2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment does not raise an

environmental issue, no further response is required.
Response 11

The comment states that Citizens for Castaic urges the County to maintain the Limited Secondary
Highway designation for all of Sloan Canyon Road and to keep the existing alignment of Sloan Canyon
Road in order to provide the community with the necessary north-south connection, in the most
beneficial location, providing reductions in greenhouse gas emissions and limiting urban sprawl. The

commenter states that this is the result requested by the majority of the community.

The comment regarding greenhouse gas emissions addresses general subject areas, which received
extensive analysis in the Section 3.4, Global Climate Change, of the Revised Draft EIR. The comment does
not raise any specific issue regarding that analysis and, therefore, no more specific response can be
provided or is required. However, the comment will be included as part of the record and made available

to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan.

The remainder of the comment is oriented to the proposed Area Plan, not the Revised Draft EIR, and only
expresses the opinions of the commenter. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because
the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required. Nonetheless, the
following information is provided. The commenter does not provide specifics as to how the designation
of Sloan Canyon Road would preclude a north-south connection in this area or as to how the designation
of Sloan Canyon Road would limit urban sprawl. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of Sloan
Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest
Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element describes
local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include residential
streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation planning at the
General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” Accordingly, if Sloan
Canyon Road were to be considered a local street, it would continue to accommodate north-south access
within the Castaic community. Removal of a Limited Secondary Highway designation does not impede
or eliminate the ability of a local street to provide a connection. Furthermore, development within the
Castaic community will be guided by the proposed Area Plan’s Land Use Policy Map, which designates

the Sloan Canyon area as Rural Land, which precludes development at urban densities.
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KAMALA D. HARRIS State of California
Attorney General DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Letter No. E11

1300 I STREET, SUITE 125
P.0. BOX 944255
SACRAMENTO, CA 94244-2550

Telephone: (916
Facsimile: (916

324-5475

Public: (916) 445-9555
327-2319

E-Mail: susan.durbin@doj.ca.gov

March 17,2011

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Supervising Regional Planner
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Comments of the Attorney General on Recirculated DEIR
Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan, One Valley One Vision

Dear Mr. Glaser:

The Attorney General’s Office provides these comments on the Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (“RDEIR”) prepared by Los Angeles County on the draft Santa
Clarita Valley Area Plan (“Plan”).! The Plan was developed as part of the One Valley, One
Vision (“OVOV?) process as an amendment to the Los Angeles County General Plan, and the
original DEIR was revised and recirculated in response to public comments, including comments
by this office.

The RDEIR updates information and makes mandatory a number of policies that were
not mandatory in the previous DEIR.? In addition, some new policies have been added. We
fully appreciate the County’s responsiveness to our concerns in making these changes.
Unfortunately, even with these changes, the RDEIR does not comply with the California
Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”), as discussed below. It neither provides complete

! The Attorney General submits these comments pursuant to her independent power and duty to
protect the environment and natural resources of the State from pollution, impairment, or
destruction, and in furtherance of the public interest. (See Cal. Const., art. V, § 13; Gov. Code,
§§ 12511, 12600-12612; D’Amico v. Bd. of Medical Examiners (1974) 11 Cal.3d 1, 14-15.)
While this letter sets forth various areas of particular concern, it is not intended, and should not
be construed, as an exhaustive discussion of the RDEIR’s compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act.

2 We attach our comments on the previous DEIR to this letter, and ask that they be included in
the administrative record.

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-1802 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
County of Los Angeles

0112.023

January 2012



Mr. Mitch Glaser
March 17, 2011
Page 2

information about all significant environmental impacts, nor does it adequately describe feasible 2
mitigation to lessen the harm to the environment caused by the OVOV Plan.

The RDEIR Concludes that the Plan Will Increase Air Pollutant Emissions, Worsening an
Already Critical Public Health Threat, But Fails to Discuss and Analyze Feasible
Mitigation

Perhaps the most important environmental impact resulting from the OVOV Plan is
increased air pollution. Although the RDEIR discloses the significant health effects likely to
result from implementation of the Plan, it fails to propose feasible mitigation to address those
effects, as required by CEQA.

The RDEIR shows that a severe, health-threatening air pollution problem already exists
in the Santa Clarita Valley (“Valley”). The Valley is part of the South Coast Air Basin, one of
the most polluted in the nation, and one of only a handful classified as suffering from “extreme”
ozone concentrations.” In 2008 (the last year for which the RDEIR presents data) the Santa
Clarita/Placerita Monitoring Station located in the Valley showed ozone levels exceeding the
health-based federal 8-hour standard on 60 days out of the year, and exceeding the more
stringent California 8-hour standard for a total of 81 days. (RDEIR, p. 3.3-19.) As the RDEIR 4
concedes, exposure to ozone can cause serious decrease in lung functions and increased risk of
death from lung disease. (RDEIR at p. 3.3-13.) Children chronically exposed to ozone
concentrations found in the South Coast Air Basin may suffer life-long damage to their lungs.*
The chief contributors to ozone concentrations in the Valley are nitrogen oxides and
hydrocarbons emitted by cars and trucks. (RDEIR at p. 3.3-10.) As disclosed in the RDEIR, the
build-out of the Plan will roughly double the emissions of both these pollutants® by greatly
increasing the amount of driving in the Valley (RDEIR, pp. 3.3-48, 6.0-11), and as a result, will
significantly worsen an already critical ozone pollution problem.

Likewise, the RDEIR concludes that adoption of the land use decisions proposed in the
OVOV Plan will result in a doubling of particulate matter (commonly referred to as soot)
emissions over existing levels. (RDEIR p. 3.3-48.) As the RDEIR acknowledges, the possible
health effects of exposure to particulate matter include decline in lung function in children and 5
increased risk of premature death from heart or lung disease in the elderly. As with ozone, cars
and trucks are a significant source of these emissions and increased driving will make the
existing problem even worse. (RDEIR, p. 3.3-11.)

While the RDEIR does not present Valley-specific data on toxic air contaminants, it does
state that residents of the South Coast Air Basin as a whole are exposed to levels that pose a risk 6

? Ozone is the main component of what is commonly referred to as smog.

* New England Journal of Medicine, vol. 351, no. 11, pages 1057-1068 (2004).

> The RDEIR shows that the summertime emissions of hydrocarbons will increase by 104
percent, and summertime emissions of nitrogen oxides by 102 percent. (RDEIR, pp. 3.3-48, 6.0-
11.)
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of causing cancer in 12 of every 10,000 persons exposed. (RDEIR, p. 3.3-16.) Several of these
toxic air contaminants, including diesel particulates, benzene, and 1,3-butadiene, are also
“generated mainly from vehicles” (/d), adding yet another health risk exacerbated by increased

driving in the Valley. These facts demonstrate there is an existing need to reduce exposure to
ozone, airborne particulates, and air toxics that result from car and truck emissions.

The RDEIR recognizes that “local governments are responsible for the mitigation of
emissions resulting from land use decisions. . ..” (RDEIR, p. 3.3-33.) Yet, rather than
proposing land use changes that reduce the need to drive in the Valley, the OVOV Plan will
result in a 120 percent increase in existing driving trips, with a total projected increase of
1,800,382 trip ends over what was driven in 2004 (the year for which the RDEIR makes the
comparison). (RDEIR, Appen.3.2, p. B-38.) This 120 percent increase in driving will far
outstrip the 75 percent increase in population expected during the years covered by the Plan.
(RDEIR, pp. 3.3-48-49.) Under the Plan, a total of over three million additional miles would be
traveled in the Valley as a whole. (RDEIR, p. 6.0-23.) The RDEIR correctly concludes that this
increase in driving and its resulting air pollutant emissions “would result in a significant
cumulative air quality impact.” (RDEIR, p. 3.3-49.)

