepared by James R. 
Verhoff, Staff Paleontologist with CH2M, and by Dr. W. Geoffrey Spaulding, CH2M’s Paleontological 
Resources Specialist (PRS). This team has developed paleontological inventories, and paleontological 
monitoring and treatment plans, and implemented prescribed mitigation measures for a wide range of 
electrical generation and transportation projects in southern and central California. 

5.8.1 Affected Environment 
This section describes the affected environment for paleontological resources. It begins by describing 
the physiographic and geological context of the project area, and then continues by describing the 
nature and types of fossil resources that have been recorded in the area. It concludes by providing an 
assessment of the scientific importance of the fossils that may be encountered during the construction 
of this project.  

 Physiographic and Geologic Setting 
The MREC site is located by geologists within a larger geological structure named in the Ventura Basin, 
one of several distinctive depositional basins along the western margin of Southern California. These 
basins hold sediments (mostly marine, but also terrestrial units) that record local transgressions and 
regressions of the Pacific Ocean. This is a process that has been on-going for at least 40 million years, 
but the sediments of the Ventura Basin are quite young, dating from the Pliocene to Recent (the last 
5 million years) (Yeats and Rockwell, 1991). The MREC site itself lies within a predominantly east-west 
trending extension of the Ventura Basin, filled with sediments that comprise the floor of the Santa Clara 
River Valley. The southern edge of this valley is defined by the abrupt and steep hill-slopes the Oak 
Ridge Fault (Tan et al., 2004), while to the north the valley’s edge is defined by more weathered, 
rounded hills (Yeats and Rockwell, 1991). In between lies a low-gradient alluvial fan complex, or bajada, 
that slopes gently southward to the southern margin of the valley where the river lies. Numerous 
smaller rivers and seasonal streams have cut arroyos (locally termed “barrancas”) into this fan as they 
flow south from the northern hills to the Santa Clara River (Gutierrez, et al., 2008). While the position of 
the Santa Clara River is constrained to the actual “crease” of the Oak Ridge Fault in the MREC site area, 
the location of its mouth at the Pacific Ocean, 8.6 miles to the west-southwest, appears to have 
migrated through time (Yeats and Rockwell, 1991).  

The geological history of this region is complex, owing to intense tectonic deformation associated with 
the San Andreas Fault and the rotation of the Transverse Ranges; this deformation continues to present 
(Yeats and Rockwell, 1991). The Ventura Basin began as a deep-sea depositional basin as early as 4 to 
5 million years ago, and its oldest sediments consist of relatively deep-sea marine turbidites and 
mudstones unconformably overlying Tertiary beds (Yeats and Rockwell, 1991). The Pico Formation is 
recognized as the start of the shallowing of this basin, as it represents the start of conditions where 
sedimentation rates were greater than subsidence rates in the offshore basin (Harden, 1998). The 
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sediment in the valleys records a relative shallowing of sea level through time, through the combined 
effects of tectonic uplift and infilling of the basin by sediment, until the middle Pleistocene when there 
was a hiatus in deposition (termed the intra-Pleistocene unconformity in the Santa Clara Valley; Yeats 
and Rockwell, 1991). Deposition began again in the Pleistocene and continues to the present, in off-
shore portions of the basin and along the down-warped “seam” of the Oak Ridge Fault, which forms the 
southern margin of the Santa Clara Valley (Yeats and Rockwell, 1991). The age of the Quaternary 
sediments in the Ventura Basin is well-constrained by vertebrate remains, microvertebrate remains 
(small mammal bones and teeth), magneto-stratigraphy, and radiometric dating of distinctive ash beds 
(Yeats and Rockwell, 1991). Calculated sedimentation rates within the basin are quite high; up to 
7,300 meters (approximately 24,000 feet) of sediment have been deposited in the last 4 million years 
(Harden, 1998).  

 Physiographic and Geologic Setting 
Resource Inventory Methods 

To develop a baseline paleontological resources inventory of the MREC site area and surrounding lands 
published and available unpublished geological and paleontological literature was reviewed. Sources 
included geological maps, satellite photography, technical and scientific reports, and electronic 
databases. The potential paleontological productivity of stratigraphic units that may be affected by 
project implementation was then initially developed through a paleontological resources records search. 
For this project, a paleontological resources records review was conducted using the online database 
maintained by the University of California Museum of Paleontology at Berkeley (UCMP).  

A paleontological resources field survey was then conducted to confirm the distribution of fossiliferous 
units on the ground, and to refine the understanding of the paleontological productivity of those units. 
This survey, conducted on October 6, 2015, focused on those portions of the right-of-way where native 
sediment is exposed at, or present near, the surface. This included the foot-slopes and hills on the 
northern margin of the valley where the transmission line corridor is proposed. Reconnaissance-level 
survey of the remainder of the project right-of-way in the Santa Clara River Valley, including the 
generation station site, was also conducted. These latter areas are occupied by younger Quaternary 
alluvium, with only Holocene sediments of low paleontological sensitivity expected at or near the 
surface. The ground surface of the Santa Clara River Valley in the MREC vicinity is also largely obscured 
by residential, light industry, and agricultural development.  

Resource Inventory Results 

The MREC site area is characterized by two strikingly different geologies: the valley of the Santa Clara 
River, and the foot-slopes and the hills bordering the valley to the north. 