When an EIR makes a finding of significant environmental harm from a project, as it
does here, CEQA requires the public agency carrying out the project to adopt all feasible
mitigation measures to lessen that harm, or to adopt a feasible alternative that will do less
environmental damage. (Pub. Resources Code, §§ 21002, 21081 and 21081.5.) If the public
agency rejects a mitigation measure or alternative as infeasible, the agency must make specific
findings, supported by substantial evidence, that a mitigation measure or alternative is not
feasible. (Pub. Resources Code, §§ 21081 and 21081.5.) Here, the RDEIR does not provide
substantial evidence that all feasible mitigation has been proposed. For example, the RDEIR
relies on a number of measures and policies that it states will reduce air pollution, including air
pollution from cars and trucks, resulting from the OVOV Plan.® However, most of the measures
and policies identified are unenforceable or vague, directing the County only to “promote,”
“encourage,” “support,” or “investigate” various methods to reduce driving, or committing the
County to use the measures only “where feasible” or “where appropriate,” without providing any
criteria for the circumstances under which a measure will be considered “feasible” or
“appropriate.” It is not clear, and the RDEIR does not specify, whether a measure is being
rejected on the basis of technical or economic infeasibility, or both.

Similarly, many measures require only that the County “work with” agencies that do or
may provide transit options, or to “seek” funding or other assistance to provide transportation
options. While many of the listed measures appear well intentioned and might be effective if

8 See, e.g., proposed mitigation measures from the OVOV Land Use Element numbered 1.1.3,
1.2.13,4.43,4.5.4,5.2.3,5.2.4, and 5.2.5; mitigation measures from the Transportation and
Circulation Element numbered 1.1.4, 1.1.12, 1.1.2, 1.2.4,1.2.9, 1.2.11, 3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.1.4, 3.1.5,
3.1.6,3.1.7,3.2.4,4.2.1,5.2.5,5.4.3,6.2.3, 7.1.6, and 7.1.9; and mitigation measures from the
Conservation and Open Space Element numbered 1.5.7, 7.1.2, and 7.1.3

10

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-1804 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
County of Los Angeles

0112.023

January 2012



Mr. Mitch Glaser
March 17, 2011
Page 4

carried out, the RDEIR provides no substantial evidence — often no evidence at all — that they
will be implemented or, if implemented, whether they will be effective at reducing vehicle miles
traveled .” The RDEIR also fails to provide substantial evidence that it is infeasible to make
these non-enforceable measures binding and enforceable.® As it concedes, even if all the
mitigation in the RDEIR is adopted, increases in air pollution from the OVOV Plan will remain
significant. _
Faced with the conclusion that the serious public health threat from air pollution in the
Valley will be exacerbated under the OVOV Plan, and with the finding that the mitigation
proposed will not reduce impacts to insignificant levels, the County is obliged under CEQA to
adopt additional measures that are enforceable or, alternatively, to provide substantial evidence
that additional measures are infeasible. The RDEIR does neither.
While the OVOV Plan Substantially Increases Greenhouse Gas Emissions, the RDEIR
Defers Mitigation of this Impact to a Future, Undefined Climate Action Plan

Although the RDEIR estimates that GHG emissions will increase over existing
emissions in the OVOV Plan area by 1,848,400 metric tons per year at full build out of the Plan,
(RDEIR, p. 3.4-45), the RDEIR contains no overall plan to reduce GHG emissions. Because the
RDEIR finds the GHG impacts of the OVOV Plan to be “potentially significant” (RDEIR, p. 3.4-
139), the County is obligated to provide mitigation. Instead, the RDEIR — just like the DEIR it
revises — chiefly promises that the County will have a Climate Action Plan (“CAP”) in place 18
months from whatever date the OVOV Plan is adopted. Rather than giving a detailed outline of
what the CAP will contain, however, the RDEIR only provides a half-page description of the
very general areas the CAP will address. (RDEIR, p. 3.3-70.) Most importantly, the RDEIR
provides no binding emissions reduction targets or other performance criteria that the CAP must
meet. Providing such reduction goals and performance criteria, depending on their level of
detail, could sufficiently satisfy the County’s duty to mitigate the increase in GHG emissions
from the OVOV Plan (Sacramento Old City Ass’n v. City Council (1991) 229 Cal.App.3d 1011,
1020-1021), but the RDEIR lacks either a CAP itself or any binding criteria or goals that the
CAP is required to meet. Accordingly, the RDEIR lacks adequate mitigation to satisfy CEQA.
While the County’s Green Building Program is a positive accomplishment, and presumably
contributes to the lowered estimate of GHG emissions in the RDEIR over the original DEIR, the
RDEIR still shows a significant increase in such emissions at a time when they must be reduced
to meet California’s emission reduction and climate change objectives. CEQA requires that the
County adopt all feasible mitigation measures for GHG emissions. It has not yet done so.

7 For example, CalTrans has made clear that some of the freeway improvements that the Traffic
Study relies on in its analysis are not funded and that there is no assurance that they will be
funded. (CalTrans response to Notice of [EIR] Preparation, dated September 15, 2008; see, also,
RDEIR at Appen, 3.2, p. 4-35.)

% Our office has previously provided the County with multiple examples of feasible mitigation
measures, and of general plans, such as the Yolo County plan, that use such measures to reduce
vehicle miles traveled.

10

11

12
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The RDEIR Is Not an Adequate Environmental Disclosure Document, Because it Fails to
Provide Full Information about Housing, Particularly Affordable Housing

CEQA requires transparency as to governmental decisions that can harm the
environment. As the California Supreme Court held in Laurel Heights Improvement Ass’n v.
Regents of the University of California (1989) 47 Cal.3d 376, 392, “the EIR . . . is a document of
accountability” for the public officials who certify it. It must make full disclosure of all
significant environmental harm that may result from the project being considered. Despite the
revisions, the RDEIR still does not comply with this bedrock requirement of CEQA with respect
to the impacts of new housing and suburban sprawl.

To attempt to curb sprawl and reduce air pollution and GHG emissions in the OVOV
area, the RDEIR identifies various “smart growth” strategies and requirements to be applied to
new housing developments. The RDEIR, however, fails to provide sufficient information to
allow the public to assess the potential effectiveness of these measures. For example, the RDEIR
does not tell the public or the decision makers how many new dwelling units remain to be built
within the land use projections in the OVOV Plan, and how many already have their planning
approvals. Instead, the RDEIR shows that of the 84,000 total dwelling units that the OVOV Plan
allows in the unincorporated County portion of the Valley at full build out, 56,500 either are
already built, or have already received their permits but are not yet built. This leaves a total of
27,500 units still allowable. Of those remaining allowable units, the RDEIR says that “several
thousand dwelling units were the subject of pending land use applications” in 2008, when
preparation of the EIR began. (RDEIR, p. 3.19-2.) Despite having revised the DEIR, and
therefore having the opportunity to update it, the County has not provided an estimate of how
many of these “several thousand” additional dwelling units have been entitled since 2008,
specified where those entitled units are located, or identified how many units remain within the
OVOV allowable total to which the “smart growth” mitigation may be applied. This is crucial
information that would allow the public and the Board of Supervisors to understand how much
or how little flexibility there is to apply smart growth techniques to new housing developments,
and to use such techniques to attempt to curb low-density sprawl and increased driving in the
County’s portion of the Valley. This failure to fully describe the significant environmental
impacts severely undercuts the RDEIR’s ability to provide adequate mitigation for those impacts,
as required by CEQA.

Another example of the lack of adequate information in the RDEIR concerns affordable
housing and commuting patterns. Policies that promote the location of affordable housing near
jobs and other destinations can significantly affect the environment and public health. While,
the RDEIR discloses that about half the employed people in the Valley commute out of the
Valley to their jobs (RDEIR, p. 3.19-2), it fails to provide the same information as to the number

14

15

16

of people who live outside the Valley but commute into the Valley to work there. It also does

17

not perform an analysis to determine whether increasing the amount of affordable housing in the
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Valley might allow more commuters to both live and work in the Valley, and thus drive less. ’
The RDEIR does set out the number of units of moderate, low and very low income housing that
the County must provide County-wide to meet its Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA),

but it does not provide an estimate of the percentage of the RHNA the County plans to meet in 18
the Valley, or how it plans to meet it. This information is crucial to determining whether all

feasible mitigation has been adopted for the air pollution and greenhouse gas impacts from the
OVOV Plan, and should be provided to ensure CEQA compliance.

We understand that significant effort has gone into the development of the RDEIR and 19
we appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments. To discuss further, please contact the

undersigned.

Sincerely,

SUSAN L. DURBIN
Deputy Attorney General

For KAMALA D. HARRIS
Attorney General

Enc.

? See, for example, the recently issued report from the Non-Profit Housing Association of
Northern California, Miles From Home, as an example of an analysis of the association between
provision of adequate affordable housing and increased driving.
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Letter No. E11 Letter from State of California, Department of Justice: Attorney General,
March 17, 2011

Response 1
This comment is an introduction to comments that follow. No further response is required.
Response 2

The comment states that while the County has revised and added additional policies that reflect the
Department of Justice’s (DOJ) previously submitted comment, the revisions do not comply with CEQA
(as discussed in forthcoming comments), nor does the Revised Draft EIR describe meaningful mitigation

measures.

The comment is prefatory and provides no specific details regarding alleged noncompliance with CEQA,
only expressing general opinions of the commenter regarding adequacy of the Revised Draft EIR. The
comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final
decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental

issue, no further response is required.
Response 3

The comment states that while Revised Draft EIR discloses the significant health effects likely to result
from implementation of the proposed Area Plan, it fails to propose feasible mitigation to address those
effects. Section 3.3, Air Quality of the Revised Draft EIR includes a mitigation framework that would
require the implementation of mitigation measures during construction and operation of development
project implemented under the proposed Area Plan. The mitigation framework is provided on pages

3.3-82 through 3.3-86.

In November 2004, the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) prepared a subregional
analysis for the Santa Clarita Valley (Valley), which includes areas within the City of Santa Clarita and
areas within unincorporated Los Angeles County.3* (See Appendix F3.3) The subregional analysis
indicated that the Valley’s air quality is more greatly influenced by pollutant emissions transported into
the Valley from areas to the south than by pollutant emissions generated in the Valley itself. The
overwhelming contribution of pollution transport to the Valley comes from the San Fernando Valley and
metropolitan Los Angeles. The major daytime wind vectors are from the south and upwind emission
source areas. Additionally, field studies have confirmed the prevalent transport route through the
Newhall Pass by tracing the northward movement of inert tracer gases released in the Metropolitan Los

Angeles areas. As an example, the City of Santa Clarita is a relatively small contributor to the total

34 South Coast Air Basin, Santa Clarita Subregional Analysis, (2004).
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emissions of the key pollutants in both Los Angeles County and the South Coast Air Basin as a whole.
The report indicates that across the board, the emissions are typically less than 3 percent of the County

total and 2 percent of the South Coast Air Basin total.

Despite the fact that the SCAQMD has determined that the Santa Clarita Valley’s air quality is more
greatly influenced by pollutant emissions transported into the Valley, the Revised Draft EIR and the
Revised Final EIR requires that all implementing projects under the proposed Area Plan mitigate
construction-related emissions, particularly fugitive dust and diesel emissions, the latter of which
generally has the greatest adverse impact on human health during construction. The Revised Draft EIR
and the Revised Final EIR requires that projects develop a Construction Traffic Emission Management
Plan to minimize emissions from motor vehicles including, but not limited to, scheduling truck deliveries
to avoid peak hour traffic conditions, consolidating truck deliveries, and prohibiting truck idling in
excess of 5 minutes. The Revised Draft EIR and the Revised Final EIR also requires that implementing
projects develop a Construction Emission Management Plan to minimize construction-related emissions
from heavy-duty equipment and construction activities. The Construction Emission Management Plan
requires measures recommended by the SCAQMD that would control fugitive dust and reduce
combustion emissions, especially from diesel-fueled equipment. In particular, the Plan requires that off-
road heavy-duty diesel equipment comply with increasingly stringent emission standards that have been
adopted by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and emission control devices, such as

CARB-verified diesel particulate filters.

With regards to operation, the Revised Draft EIR and the Revised Final EIR requires that implementing
projects mitigate operational-related emissions by meeting specified building standards and that
implementing projects undergo specific project-level environmental review if certain land use planning
considerations are met based on the recommendations in CARB’s guidance document, Air Quality and
Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective (April, 2005). The mitigation measures would require
that all implementing residential and commercial projects under the proposed Area Plan meet the
standard set in the County of Los Angeles Green Building Program. With regards to the
recommendations in CARB’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook, the Revised Draft EIR and the Revised
Final EIR requires that implementing projects where sensitive receptors are located within specified
screening distances conduct a project-level health risk assessment. The screening distances are
recommended by CARB and serve as a general guideline, not a regulatory requirement, for lead agencies.
The proposed Area Plan itself serves as a guideline for future development in the region and does not
request approval to develop or construct specific projects. However, future projects of a certain type that
may be proposed for implementation within the unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley would be required

by the Revised Draft EIR and the Revised Final EIR to consider and evaluate the potential health effects
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on sensitive receptors located within the screening distances. It should be noted that additional
mitigation measures with regards to land use planning considerations have been included in 3.3, Air
Quality revisions, in Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages, per Comment Letter C4 from the SCAQMD,

as follows:

3.3-10 Prior to implementing project approval, tract maps and other sensitive uses located
within 1,000 feet of a distribution center (that accommodates more than 100 trucks per
day, more than 40 trucks with operating transport refrigeration units [TRUs] per day, or
where TRU unit operations exceed 300 hours per week) shall be required to conduct a

health risk assessment.

3.3-11 Prior to implementing project approval, tract maps and other sensitive uses located

within 1,000 feet of a chrome plater shall be required to conduct a health risk assessment.

3.3-12 Prior to implementing project approval, tract maps and other sensitive uses located
within 300 feet of any dry cleaning operation shall be required to conduct a health risk

assessment.

3.3-13 Prior to implementing project approval, tract maps and other sensitive uses located
within 300 feet of a large gas station (defined as a facility with a throughput of 3.6 million

gallons per year or greater) shall be required to conduct a health risk assessment.

3.3-14 Prior to implementing project approval, tract maps, and other sensitive uses located
immediately downwind of petroleum refineries shall be required to conduct a health risk

assessment.