Geological Units in the Valley 

The MREC lies on the relatively flat plain of the Santa Clara River Valley bottom, not far north of the 
current course of the river. This area is currently used as a storage area for recreational vehicles, and a 
layer of disturbed sediment and fill covers the entire area proposed for the generation station. Below 
this fill lies Holocene-age stream terrace deposits associated with the Santa Clara River (Tan et al., 2004). 
These sediments are chiefly point bar and overbank deposits associated with previous stream channels 
of the river.  

Two offsite linear components of the MREC cross the Santa Clara River Valley. In addition to the 
Holocene stream terrace deposits, these offsite components also cross alluvial fan deposits derived from 
the nearby hills to the north, and associated with the numerous streams flowing south/southeast from 
the northern margin of the valley, running essentially perpendicular to the river they join. These alluvial 
fans dominate the valley, forming a more or less continuous sheet of very fine grained alluvium derived 
from the soft marine sediments that comprise the hills to the north (see below). These deposits range in 
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age from later1 Pleistocene to Holocene (Tan et al., 2004). The sediments were deposited as debris 
flows, highly concentrated mud flows, and braided stream deposits (Tan et al., 2004). Pleistocene 
deposits originated in a similar manner to their Holocene counterparts in the valley, but some have been 
subsequently eroded to such a degree that their original surfaces are no longer present (Tan et al., 
2004).  

Holocene overbank deposits are found on the valley margin at the apex of these fans, at the mouths of 
the valleys issuing from the rugged hills to the north (Tan et al., 2004). These are recognized as fluvial, 
rather than alluvial, deposits by the presence of scour marks and channels (Tan et al., 2004).  

Geological Units in the Hills 

Only the proposed generator tie-line corridor crosses the hills to the north of the Santa Clara River 
Valley. This component of the project will include construction of conductor support structures, with 
excavation of pads and footings, as well stringing facilities. Existing access roads to the proposed tower 
pad localities will need to be extended short distances. These hills crossed by the proposed generator 
tie-line corridor (Figure 5.8-1), are composed of poorly consolidated marine sediments of Pleistocene 
age (younger than 2.6 million years). The sediments represent near-shore as well as relatively shallow, 
off-shore environments. The nomenclature of these geological formations has been revised multiple 
times (Grant and Gale, 1931; Dibblee, 1992; Winterer and Durham, 1962); for the purposes of this 
report, the system proposed by Gutierrez and others (2008) is adopted.  

Originally, most of the marine sediments in this area were assigned to the Pico Formation, and 
nonmarine sediments to the Saugus Formation (Winterer and Durham, 1962). More detailed 
classification schemes have been employed since then, while the Pico Formation is retained as the basal 
marine unit present in the region, although not within the paleontological area of potential effect of this 
project. The Pico Formation is a marine sedimentary unit, consisting of predominantly turbidites as well 
as near-shore sands and gravels.  

Two additional marine sedimentary units stratigraphically overly the Pico Formation, and both of these 
are within the paleontological resources area of potential effect: The Santa Barbara and Las Posas 
Formations. The former was once included as part of the Pico Formation, but is now recognized as a 
different and younger formation. The Santa Barbara Formation consists of near-shore marine sediments 
once deposited at the margin of the Pacific Ocean. The lithology of the formation ranges from massive 
gray to blueish gray claystone (Dibblee, 1992, terms this unit the Mudpit Claystone Member), to poorly 
consolidated, massive, light brown to brown silts and sandy silts. It occasionally includes fragments of 
older formations (Tan et al., 2004). In the generator tie-line corridor right-of-way, the clayey member 
appears missing and the marine sediments mapped as the Santa Barbara Formation are tan to 
brownish-grey silts and sandy silts. These sediments are fossiliferous, primarily producing 
shallow-marine and near-shore mollusks (Winterer and Durham, 1962). Many of the bivalves in these 
assemblages are paired (Winterer and Durham, 1962), indicating little if any transportation of these 
shells.  

Stratigraphically, the Las Posas Formation lies immediately above the Santa Barbara Formation, and it 
represents yet nearer-shore marine environments; sediments deposited in a regressive marine setting 
as the sea continued to shallow. Originally it was included in the Fernando Formation, defined as all 
sediments between the upper Modelo and lower Saugus formations (Winterer and Durham, 1962). It 
has also been attributed to the Saugus Formation, and was included by some authors in the “lower 
San Pedro series” or “San Pedro Formation” (Grant and Gale, 1931). More recent geologic mapping 
(Dibblee, 1992; Gutierrez et al., 2008) has separated the Las Posas Formation into a distinct geologic 
unit. The sediments themselves are weakly indurated light brown to yellowish-brown sands 

1 The marine sediments that comprise the hills to the north are also Pleistocene in age, but evidently much older than the sediments of the 
valley. 
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(Dibblee, 1992) and sandy silts, with occasional gravels (CDOC, 2003), which often include marine shells 
and shell fragments (Grant and Gale, 1931).  

The Saugus Formation records the transition from shallow marine to subaerial, or terrestrial 
depositional environments. While in some areas this allows the formation to be divided into a lower 
marine and upper terrestrial member (Winterer and Durham, 1962), for the purposes of this analysis 
this formation includes only the terrestrial sediments, including fluvial and estuarine habitats. The 
terrestrial sediments of the Saugus Formation consist of lenticular beds of light-gray and brown weakly 
consolidated sandstone and conglomerate with lenses of reddish-brown siltstone (mudstone of 
Winterer and Durham, 1962). Terrestrial vertebrate fossils have been found in this portion of the 
formation, including equid (Pliohippus) teeth (Winterer and Durham, 1962).  