These additional mitigation measures included in the Revised Final EIR were added to incorporate all
applicable CARB recommendations in its Air Quality and Land Use Handbook. Also, see Responses 4 and 8
below for a further explanation of how the proposed Area Plan may increase the jobs/housing balance,
which in turn reduces vehicle miles traveled by approximately 12 percent. The increase in average daily

trips by 120 percent would indicate a greater number of much shorter trips.
Response 4

In reference to various portions of the Revised Draft EIR, the commenter states that build out of the
proposed Area Plan will result in a roughly doubling of emissions of two significant pollutants by greatly
increasing the amount of driving in the Santa Clarita Valley, and as a result, will significantly worsen an

already critical ozone pollution problem. The comment expresses the interpretations and opinions of the

commenter.
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The commenter should note that the portions of the Revised Draft EIR cited do not factor in all relevant
mitigation measures of the County’s proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan (both of
which were developed through the joint OVOV planning effort), nor do they include air quality
improvements from mandated energy reduction requirements of an updated Title 24, which was adopted
after the Revised Draft EIR analysis was prepared. The summary of average daily trip generation totals
by land use found on page 38 of the OVOV Traffic Study (Appendix B of the Revised Draft EIR) informs
this response further as it suggests an improved jobs/housing balance in the Santa Clarita Valley as a
result of build out of the County’s proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan. The
increase demonstrated in retail, office, and industrial average daily trips may explain the 120 percent
increase in trip ends compared to a 75 percent increase in estimated population growth. For additional

information, see Response 8 below.

Historical ozone concentrations in the South Coast Air Basin have declined substantially according to
data provided by the SCAQMD. In 1990, the maximum 1-hour ozone level was 0.33 and the maximum
8-hour ozone level was 0.194, and the number of days with health advisories and Stage 1 episode smog
alerts was 107 and 41 days, respectively. In 2010, the maximum 1-hour ozone level was 0.143 and the
maximum 8-hour ozone level was 0.123. There were no days with health advisories or Stage 1 episode
smog alerts anywhere in the South Coast Air Basin in 2010 (the first time this has happened since ozone
records are available from 1976).35 Based on the historical data presented above, it is reasonable to
consider that future growth does not necessarily result in more severe health impacts from air pollution
and that implementation of policies that manage and reduce air pollution, such as policies developed by
the SCAQMD and policies in the proposed Area Plan, can be effective at minimizing and reducing air

quality health impacts.
Response 5

The comment states that the Revised Draft EIR concludes that adoption of the land use decisions
proposed in the proposed Area Plan would result in particulate matter and ozone emissions that exceed
existing amounts. The comment also states that the Revised Draft EIR acknowledges the possible health

effects of exposure to particulate matter.

As indicated in Response 4, the emissions presented in the Revised Draft EIR do not factor in all relevant
mitigation measures of the County’s proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed Area Plan (both of
which were developed through the joint OVOV planning effort), nor do they include air quality

improvements from mandated energy reduction requirements of an updated Title 24, which was adopted

35 South Coast Air Quality Management District, “Historical Ozone Air Quality Trends: Ozone, 1976-2010,”
http://www.aqmd.gov/smog/o3trend.html. 2011.

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-1811 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
0112.023 County of Los Angeles
January 2012



2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

after the Revised Draft EIR analysis was prepared. Also as indicated in Response 4, ozone levels have
substantially declined in the South Coast Air Basin and that future growth does not necessarily result in
more severe health impacts from air pollution. In fact, historical data from the SCAQMD shows that
ozone levels have steadily declined such that there were no days with health advisories or Stage 1 smog
alerts in 2010, the first time this has happened since ozone records are available from 1976. Historical data
also indicates that particulate matter levels have declined from 93 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m?) in
the Santa Clarita Valley in 1990 to 40 ug/m? in 2010.36 Therefore, while air pollution in Santa Clarita
Valley is an important health concern, growth does not necessarily result in more severe health impacts
from air pollution and implementation of policies that manage and reduce air pollution, such as policies
developed by the SCAQMD and policies in the proposed Area Plan, can be effective at minimizing and

reducing air quality health impacts.
Response 6

The comment states that while the Revised Draft EIR does not present data concerning toxic air
contaminants (TACs) that is specific to the Santa Clarita Valley (Valley), it does state that the residents of
the South Coast Air Basin as a whole are exposed to levels that pose a risk of causing cancer in 12 of every
10,000 persons exposed (1,200 in 1 million). The comment also states that several of these TACs are
generated mainly from vehicles, adding yet another health risk exacerbated by increased driving in the

Valley.

As indicated in Response 3, the SCAQMD determined that the overwhelming contribution of pollution
transport to the Santa Clarita Valley comes from the San Fernando Valley and metropolitan Los Angeles
and that emissions in the Santa Clarita Valley are typically less than 3 percent of the County total and
2 percent of the South Coast Air Basin total. See Response 3 for a discussion of the 2004 SCAQMD Santa
Clarita Valley subregional analysis and Appendix F3.3.

While air pollution in Santa Clarita Valley is an important health concern, data from the SCAQMD
indicates that TAC concentrations are generally lower in the Santa Clarita Valley than in the South Coast
Air Basin at large. Based on data from the SCAQMD Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study III (MATES III),
model estimated carcinogenic risk in the OVOV Planning Area (which includes the City of Santa Clarita
as well as the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley) ranges from a high of about 620 in
1 million near the intersection of Interstate 5 and State Route 14 to less than 100 in 1 million near the
Ventura County border (refer to the SCAQMD website: http://www2.aqmd.gov/webappl/matesiii/).
Therefore, the carcinogenic risk in the Santa Clarita Valley is lower than the risk in the South Coast Air

Basin as a whole. Consequently, the proposed Area Plan’s increase in local business, office, and industrial

36 California Air Resources Board, “iADAM Air Quality Data Statistics,” http://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/. 2011.
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uses will enable greater numbers of Santa Clarita Valley residents to commute less to the more distant
and heavily polluted areas of the South Coast Basin and will retain business and employment

opportunities within the less polluted Santa Clarita Valley.

Response 7

The comment states that the increase in emissions associated with buildout of the proposed Area Plan
demonstrates there is an existing need to reduce exposure to ozone, airborne particulates, and air toxics

that result from car and truck emissions.

As indicated in Response 3, the SCAQMD determined that the overwhelming contribution of pollution
transport to the Santa Clarita Valley comes from the San Fernando Valley and metropolitan Los Angeles
and that emissions in the Santa Clarita Valley are typically less than 3 percent of the County total and 2
percent of the South Coast Air Basin total. See Response 3 for a discussion of the 2004 SCAQMD Santa
Clarita Valley subregional analysis. Nonetheless, air pollution remains a concern in the Santa Clarita
Valley. Therefore, the proposed Area Plan contains goals, objectives, and policies that would reduce
criteria pollutant emissions and reduce exposure to ozone, airborne particulates, and air toxics that result
from car and truck emissions. The SCAQMD provides a list of suggested General Plan policies that
would reduce air quality impacts. These suggested policies are provided in the SCAQMD’s Guidance
Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning (May 2005). According to the
SCAQMD’s guidance document, “[t]he suggested policies and strategies are intended to guide land use
planners in developing approaches tailored to their community that reduce exposure to source-specific
air pollution and lower the health risk associated with cumulative air pollution impacts.” The following
table lists the suggested SCAQMD policies in the left-hand column. The right hand column provides a list
of key policies in the proposed Area Plan that are similar or would achieve similar benefits as the

SCAQMD suggested policies.
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Table 4

List of SCAQMD Suggested General Plan Policies and
Related OVOV Proposed Area Plan Policies

SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

Minimize exposure of sensitive receptors and sites to health risks related to air pollution.

AQ 1.1.1: Develop mapping and inventory resources to
identify sensitive receptors and sources of air pollution.

Policy LU 1.1.1: Where appropriate, protect mountains and
foothills surrounding the Valley floor from urban development
by designating these areas as Open Space or Rural Land on the
Land Use Map.

Policy LU 1.1.6: Preserve the rural lifestyle in canyons and
low-density, outlying areas of the Santa Clarita Valley, through
designating these areas as Rural Land on the Land Use Map
where appropriate.

Policy LU 1.1.7: Preserve and protect important agricultural
resources, including farmland and grazing land, through
designating these areas as Rural Land on the Land Use Map
where appropriate.

Policy LU 2.1.2: On the Land Use Map, integrate land use
designations in a manner that promotes healthy, walkable
communities, by providing an appropriate mix of residential
and service uses in proximity to one another.

Policy LU 2.1.4: Adopt a compatible set of land use
designations between the County and City of Santa Clarita for
land in the Santa Clarita Valley, to be implemented through
standards and zones applied by each agency to ensure
compatibility with the character of each area and with the
goals of the County’s Area Plan and the City’s General Plan.

Policy LU 7.7.1: Maintain a suitable distance and/or provide
buffering to separate aggregate mining and processing
activities from nearby residential uses and other uses with
sensitive receptors to noise and airborne emissions.

Policy CO 1.6.2: Use Geographic Information Systems,
modeling, and other tools to indicate the locations of natural
systems, such as floodplain and floodway areas, oak tree
woodlands, Significant Ecological Areas, and plant and animal
species habitat.

Objective CO 7.2: Apply guidelines to protect sensitive
receptors from sources of air pollution as developed by the
California Air Resources Board (CARB), where appropriate.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 1.1.2: Consider environmental justice issues as they are
related to potential health impacts associated with air pollution
and ensure that all land use decisions, including enforcement
actions, are made in an equitable fashion to protect residents,
regardless of age, culture, ethnicity, gender, race,
socioeconomic status, or geographic location from the health
effects of air pollution.

Policy LU 3.1.1: On the Land Use Map, designate adequate
land for residential use at various densities to provide a mix of
housing opportunities for all segments of the population,
including attached, detached, senior, and mixed-use housing
types, which are consistent with community character and
meet the region’s housing goals.

Policy LU 8.1.2: Implement a master plan for trails throughout
the Santa Clarita Valley to serve all residents.

Policy LU 8.1.3: Implement a master plan for parks, with
special focus on provision of additional playfields for youth
sports in locations accessible to underserved neighborhoods.

Policy LU 8.1.4: Ensure that an adequate and diverse supply of
child care facilities and services is available to parents who live
and/or work in the Santa Clarita Valley, by promoting child
care facilities in commercial and residential areas subject to the
provisions of the County Zoning Ordinance.

AQ 1.1.3: Encourage site plan designs to provide the
appropriate setbacks and/or design features that reduce TAC
at the source.

Objective CO 7.2: Apply guidelines to protect sensitive
receptors from sources of air pollution as developed by the
California Air Resources Board (CARB), where appropriate.

Policy CO 7.2.1: Ensure adequate spacing of sensitive land
uses from the following sources of air pollution: high traffic
freeways and roads; distribution centers; truck stops; chrome
plating facilities; dry cleaners using perchloroethylene; and
large gas stations, as recommended by CARB.

Policy C 2.4.2: Establish adequate setbacks from major and
secondary highways for sensitive receptors and sensitive uses,
so0 as to minimize adverse impacts on these individuals and
uses from noise and air pollution caused by truck traffic.

AQ 1.1.4: Encourage the applicants for sensitive land uses (e.g.,
residences, schools, daycare centers, playgrounds and medical
facilities) to incorporate design features (e.g., pollution
prevention, pollution reduction, barriers, landscaping,
ventilation systems, or other measures) in the planning process
to minimize the potential impacts of air pollution on sensitive
receptors.

Policy LU 7.7.1: Maintain a suitable distance and/or provide
buffering to separate aggregate mining and processing
activities from nearby residential uses and other uses with
sensitive receptors to noise and airborne emissions.

Policy CO 1.4.1: In cooperation with other appropriate
agencies, identify pollution sources and adopt strategies to
reduce emissions into air and water bodies.

Objective CO 7.2: Apply guidelines to protect sensitive
receptors from sources of air pollution as developed by the
California Air Resources Board (CARB), where appropriate.

Policy CO 7.2.1: Ensure adequate spacing of sensitive land
uses from the following sources of air pollution: high traffic
freeways and roads; distribution centers; truck stops; chrome
plating facilities; dry cleaners using perchloroethylene; and
large gas stations, as recommended by CARB.

Policy C 2.4.2: Establish adequate setbacks from major and
secondary highways for sensitive receptors and sensitive uses,
so0 as to minimize adverse impacts on these individuals and
uses from noise and air pollution caused by truck traffic.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 1.1.5: Promote and support mixed-use land patterns that
allow the integration of retail, office, institutional and
residential uses. Consult with the AQMD when siting new
facilities with dust, odors, or TAC emissions to avoid siting
those facilities near sensitive receptors and avoid siting
sensitive receptors near sources of air pollution.

Policy LU 1.1.5: Increase infill development and re-use of
underutilized sites within and adjacent to developed urban
areas to achieve maximum benefit from existing infrastructure
and minimize loss of open space, through redesignation of
vacant sites for higher density and mixed usewhere
appropriate.

Policy LU 1.2.13: Encourage use of the Specific Plan process to
plan for cohesive, vibrant, pedestrian-oriented communities
with mixed uses, access to public transit, and opportunities for
living and working within the same community.

Policy LU 7.7.1: Maintain a suitable distance and/or provide
buffering to separate aggregate mining and processing
activities from nearby residential uses and other uses with
sensitive receptors to noise and airborne emissions.

Objective CO 7.2: Apply guidelines to protect sensitive
receptors from sources of air pollution as developed by the
California Air Resources Board (CARB), where appropriate.

Policy CO 7.2.1: Ensure adequate spacing of sensitive land
uses from the following sources of air pollution: high traffic
freeways and roads; distribution centers; truck stops; chrome
plating facilities; dry cleaners using perchloroethylene; and
large gas stations, as recommended by CARB.

AQ 1.1.6: Consider cumulative air quality impacts from both
existing and new projects when making siting decisions.

Policy C 1.3.2: Through trip reduction strategies and emphasis
on multi-modal transportation options, contribute to achieving
the air quality goals of the South Coast Air Quality
Management District Air Quality Management Plan.

Policy CO 7.3.1: Coordinate with local, regional, state, and
federal agencies to develop and implement regional air quality
policies and programs.

AQ 1.1.7: Facilitate communication among residents,
businesses and the AQMD to quickly resolve air pollution
nuisance complaints. Distribute information to advise
residents on how to register a complaint with AQMD
(AQMD'’s “Cut Smog” program).

No related policy in the proposed Area Plan policy. However,
the Los Angeles County website (Residents portal,
Environment section) provides a link to the SCAQMD website.

AQ 1.1.8: The owners of new developments that have the
potential to emit air pollutants that would impact sensitive
receptors are required, during the early stages of the business
license, development or conditional use permit processes, to
notify residents and businesses adjacent to the proposed site
prior to starting construction. However, potential business and
resident occupants newly locating near sites that may impact
sensitive receptors should be encouraged to inquire through
their local government or the AQMD about the air quality
emissions from such sites.

The Revised Draft EIR contains mitigation measures that
would require, prior to implementing project approval, that
applicants conduct a localized significance thresholds analysis
as part of a public environmental review process. Refer to 3.3,
Air Quality revisions in Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages,
for a full list of the mitigation measures.

AQ 1.1.9: Consider all feasible alternatives to minimize
emissions from diesel equipment (e.g., trucks, construction
equipment, and generators).