Results of the Records Search 

A search of the UCMP database on September 29, 2015, queried fossil site records within the potentially 
impacted formations. The results can be used as a general guide to the paleontological potential (the 
likelihood of yielding scientifically significant fossils) of the sediments in the vicinity of the project, with 
allowance for the nature of the data. In particular, the complex history of the geologic names 
complicated this search, as historic locality records often retain their original stratigraphic designations 
despite later revisions to the nomenclature. Fortunately, the UCMP is sensitive to these issues, and 
many of the records indicate the history of the formation name.  

Queries of the UCMP database for the Santa Barbara Formation yielded 159 fossil localities attributed to 
this formation, 157 directly attributed to the formation and 2 attributed to the Santa Barbara member 
of the Pico Formation (UCMP, 2015). One locality was also attributed to the Mudpit Member of the Pico 
Formation (UCMP, 2015). The majority of these localities consist of microfossil collections, which are not 
considered scientifically significant due to the abundance of microfossils in the geologic record. The 
invertebrate fossils from this formation consist of gastropods and bivalves (UCMP, 2015).  

Excluding records attributed to the Santa Barbara Formation or member, the UCMP records include 
82 locations for the Pico Formation (UCMP, 2015). As with the Santa Barbara Formation, the majority of 
the fossil sites were invertebrate and microfossil remains. Three Miocene localities were also attributed 
to this Formation (UCMP, 2015). These include cetacean fossils, as well as unidentified bird remains 
(UCMP, 2015). None of the vertebrate fossil sites are within or near the MREC area.  

Queries of the UCMP database (2015) for the Saugus Formation yielded 22 localities. Of these, two have 
yielded microfossils and the rest have produced invertebrate fossils (UCMP, 2015). As with the Santa 
Barbara Formation, the invertebrates collected from the Saugus Formation are limited to mollusks, and 
include gastropods and bivalves (UCMP, 2015).  

Queries of the UCMP database (2015) for the Las Posas Formation produced four results. One of these 
sites has produced only invertebrates, while three have produced vertebrate remains (UCMP, 2015). 
The vertebrate remains are limited to unidentifiable mammal bone fragments and, in one locality, 
remains of the extinct horse Equus occidentalis (UCMP, 2015).  

The UCMP database (2015) has yielded 59 records from the Fernando Formation. Where the location 
information is available, these finds are far from the MREC site, which likely reflects the fact that the 
Fernando Formation has not been used to describe the fossiliferous units within the project area for 
nearly a century (Grant and Gale, 1931). No record attributed to the Fernando Formation in the UCMP 
database is attributed to the Las Posas member (UCMP, 2015).  
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Figure 5.8-1
Paleontological Resources Study Area
Mission Rock Energy Center
Ventura County, California
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Geologic names such as “overbank deposits” and “Quaternary alluvial fans” do not lend themselves to 
database searches. A query of the UCMP database (2015) for Quaternary fossil localities within Ventura 
County produced 218 results. Many of these are in named Quaternary deposits, such as the Las Posas 
Formation, and the overwhelming majority of the rest are located along the Pacific Coast or on offshore 
islands. The remainder generally lack locality data (UCMP, 2015). One vertebrate fossil site, which has 
produced mammoth fossils, was found in the City of Ventura, in unnamed Rancholabrean (Late 
Pleistocene) sediments (UCMP, 2015). One invertebrate fossil site, in Recent (Holocene) sediment, is 
also located in the City of Ventura (UCMP, 2015). No localities that include geographic information were 
identified near the project area.  

Results of the Field Survey 

The paleontological resources field survey of October 6, 2015 focused on segments of the MREC 
right-of-way where the results of the reviews, discussed above, indicated the presence of sediments 
with high paleontological sensitivity. This is essentially the mountainous terrain north of the Santa Clara 
River Valley where the generator tie-line right-of-way crosses outcrops of the Pleistocene age Santa 
Barbara, Las Posas, and Saugus formations. The older Quaternary-age sediments comprising the 
toe-slopes of these low mountains were also subject to pedestrian survey because they were exposed 
by agricultural activities that appear to have brought deeper sediments to the surface. Younger, 
Quaternary age alluvium comprising the Santa Clara River Valley itself was subject to reconnaissance 
survey only due to the lack of surface exposures, and absence of stratigraphic profiles in the area. The 
valley itself hosts extensive agricultural, light industrial, and business development. Where not 
developed, the land in the valley is overgrown. The arroyos (named barrancas in this region), which are 
cut into the alluvial fans extending from the bordering hills to the river, are entirely overgrown with 
vegetation and therefore offer no stratigraphic profiles for examination. 

The results of the field survey confirmed the findings of the records search and literature review 
regarding the fossiliferous nature of the marine sedimentary units. Marine mollusk fossils were 
observed as common to abundant in all exposures of the Las Posas and Santa Barbara formations 
subject to examination. Excavations at pre-existing electrical transmission towers and along road cuts 
near the generator tie-line have exposed a range of well-preserved mollusks, mostly bivalves. Essentially 
all exposures of these two formations also contained greater or lesser amounts of broken shell. Some 
strata composed almost entirely of shell “hash” were observed, but not close to the MREC right-of-way. 