No related policy in the proposed Area Plan. However, the
Revised Draft EIR contains mitigation measures that would
require construction equipment to meet stringent emissions
standards including the use of diesel particulate filters that
meet CARB’s Level 2 or 3 verification standards. Refer to 3.3,
Air Quality revisions in Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages,
for a full list of the mitigation measures.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 1.1.10: Actively participate in decisions on the siting or
expansion of facilities or land uses (e.g., freeway expansions),
to ensure the inclusion of air quality mitigation measures.

Policy CO 1.4.1: In cooperation with other appropriate
agencies, identify pollution sources and adopt strategies to
reduce emissions into air and water bodies.

Policy C 3.1.1: In evaluating new development projects,
require trip reduction measures as feasible to relieve
congestion and reduce air pollution from vehicle emissions.

AQ 1.1.11: Where decisions on land use may result in
emissions of air contaminants that pose significant health risks,
consider options, including possible relocation, recycling,
redevelopment, rezoning, process changes, incentive
programs, and other types of measures.

Policy LU 2.1.2: On the Land Use Map, integrate land use
designations in a manner that promotes healthy, walkable
communities, by providing an appropriate mix of residential
and service uses in proximity to one another.

Policy LU 2.1.4: Adopt a compatible set of land use
designations between the County and City of Santa Clarita for
land in the Santa Clarita Valley, to be implemented through
standards and zones applied by each agency to ensure
compatibility with the character of each area and with the
goals of the County’s Area Plan and the City’s General Plan.

Policy LU 7.7.1: Maintain a suitable distance and/or provide
buffering to separate aggregate mining and processing
activities from nearby residential uses and other uses with
sensitive receptors to noise and airborne emissions.

Objective CO 7.2: Apply guidelines to protect sensitive
receptors from sources of air pollution as developed by the
California Air Resources Board (CARB), where appropriate.

Policy CO 7.2.1: Ensure adequate spacing of sensitive land
uses from the following sources of air pollution: high traffic
freeways and roads; distribution centers; truck stops; chrome
plating facilities; dry cleaners using perchloroethylene; and
large gas stations, as recommended by CARB.

Policy C 2.4.2: Establish adequate setbacks from major and
secondary highways for sensitive receptors and sensitive uses,
so0 as to minimize adverse impacts on these individuals and
uses from noise and air pollution caused by truck traffic.

Reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled associated with land use patterns.

AQ 1.2.1: For planned high density and mixed-use
developments, project proponents should consult with the
local transit agency and incorporate all appropriate and
feasible transit amenities into the plans.

Policy LU 1.2.13: Encourage use of the Specific Plan process to
plan for cohesive, vibrant, pedestrian-oriented communities
with mixed uses, access to public transit, and opportunities for
living and working within the same community.

Policy LU 5.1.3: Ensure that adequate bus turnouts, served by
walkways and comfortable, safe, and convenient waiting
facilities, are provided for transit users within residential,
shopping, and business developments.

Policy C 1.2.3: Require that new commercial and industrial
development provide walkway connections to public
sidewalks and transit stops-where-available.

Policy C 3.3.4: Within transit-oriented development projects,
provide incentives such as higher floor area ratio and/or lower
parking requirements for commercial development that
provides transit and ride-share programs.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 1.2.2: Establish a Mixed-Use Zoning District that offers
incentives to mixed-use developments.

Policy LU 1.1.5: Increase infill development and re-use of
underutilized sites within and adjacent to developed urban
areas to achieve maximum benefit from existing infrastructure
and minimize loss of open space, through redesignation of
vacant sites for higher density and mixed userwhere
appropriate.

Policy LU 1.2.13: Encourage use of the Specific Plan process to
plan for cohesive, vibrant, pedestrian-oriented communities
with mixed uses, access to public transit, and opportunities for
living and working within the same community.

Policy C 1.2.6: Provide flexible standards for parking and
roadway design in transit-oriented development areas to

promote transit use~where-appropriate.

Policy C 3.3.4: Within transit-oriented development projects,
provide incentives such as higher floor area ratio and/or lower
parking requirements for commercial development that
provides transit and ride-share programs.

Part 18 of Chapter 22.52.0f the County of Los Angeles Zoning
Code facilitates the establishment of, and ensures the
compatibility of, residential and commercial uses within
vertical mixed-use developments by allowing such uses in
certain commercial zones with appropriate development
limitations and standards, and to streamline the permitting
procedure for such uses. Joint live and work units may occupy
portions of buildings designed for mixed-use developments.

AQ 1.2.3: Encourage through the land use entitlement process
or business regulation, design of commercial and residential
areas to foster pedestrian circulation.

Policy LU 1.2.13: Encourage use of the Specific Plan process to
plan for cohesive, vibrant, pedestrian-oriented communities
with mixed uses, access to public transit, and opportunities for
living and working within the same community.

Policy LU 2.3.5: Mixed-use developments shall be designed to
create a pedestrian-scale environment through appropriate
street and sidewalk widths, block lengths, relationship of
buildings to streets, and use of public spaces.

Policy LU 3.2.2: In planning residential neighborhoods, include
pedestrian linkages, landscaped parkways with sidewalks, and
separated trails for pedestrians and bicycleswhere

Policy LU 5.1.2: Require connectivity between walkways and
bikeways serving neighborhoods and nearby commercial
areas, schools, parks, and other supporting services and
facilities.

Policy LU 5.1.3: Ensure that adequate bus turnouts, served by
walkways and comfortable, safe, and convenient waiting
facilities, are provided for transit users within residential,
shopping, and business developments.

Policy LU 5.2.2: Provide for location of neighborhood
commercial uses in proximity to the neighborhoods they serve,
to encourage cycling and walking to local stores.

Policy C 1.2.5: In mixed-use projects, require compact
development and a mix of land uses to locate housing,
workplaces, and services within walking or bicycling distance
of each other.

Policy C 1.2.7: In pedestrian-oriented areas, provide a highly
connected circulation grid with relatively small blocks to
encourage walking.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 1.2.4: Adopt and implement zoning codes that encourage
community centers, telecommuting programs, and home-
based businesses.

Policy LU 3.1.3: Promote opportunities for live-work units to
accommodate residents with home-based businesses.

Policy LU 4.5.3: Promote the inclusion of state-of-the-art
technology within business complexes for telecommunications,
heating and cooling, water and energy conservation, and other
similar design features.

Policy LU 4.5.4: Encourage the provision of support services
for employees within business park areas, such as dining and
personal services where appropriate, to reduce vehicle trips
and promote pedestrian-friendly work environments.

Policy C 3.1.2: Promote home-based businesses and live-work
units as a means of reducing home-to-work trips.

Policy C 3.1.3: Promote the use of flexible work schedules and
telecommuting to reduce home to work trips.

AQ 1.2.5: Create opportunities to receive State transportation
funds by adopting incentives (e.g., an expedited review
process) for planning and implementing infill development
projects within urbanized areas that include job centers and
clean transportation nodes (e.g., preparation of “transit
village” plans).

Policy LU 1.1.5: Increase infill development and re-use of
underutilized sites within and adjacent to developed urban
areas to achieve maximum benefit from existing infrastructure
and minimize loss of open space, through redesignation of
vacant sites for higher density and mixed usewhezre
appropriate.

Policy LU 1.2.13: Encourage use of the Specific Plan process to
plan for cohesive, vibrant, pedestrian-oriented communities
with mixed uses, access to public transit, and opportunities for
living and working within the same community.

Policy C 1.2.6: Provide flexible standards for parking and
roadway design in transit-oriented development areas to

promote transit use-where-appropriate.

Policy C 3.3.4: Within transit-oriented development projects,
provide incentives such as higher floor area ratio and/or lower
parking requirements for commercial development that
provides transit and ride-share programs.