In contrast, no fossil material was noted in any of the exposures of the Saugus Formation examined 
during this survey. However, the records review shows that fossils are less frequent in these terrestrial 
sediments, but not less important to understanding the paleontological record of the area. As only one 
out of the four tower pads sited on the Saugus Formation (Figure 5.8-1) could be accessed, it is possible 
that fossil material may yet be encountered in the Saugus Formation as well. 

No indication of paleontological sensitivity could be found on disturbed exposures of older Quaternary 
alluvium, nor were any such indications located elsewhere during reconnaissance of the valley bottom. 
A map showing the paleontological sites located during this survey is included as Appendix 5.8A and 
filed separately under a request for confidentiality. 

Paleontological Sensitivity of the MREC Right-of-Way 

Paleontological sensitivity is the qualitative assessment made by a professional paleontologist taking 
into account the paleontological potential of the stratigraphic units present, the local geology and 
geomorphology, and any other local factors that may be germane. According to the SVP standard 
guidelines (2010), sensitivity comprises: the potential for yielding abundant or significant vertebrate 
fossils or for yielding a few significant fossils, large or small, vertebrate, invertebrate, or paleobotanical 
remains, and the importance of recovered evidence for new and significant taxonomic, phylogenetic, 
paleoecological, or stratigraphic data (Table 5.8-1). 
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Table 5.8-1 Paleontological Sensitivity Ratings Employed  

 Definition 

High Assigned to geological formations known to contain paleontological resources that include rare, well-
preserved, and/or fossil materials important to on-going paleoclimatic, paleobiological and/or 
evolutionary studies. They have the potential to produce, or have produced vertebrate remains that are 
the particular research focus of many paleontologists, and can represent important educational 
resources. 

Moderate Stratigraphic units that have yielded fossils that are but moderately well preserved, are common 
elsewhere, and/or that are stratigraphically long ranging would be assigned a moderate rating. This 
evaluation also can be applied to strata that have an unproven but strong potential to yield fossil 
remains based on the stratigraphy and/or geomorphologic setting. Fossil assemblages from 
paleontologically moderately sensitive rock units may still retain scientific importance for their data 
potential. 

Low Sediment that is relatively recent, or that represents a high-energy subaerial depositional environment 
where fossils are unlikely to be preserved. A low abundance of invertebrate fossil remains, or reworked 
marine shell from other units, can occur but the paleontological sensitivity would remain low due to 
their lack of potential to serve as significant scientific or educational purposes. This evaluation also can 
be applied to strata that have been monitored and that have failed to yield scientifically significant fossil 
remains. 

Marginal and 
Zero 

Stratigraphic units with marginal potential include pyroclastic flows and soils that might preserve traces 
or casts of plants or animals. Most igneous rocks, however, have zero paleontological potential. Other 
stratigraphic units deposited subaerially in a high energy environment (such as alluvium) also may be 
assigned a marginal or zero sensitivity rating. Manmade fill is also considered to possess zero (no) 
paleontological potential. 

 

Fossil marine mollusk assemblages are common up and down the coast of California, which is well 
known to be a tectonically highly-active geological province. As a result of the tectonically driven uplift 
of marine sedimentary basins, the number of later Neogene (Plio-Pleistocene) molluscan assemblages in 
western California is likely in the many thousands. Therefore, marine invertebrate fossils are not 
generally considered scientifically significant individually; it is only in aggregate that they become 
significant. Individually, gastropods and bivalves are generally considered acceptable for hobby 
collection (BLM, 2009). Therefore, the paleontological sensitivity of the Las Posas and Santa Barbara 
formations is considered to be moderate. Moderate paleontological sensitivity also applies to the 
Saugus Formation which has the potential to yield scientifically significant fossil material. 

The Older Quaternary alluvium of the foot-slopes on the margin of the valley possess low 
paleontological sensitivity; the subaerial deposition regime of alluvium usually precludes fossil 
preservation and no records have been found of fossil sites in similar settings. The Holocene alluvium 
that blankets the floor of the Santa Clara River Valley also possesses low paleontological sensitivity. 
However, terrace sets mapped within about one half-mile of the Santa Clara River suggests variability in 
fluvial depositional regimes over time. At depths greater than about 10 feet (3 meters) it is possible that 
older sediments within a half-mile of the river may contain fossil material and these deposits are 
therefore designated to be of moderate paleontological sensitivity at depth. 

5.8.2 Environmental Analysis 
The subsurface of the MREC area consists of Holocene alluvial deposits overlain by disturbed sediments 
and artificial fill. Offsite components of the project, including a transmission line and water line, cross 
chiefly Holocene alluvial fill in the valley floor, and Quaternary terrace deposits and the Santa Barbara, 
Las Posas, and Saugus formations in the hills north of the MREC area. The environmental effects on 
paleontological resources from construction and operation of the MREC are presented in the following 
sections.  
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 Paleontological Resource Significance Criteria 
Guidelines for the implementation of CEQA (PRC Sections 15000 et seq.) include among the questions to 
be answered in the Environmental Checklist (Section 15023, Appendix G) the following: “Would the 
project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site?” and “Does the project 
have the potential to …eliminate important examples of the major periods of California…pre-history?” 
These questions are answered in the affirmative based on the data and considerations provided above.  

In its standard guidelines for assessment and mitigation of adverse impacts to paleontological resources, 
the SVP (1995) notes that an individual fossil specimen is considered scientifically important and 
significant if it meets the following criteria:  

• Identifiable 
• Complete 
• Well preserved 
• Age-diagnostic 
• Useful in paleoenvironmental reconstruction 
• A member of a rare species 
• A species that is part of a diverse assemblage, 
• A skeletal element different from, or a specimen more complete than, those now available for that 

species 

For example, identifiable land mammal or terrestrial plant fossils are considered scientifically important 
because of their potential use in determining the age and paleoenvironment of the sediments in which 
they occur. Moreover, vertebrate and plant remains are comparatively rare in the fossil record. Fossil 
plants are particularly important in this regard and, as sessile (anchored in place) organisms, are actually 
more sensitive indicators of their paleoenvironment and, therefore more important than mobile 
mammals for paleoenvironmental reconstructions.  

For marine and shoreline sediments, invertebrate mega-fossils (e.g., mollusks, cephalopods) are 
scientifically important for the same reasons that land mammal and/or land plant fossils are valuable in 
terrestrial deposits. Marine microfossils such as foraminifera or radiolaria are much more common, and 
consequently usually not considered for resource protection because of their relative abundance. The 
value or importance of different fossil groups varies depending on the age and depositional 
environment of the stratigraphic unit that contains the fossils, their abundance in the record, and their 
degree of preservation. 

Using these criteria and the sensitivity ratings provided above, the significance of potentially adverse 
impacts of earth moving on the paleontological resources was assessed. Any unmitigated impact on a 
fossil site, or on a fossil-bearing rock unit of high or moderate sensitivity, would be considered 
significant.  

 Paleontological Resource Impact Assessment 
The significance of impacts of MREC-related activities on the paleontological resources of each 
stratigraphic unit found at the MREC site and along the linear appurtenances is presented in this section. 
All MREC components within the Santa Clara River Valley will impact Holocene sediments at shallow 
depth (within 10 feet of the surface). Excavations for foundations and other components of the power 
generation facility itself are will extend deeper than 10 feet, and may encounter older fluvial deposits. 
The generator tie-line will also affect Pliocene to Pleistocene marine and near-shore deposits. 

Holocene Sediment - Construction-related excavations within the plow zone and at depth of less than 
10 feet will not result in any adverse impacts on paleontological resources. Reworked and disturbed 
fossil material can be present in previously disturbed sediment or fill, but lack of stratigraphic context 
and likely mechanical damage would compromise all scientific values. This would apply to all excavations 
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within 10 feet of current ground surface within the Santa Clara River Valley, as well as any other 
developed areas (such as access roads) along the utility corridors. No impacts to paleontological 
resources will occur during excavations within these shallower sediments.  

Quaternary Stream Terrace Deposits and Deeper Alluvium - Below the artificial fill and Holocene 
sediment at the project area within the valley are older alluvium and sediments associated with the 
Santa Clara River. While no fossils have been found in these sediments to date, the depositional 
environment makes preservation at depth of organic material likely. Such fossils could provide valuable 
information regarding the ongoing tectonic deformation of this valley, as well as local and regional 
response to climate shifts within the Holocene. Therefore, it is possible that the MREC could encounter 
significant paleontological resources within these sediments. If this occurs, implementation of the 
recommended mitigation measures will reduce the potential impacts to a level below significance. 

Santa Barbara Formation - The Santa Barbara Formation has produced important marine invertebrate 
fossils (UCMP, 2015; Grant and Gale, 1931), and field survey has confirmed the presence of mollusk 
fossils within the generator tie-line right-of-way. Therefore, it is possible that the MREC could encounter 
significant paleontological resources within these sediments. If this occurs, implementation of the 
recommended mitigation measures will reduce the potential impacts to a level below significance. 

Las Posas Formation - The Las Posas Formation has predominantly produced common marine 
invertebrate remains (UCMP, 2015). However, isolated mammal fossils have also been found (UCMP, 
2015). It is therefore possible that the MREC could encounter significant paleontological resources 
within these sediments. If this occurs, implementation of the recommended mitigation measures will 
reduce the potential impacts to a level below significance. 

Saugus Formation - Like the Santa Barbara and Las Posas formations, the Saugus Formation has 
produced common invertebrate fossils (UCMP, 2015; Grant and Gale, 1931). Equid teeth have also been 
found, however (Winterer and Durham, 1962). It is therefore possible that the MREC could encounter 
significant paleontological resources within these sediments. If this occurs, implementation of the 
recommended mitigation measures will reduce the potential impacts to a level below significance. 

Because no excavations in paleontologically sensitive sediments are anticipated from the operation or 
the maintenance of the project, no impacts on paleontological resources are expected from the O&M of 
the MREC. 

5.8.3 Cumulative Effects 
Reasonably foreseeable projects within or near the project area and those permitted or in a permitting 
process but not constructed at this time do not involve major excavations in geological formations with 
a high potential for containing significant fossils. Although the MREC has some potential to encounter 
significant fossils during construction of the facility and linear appurtenances, mitigation measures 
proposed below will reduce potential impacts below the level of significance. The potential for impacts 
on paleontological resources of the MREC to combine with those of other projects to reach a 
cumulatively considerable impact is very low.  