AQ 1.2.6: Collaborate with local, regional, state, and federal
agencies to create incentives for “job/housing opportunity
zones,” to promote housing in job-rich areas and jobs in
housing-rich areas.

Policy LU 4.2.1: Pursue business attraction and expansion
programs for clean industries that provide job opportunities
for local residents, particularly in the areas of
film/entertainment, biotechnology, aerospace, and technology.

Policy LU 4.2.2: Achieve a balanced ratio of jobs to housing
through business expansion and economic development
programs, with a goal of at least 1.5 jobs per household.

AQ 1.2.7: Design safe and efficient vehicle access to
commercial land uses from arterial streets to ensure efficient
vehicular ingress and egress.

Policy C 1.1.3: Work with local and regional agencies and
employers to promote an integrated, seamless transportation
system that meets access needs, including local and regional
bus service, dial-a-ride, taxis, rail, van pools, car pools, bus
pools, bicycling, walking, and automobiles.

Policy C 2.5.2: Ensure that new development is provided with
adequate emergency and/or secondary access for purposes of
evacuation and emergency response; require two points of
ingress and egress for every subdivision or phase thereof,
except as otherwise approved for small subdivisions where
physical constraints preclude a second access point.

Policy C 5.1.2: For private gated communities, require the
developer to accommodate bus access through the entry gate,
or provide bus waiting facilities at the project entry with
pedestrian connections to residential streets, where
appropriate.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 1.2.8: Locate public facilities and services so that they
further enhance job creation opportunities.

Policy LU 4.2.1: Pursue business attraction and expansion
programs for clean industries that provide job opportunities
for local residents, particularly in the areas of
film/entertainment, biotechnology, aerospace, and technology.

Policy LU 4.2.2: Achieve a balanced ratio of jobs to housing
through business expansion and economic development
programs, with a goal of at least 1.5 jobs per household.

AQ 1.2.9: Ensure that development projects and zoning codes
create the maximum opportunity for the use of bicycles as an
alternative work transportation mode.

Policy C 5.2.5: Complementary transportation modes should
be interconnected at intermodal transit centers, including
provisions for bicycles on buses, bicycle parking at transit
centers, and park-and-ride at transit stops.

Policy C 6.2.1: Require bicycle parking, which can include
bicycle lockers and sheltered areas at commercial sites and
multi-family housing complexes for use by employees and
residents, as well as customers and visitors.

Policy C 6.2.2: Provide bicycle racks on transit vehicles to give
bike-and-ride commuters the ability to transport their bicycles.

Policy C 6.2.3: Promote the inclusion of services for bicycle
commuters, such as showers and changing rooms, as part of
the development review process for new development or
substantial alterations of existing commercial or industrial
uses, where appropriate.

AQ 1.2.10: Encourage “walkable neighborhoods” by siting
parks and community centers near residential areas.

Policy LU 2.1.2: On the Land Use Map, integrate land use
designations in a manner that promotes healthy, walkable
communities, by providing an appropriate mix of residential
and service uses in proximity to one another.

Policy LU 3.2.1: Require provision of adequate walkways in
urban residential neighborhoods that provide safe and
accessible connections to destinations such as schools, parks,
and neighborhood commercial centers.

Policy LU 3.4.1: Promote the inclusion of green spaces,
neighborhood parks, and other gathering places that allow
neighbors to meet one another and encourage “eyes on the
street” for safety purposes.

Policy LU 5.1.2: Require connectivity between walkways and
bikeways serving neighborhoods and nearby commercial
areas, schools, parks, and other supporting services and
facilities.

Policy LU 8.1.3: Implement a master plan for parks, with
special focus on provision of additional playfields for youth
sports in locations accessible to underserved neighborhoods.

Policy C 1.2.2: Create walkable communities, with paseos and
walkways connecting residential neighborhoods to
multi-modal transportation services such as bus stops and rail
stations.

Reduce mobile source emissions by increasing population densities within 0.5 mile of clean transit nodes.

AQ 1.3.1: Increase residential and commercial densities around
clean rail and bus transit stations and corridors. Clean rail and
bus transit nodes and corridors are those that are served by rail
and buses that are powered by electricity, alternative fuels (i.e.,
CNG and LNG), or that meet or exceed SULEV emission
standards.

Policy LU 5.2.1: Designate higher-density residential uses in
areas served by public transit and a full range of support
services.

Policy C 1.2.1: Develop coordinated plans for land use,
circulation, and transit to promote transit-oriented
development that concentrates higher density housing,
employment, and commercial areas in proximity to transit
corridors.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 1.3.2: Sponsor paratransit transportation systems, such as
neighborhood electric vehicle “station cars” or jitneys for short
trips to and from transit nodes.

Policy C 1.1.3: Work with local and regional agencies and
employers to promote an integrated, seamless transportation
system that meets access needs, including local and regional
bus service, dial-a-ride, taxis, rail, van pools, car pools, bus
pools, bicycling, walking, and automobiles.

Policy C 3.1.5: Promote the use of van pools, car pools, and
shuttles to encourage trip reduction.

Policy C 3.1.8: Encourage special event center operators to
advertise and offer discount on-site parking incentives to
carpooling patrons with four or more persons per vehicle.

Reduce motor vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled

AQ 2.1.1: Seek new cooperative relationships between
employers and employees to reduce vehicle miles traveled
(VMT).

Policy LU 4.5.4: Encourage the provision of support services
for employees within business park areas, such as dining and
personal services where appropriate, to reduce vehicle trips
and promote pedestrian-friendly work environments.

Policy C 3.1.3: Promote the use of flexible work schedules and
telecommuting to reduce home to work trips.

Policy C 3.1.4: Promote the use of employee incentives to
encourage alternative travel modes to work.

Policy C 3.1.6: Promote the provision of showers and lockers
within businesses and employment centers, in order to
encourage opportunities for employees to bicycle to work.

Policy C 6.2.1: Require bicycle parking, which can include
bicycle lockers and sheltered areas at commercial sites and
multi-family housing complexes for use by employees and
residents, as well as customers and visitors.

Policy C 6.2.3: Promote the inclusion of services for bicycle
commuters, such as showers and changing rooms, as part of
the development review process for new development or
substantial alterations of existing commercial or industrial
uses, where appropriate.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 2.1.2: Work with large employers and
commercial/industrial complexes to create Transportation
Management Associations and to implement trip/VMT
reduction strategies. (For additional information please refer to
AQMD'’s Rule 2202 Employee Commute Reduction Program
Guidelines.)

Policy LU 2.3.2: Either vertical or horizontal integration of uses
shall be allowed in a mixed-use development, with an
emphasis on tying together the uses with appropriate
pedestrian linkages.

Policy LU 2.3.4: Adequate public spaces and amenities shall be
provided in a mixed-use development to support both
commercial and residential uses, including but not limited to
plazas, landscaped walkways, village greens, and greenbelts.

Policy LU 2.3.5: Mixed-use developments shall be designed to
create a pedestrian-scale environment through appropriate
street and sidewalk widths, block lengths, relationship of
buildings to streets, and use of public spaces.

Policy LU 4.5.4: Encourage the provision of support services
for employees within business park areas, such as dining and
personal services where appropriate, to reduce vehicle trips
and promote pedestrian-friendly work environments.

Policy LU 5.1.1: Require safe, secure, clearly delineated,
adequately illuminated walkways and bicycle facilities in all
commercial and business centers.

Policy LU 5.1.3: Ensure that adequate bus turnouts, served by
walkways and comfortable, safe, and convenient waiting
facilities, are provided for transit users within residential,
shopping, and business developments.