5.8.4 Mitigation Measures 
Even though there are so significant adverse paleontological impacts, the mitigation measures proposed 
below are in compliance with CEC environmental guidelines (CEC, 2000, 2007) and conform to SVP 
standard guidelines for mitigating adverse construction-related impacts on paleontological resources 
(SVP, 2010). Implementation of these mitigation measures will further assure that the potential impacts 
from project-related ground disturbance on paleontological resources will be insignificant. 
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 Project Paleontological Resources Specialist 
Before the start of construction, Mission Rock will submit the name and resume of a qualified PRS to the 
CEC for review and approval. This individual will prepare the paleontological resources awareness 
module (PRAM) of the worker education program and be available during the course of 
ground-disturbing construction in case there is an unanticipated paleontological discovery. The name 
and contact information of the PRS will be provided to construction management personnel, the 
compliance manager, and the cultural resource monitors. 

 Construction Personnel Education 
Before working on the MREC site for the first time, all construction personnel (including supervisory 
personnel) involved in earth-moving activities will be provided with paleontological resources awareness 
training via the PRAM. They will be informed that fossils may be encountered, provided with 
information on the appearance of fossils, the role of paleontological monitors, and on proper 
notification procedures. This worker training will be presented by the PRS. Subsequent training may be 
conducted via video presentation and hard-copy training materials. 

 Develop and Implement a Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan 
Before the start of construction, the MREC proponent will submit for review a Paleontological Resources 
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (PRMMP). This plan will outline monitoring procedures and protocols to 
be followed in the event that paleontological resources are discovered. At minimum, the PRMMP will 
stipulate that when paleontological resources are encountered all work in the immediate area of the 
find will halt immediately and the paleontological resources monitor(s) will be notified. Construction will 
not resume in the area of the find until the PRS releases the area.  

The PRMMP will also outline protocols to be followed during monitoring and in the case of discovery of 
paleontological resources, and reporting requirements. The PRMMP will stipulate that monitoring 
requirements are to be determined by the PRS, and will be based solely on their judgement of the 
paleontological sensitivity of the sediments disturbed by construction and the PRS’s professional 
assessment regarding the on-going potential of impacts to this resource.  

 Develop a Final Paleontological Resources Report 
At the conclusion of the MREC construction, a final Paleontological Resources Report will be prepared. 
In the event that no paleontological resources are discovered this report will note the monitoring 
activities that occurred and that no fossils were discovered. In the event that fossils are discovered the 
nature of these fossils, tentative identifications (if possible), and the name of the repository they were 
deposited in will be identified as well. The report will be submitted to the CEC and Ventura County.  

5.8.5 Laws, Ordinances, Regulations, and Standards 
Paleontological resources are non-renewable scientific resources and are protected by several federal 
and state statutes (California Office of Historic Preservation, 1983; Marshall, 1976; Fisk and Spencer, 
1994), most notably by the 1906 Federal Antiquities Act and other subsequent federal legislation and 
policies, and by State of California environmental regulations (CEQA, Section 15064.5). Professional 
standards for assessment and mitigation of adverse impacts on paleontological resources have been 
established by the SVP (2010). Design, construction, and operation of MREC will be conducted in 
accordance with all LORS applicable to paleontological resources. Federal, state, and local LORS 
applicable to paleontological resources are summarized in Table 5.8-2 and discussed briefly below, along 
with professional standards for paleontological resources assessment and impact mitigation. 

EG1105151020SAC/664043 (MREC_5.8_PALEONTOLOGICAL_RESOURCES_12.02.2015) 5.8-11 



SECTION 5: ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

Table 5.8-2 LORS Applicable to Paleontological Resources 

LORS Applicability AFC Reference 
Project 

Conformity 

Omnibus Public Land 
Management Act of 2009 
(H.R. 146), Title 6, Subtitle D 

Not applicable – Applies only to federal land 
managed by the Secretaries of the Interior and 
Agriculture 

— — 

Antiquities Act of 1906 Not applicable – No federal land involved, or 
federal entitlement required 

— — 

National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 

Not applicable – No federal land involved, or 
federal entitlement required 

— — 

CEQA, Appendix G Applicable – Requires assessment of the 
potential to affect paleontological resources 
during earth-moving activities 

Sections 5.8.2, 5.8.3, 
and 5.8.5 

Yes 

PRC, Sections 5097.5/5097.9 Not applicable – Applies to state-owned land — — 

Ventura County General Plan 
2015 

Applicable – Requires mitigation of affected 
resources 

- Yes 

 

 Federal LORS 
Federal protection for significant paleontological resources would apply to the MREC only if any 
construction or other related project impacts occur on federally owned or managed lands, or if a federal 
entitlement or other permit were required. On March 31, 2009, President Obama signed into law the 
Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 (H.R. 146; OPLMA). Implementing regulations for this 
law have yet to be developed by the affected agencies. Title 6, Subtitle D of the OPLMA, Paleontological 
Resources Preservation, requires the secretaries of the Department of the Interior (exclusive of Indian 
trust lands) and the Department of Agriculture (insofar as U.S. Forest System lands are concerned) to 
“…manage and protect paleontological resources on Federal land using scientific principals and 
expertise… (and) develop appropriate plans for inventory, monitoring, and the scientific and educational 
use of paleontological resources…”. The OPLMA further excludes casual collection from restrictions 
under the law, and then describes the requirements for permitting collection on federal lands, 
stipulations regarding their use in education, continued federal ownership of recovered paleontological 
resources, and standards for acceptable repositories of collected specimens and associated data 
(OPLMA, Sections 6303-6305). The OPLMA also provides for criminal and civil penalties for unauthorized 
removal of paleontological resources from federal land, and rewards for reporting the theft of fossils 
(Sections 6306-6309). 

Additional federal legislative protection for paleontological resources stems from the Antiquities Act of 
1906 (PL 59-209; 16 USC 431 et seq.; 34 Stat. 225), which calls for protection of historic landmarks, 
historic and prehistoric structures, and other objects of historic or scientific interest on federal lands. In 
addition, the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (USC, section 4321 et seq.; 40 CFR, section 
1502.25), as amended, requires analysis of potential environmental impacts to important historic, 
cultural, and natural aspects of our national heritage. Because no federally owned or managed lands will 
be affected by this project, and no federal entitlement or other permit is required, these statutes do not 
extend to paleontological resources (see Table 5.8-2). 

 State LORS 
The CEC environmental review process under the Warren-Alquist Act is considered functionally 
equivalent to that of CEQA (PRC Sections 21000 et seq.). CEQA requires that public agencies and private 
interests identify the environmental consequences of their proposed projects on any object or site of 
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significance to the scientific annals of California (Division I, California PRC: 5020.1 [b]). The CEQA 
Guidelines (PRC Sections 15000 et seq.) define procedures, types of activities, persons, and public 
agencies required to comply with CEQA. Appendix G in Section 15023 provides an Environmental 
Checklist of questions that a lead agency should normally address if relevant to a project’s 
environmental impacts. One of the questions to be answered in the Environmental Checklist (Section 
15023, Appendix G, Section V, part c) is the following: “Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a 
unique paleontological resource or site…?”  

The CEQA lead agency having jurisdiction over a project is responsible for ensuring that paleontological 
resources are protected in compliance with CEQA and other applicable statutes. The lead agency with 
the responsibility to ensure that fossils are protected during construction of the proposed MREC is the 
CEC. PRC Section 21081.6, entitled Mitigation Monitoring Compliance and Reporting, requires that 
the CEQA lead agency demonstrate project compliance with mitigation measures developed during the 
environmental impact review process.  

Section XVII, part a, of the CEQA Environmental Checklist asks a second question equally applicable to 
paleontological resources: “Does the project have the potential to …eliminate important examples of 
the major periods of California history or pre-history?” To be in compliance with CEQA, impact 
assessments must answer both these questions in the Environmental Checklist. If the answer to either 
question is “yes” or “possibly,” a mitigation and monitoring plan must be designed and implemented to 
protect significant paleontological resources. However, for the MREC the answer to these questions is 
“unlikely” if not “no,” and therefore a mitigation and monitoring plan is not warranted for this project at 
this time. 

Other state requirements for paleontological resource management are in California PRC 
Chapter 1.7, Section 5097.5/5097.9 (Stats. 1965, c. 1136, p. 2792), entitled Archaeological, 
Paleontological, and Historical Sites. This statute defines any unauthorized disturbance or removal of a 
fossil site or remains on public land as a misdemeanor and specifies that state agencies may undertake 
surveys, excavations, or other operations as necessary on state lands to preserve or record 
paleontological resources. PRC Section 5097.5/5097.9 does not apply to MREC because construction or 
other related project impacts will not occur on state-owned or managed lands and no state agency is 
intended to obtain ownership of project lands during the term of the project license (Table 5.8-2).  

 Local LORS 
As the MREC is entirely within unincorporated portions of Ventura County, only Ventura County LORS 
are applicable.  

The Ventura County General Plan (Ventura County, 2015) requires that all discretionary developments 
be assessed for paleontological resources, and re-designed to avoid potential impacts where possible. 
Mitigation of impacts is required to follow the Guidelines of the State office of Historic Preservation and 
to be performed in consultation with professional paleontologists (Ventura County, 2015).  

 Professional Standards 
The SVP, an international organization of professional paleontologists, has established standard 
guidelines (SVP, 2010) that outline acceptable professional practices in the conduct of paleontological 
resource assessments and surveys, monitoring and mitigation, data and fossil recovery, sampling 
procedures, and specimen preparation, identification, analysis, and curation. Most practicing 
paleontologists in the nation follow the SVP’s guidelines, and extend those to address other types of 
fossils of scientific significance, such as invertebrate fossils and paleobotanical specimens.  
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5.8.6 Agencies and Agency Contacts 
There are no agencies having blanket jurisdiction over paleontological resources. The CEC has 
jurisdiction over paleontological resources for this project. The Ventura County General Plan 2015 
(Ventura County, 2015) requires that mitigation be conducted in consultation with professional 
paleontologists. If encountered, scientifically significant fossil specimens and associated site records will 
be submitted to the UCMP (Table 5.8-3). 

Table 5.8-3 Agency Contacts for Paleontological Resources 

Issue Agency Contact 

Paleontological Resources 
Documentation and Specimen 
Repository 

UCMP Dr. Patricia Holroyd 
Curator of Vertebrate Paleontology 
1101 Valley Life Sciences Building 
Berkeley, CA 94720-4780 
(510) 642-3733 

 

5.8.7 Permits and Permit Schedule 
No state, county, or city agency requires a paleontological collecting permit to allow for the recovery of 
fossil remains discovered as a result of construction-related earth moving on this project site.  

5.8.8 References 
California Energy Commission (CEC). 2000. Paleontological Resources: in Regulations Pertaining to the 
Rules of Practice and Procedure & Power Plant Site Certification. 