Policy CO 8.2.13: Support trip reduction strategies for
employees as described in the Circulation Element.

Policy C 1.2.3: Require that new commercial and industrial
development provide walkway connections to public
sidewalks and transit stops-where-available.

Policy C 3.1.3: Promote the use of flexible work schedules and
telecommuting to reduce home to work trips.

Policy C 3.1.4: Promote the use of employee incentives to
encourage alternative travel modes to work.

Policy C 3.1.6: Promote the provision of showers and lockers
within businesses and employment centers, in order to
encourage opportunities for employees to bicycle to work.

Policy C 6.2.1: Require bicycle parking, which can include
bicycle lockers and sheltered areas at commercial sites and
multi-family housing complexes for use by employees and
residents, as well as customers and visitors.

Policy C 6.2.3: Promote the inclusion of services for bicycle
commuters, such as showers and changing rooms, as part of
the development review process for new development or
substantial alterations of existing commercial or industrial
uses, where appropriate.
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 2.1.3: Cooperate with surrounding jurisdictions to provide
incentives, adopt regulations, and develop transportation
demand management programs that reduce and eliminate
vehicle trips and VMT.

Policy C 1.3.1: Continue coordinating with the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA or Metro) to implement the
County’s Congestion Management Program (CMP) for
designated CMP roadways.

Policy C 1.3.3: Coordinate circulation planning with the
Regional Transportation Plan prepared by the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG), to ensure
consistency of planned improvements with regional needs.

Policy C 1.3.4: Continue coordination with Caltrans on

circulation and land use decisions that may affect Interstate 5,
State Route 14, and State Route 126, and support programs to
increase capacity and improve operations on these highways.

Policy C 4.1.1: Develop permanent Metrolink facilities with an
expanded bus transfer station and additional park-and-ride
spaces at the Via Princessa station, or other alternative location
as deemed appropriate to meet the travel needs of residents on
the Valley’s east side.

Policy C 4.1.2: Coordinate with other agencies to facilitate
extension of a passenger rail line from the Santa Clarita Station
to Ventura County, which may be used for Metrolink service.

Policy C 4.1.5: Work with other agencies to increase rail
efficiency and public safety through street and track
improvements, and grade separations, where needs are
identified.

Policy C 4.1.7: Facilitate coordination of planning for any
future high speed regional rail systems in the Valley with
Metrolink services.

Policy C 4.2.1: Continue to work with the Orange Line
Development Authority (OLDA) to plan for development of an
environmentally sensitive, high-speed transportation system
with a route through the Santa Clarita Valley, including a
regional transit hub with associated infrastructure that would
provide connections to the Los Angeles Basin, Palmdale
Regional Airport, and other destinations.

Policy C 4.2.2: Coordinate with other agencies as needed to
facilitate planning for other high-speed rail alternatives in the
Santa Clarita Valley.
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 2.1.4: Collaborate with local transit agencies to:

e develop programs and educate about

employee rideshare and transit;

employers

. establish mass transit mechanisms for the reduction of
work-related and non-work related vehicle trips;

e  promote mass transit ridership through careful planning

of routes, headways, origins and destinations, and types
of vehicles.

Policy C 1.3.1: Continue coordinating with the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA or Metro) to implement the
County’s Congestion Management Program (CMP) for
designated CMP roadways.

Policy C 1.3.3: Coordinate circulation planning with the
Regional Transportation Plan prepared by the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG), to ensure
consistency of planned improvements with regional needs.

Policy C 1.3.4: Continue coordination with Caltrans on

circulation and land use decisions that may affect Interstate 5,
State Route 14, and State Route 126, and support programs to
increase capacity and improve operations on these highways.

Policy C 4.1.1: Develop permanent Metrolink facilities with an
expanded bus transfer station and additional park-and-ride
spaces at the Via Princessa station, or other alternative location
as deemed appropriate to meet the travel needs of residents on
the Valley’s east side.

Policy C 4.1.2: Coordinate with other agencies to facilitate
extension of a passenger rail line from the Santa Clarita Station
to Ventura County, which may be used for Metrolink service.

Policy C 4.1.5: Work with other agencies to increase rail
efficiency and public safety through street and track
improvements, and grade separations, where needs are
identified.

Policy C 4.1.7: Facilitate coordination of planning for any
future high speed regional rail systems in the Valley with
Metrolink services.

Policy C 4.2.1: Continue to work with the Orange Line
Development Authority (OLDA) to plan for development of an
environmentally sensitive, high-speed transportation system
with a route through the Santa Clarita Valley, including a
regional transit hub with associated infrastructure that would
provide connections to the Los Angeles Basin, Palmdale
Regional Airport, and other destinations.

Policy C 4.2.2: Coordinate with other agencies as needed to
facilitate planning for other high-speed rail alternatives in the
Santa Clarita Valley.

AQ 2.1.5: Identify and develop non-motorized transportation
corridors (e.g., bicycling & walking trails).

Policy LU 3.2.2: In planning residential neighborhoods, include
pedestrian linkages, landscaped parkways with sidewalks, and
separated trails for pedestrians and bicycles;where

Policy C 7.1.10: Continue to expand and improve the Valley’s
multi-use trail system to provide additional routes for
pedestrian travel.

AQ 2.1.6: Provide merchants with fliers/posters that publicize
public mass transit schedules to encourage their customers to
use mass transit.

Policy CO 8.1.4: Provide information and education to the
public about energy conservation and local strategies to
address climate change.

AQ 2.1.7: Outline a plan of mobile source enforcement
methods such as periodic mobile source (e.g., trucks and
buses) checkpoints throughout the City to enforce opacity
regulations. Technical assistance can be sought from by CARB
and the California Highway Patrol (CHP) on enforcement
issues.

No related policy in the proposed Area Plan. Motor vehicles
are already subject to existing regulations regarding periodic
smog inspections.
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 2.1.8: Provide incentives such as preferential parking for
alternative-fuel vehicles (e.g., CNG or hydrogen).

Policy C 3.2.4: The City and County will encourage new
commercial and retail developments to provide prioritized
parking for electric vehicles and vehicles using alternative
fuels.

Establish necessary policies and requirements to reduce indirect source emissions.

AQ 2.2.1: Establish requirements for special event centers to
provide off-site parking and park-n-ride facilities at remote
locations. Remote parking should be as close as practicable to
the event site and the operator should operate or provide
alternative-fuel vehicles for shuttles.

Policy C 3.1.7: Encourage special event center operators to
advertise and offer discounted transit passes with event tickets.

Policy C 3.2.4: The City and County will encourage new
commercial and retail developments to provide prioritized
parking for electric vehicles and vehicles using alternative
fuels.

Policy C 4.1.3: Continue to expand and improve commuter

services, including park-and-ride lots, bicycle parking and
storage, and waiting facilities, at all Metrolink stations.

AQ 2.2.2: Promote peripheral parking by increasing on-site
parking rates and reduced peripheral parking rates.

Policy C 3.3.6: In the development review process, prioritize
direct pedestrian access between building entrances, sidewalks
and transit stops, by placing parking behind buildings where
possible, to the sides of buildings when necessary, and always
away from street intersections.

Policy C 3.3.7: Create parking benefit districts which invest
meter revenues in pedestrian infrastructure and other public
amenities wherever feasible.

AQ 2.2.3: Encourage special event center operators to provide
discounted transit passes with event tickets or offer discounted
on-site parking for carpooling patrons (four or more persons
per vehicle).

Policy C 3.1.7: Encourage special event center operators to
advertise and offer discounted transit passes with event tickets.