California Energy Commission (CEC). 2007. Paleontologic Resources: in Complete Text of the Energy 
Commission’s Proposed Amendments to the Power Plant Siting Regulations. 

California Geological Survey Staff, 2003, Seismic Hazard Zone Report for the Saticoy 7.5-minute 
quadrangle, Ventura County, California: California Geological Survey, Seismic Hazard Zone Report 066, 
scale 1:24,000. 

California Office of Historic Preservation. 1983. Summary of State/Federal Laws Protecting Cultural 
Resources. 

Dibblee, T.W. and Ehrenspeck, H.E., ed., 1992, Geologic map of the Santa Paula quadrangle, Ventura 
County, California: Dibblee Geological Foundation, Dibblee Foundation Map DF-41, scale 1:24,000. 

Fisk, L. H., and L. A. Spencer. 1994. Highway Construction Projects Have Legal Mandates Requiring 
Protection of Paleontological Resources (fossils). p. 213-225, in Scott F. Burns (editor), Proceedings of 
the 45th Highway Geology Symposium, Portland, Oregon. 

Grant, U. S., IV, and Gale, H. R. 1931. Catalogue of the marine Pliocene and Pleistocene Mollsuca of 
California and adjacent regions: San Diego Society of Natural History Memoirs, v. 1, 1036 p.  

Gutierrez, C. L., S. S> Tan, and K. B. Clahan. 2008. Geologic Map of the Santa Barbara 30’x50’ 
Quadrangle, California. California Geological Survey, scale 1:100,000.  

Harden, Deborah R. 1998. California Geology. Prentice-Hall, Inc., Upper Saddle River, New Jersey. 479 p.  

Marshall, L. G. 1976. Paleontological Salvage and Federal Legislation. Journal of Paleontology. vol. 50, p. 
346-348. 

Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP). 2010. Standard Procedures for the Assessment and Mitigation 
of Adverse Impacts to Paleontological Resources.  

5.8-14 EG1105151020SAC/664043 (MREC_5.8_PALEONTOLOGICAL_RESOURCES_12.02.2015) 

http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/Prodesc/proddesc_63443.htm
http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/Prodesc/proddesc_63443.htm
http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/Prodesc/proddesc_222.htm
http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/Prodesc/proddesc_222.htm


SECTION 5: ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

Tan, S.S. and Irvine, P.J., 2005, Geologic map of the Santa Paula Peak 7.5-minute quadrangle, Ventura 
County, California: A digital database.: California Geological Survey, Preliminary Geologic Maps, scale 
1:24,000. 

Tan, S.S., Clahan, K.B., and Rosinski, A.M., 2004, Geologic map of the Saticoy 7.5-minute quadrangle, 
Ventura County, California: A digital database.: California Geological Survey, Preliminary Geologic Maps, 
scale 1:24,000. 

U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management (BLM). 2009. Assessment and Mitigation 
of Potential Impacts to Paleontological Resources. U.S. Department of the Interior. Instructional 
memorandum 2009-011. Washington, D.C.  

University of California, Berkeley, Museum of Paleontology (UCMP), n.d. About the UCMP collections 
catalog. Web site: http://ucmpdb.berkeley.edu/about.shtml 

Ventura County. 2015. Ventura County General Plan 2015. Ventura County Resource Management 
Agency Planning Division. Ventura, California. http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/plans/general-
plan/ 

Wahrhaftig, Clyde, and J. H. Birman. 1965. The Quaternary of the Pacific mountain system in California. 
In The Quaternary of the United States, edited by H. E. Wright, Jr., and D. G. Frey, pp. 299-340. Princeton 
University Press, New Jersey. 

Winterer, E. L. and D. L. Durham. 1962. Geology of the Southeastern Ventura Basin, Los Angeles County, 
California. United States Geological Survey Professional Paper 334-H. p. 275-366.  

Yeats, R.S. and Rockwell, T.K., 1991, Quaternary geology of the Ventura and Los Angeles basins, 
California: in Quaternary Nonglacial Geology: Conterminous U.S.: Geological Society of America, DNAG v. 
K-2, p. 185-189. 

 

EG1105151020SAC/664043 (MREC_5.8_PALEONTOLOGICAL_RESOURCES_12.02.2015) 5.8-15 

http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/Prodesc/proddesc_78377.htm
http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/Prodesc/proddesc_78377.htm
http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/Prodesc/proddesc_78380.htm
http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/Prodesc/proddesc_78380.htm

	Document.pdf
	Document.pdf
	5.8 Paleontological Resources
	5.8.1 Affected Environment
	5.8.1.1 Physiographic and Geologic Setting
	5.8.1.2 Physiographic and Geologic Setting

	5.8.2 Environmental Analysis
	5.8.2.1 Paleontological Resource Significance Criteria
	5.8.2.2 Paleontological Resource Impact Assessment

	5.8.3 Cumulative Effects
	5.8.4 Mitigation Measures
	5.8.4.1 Project Paleontological Resources Specialist
	5.8.4.2 Construction Personnel Education
	5.8.4.3 Develop and Implement a Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan
	5.8.4.4 Develop a Final Paleontological Resources Report

	5.8.5 Laws, Ordinances, Regulations, and Standards
	5.8.5.1 Federal LORS
	5.8.5.2 State LORS
	5.8.5.3 Local LORS
	5.8.5.4 Professional Standards

	5.8.6 Agencies and Agency Contacts
	5.8.7 Permits and Permit Schedule
	5.8.8 References




<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice





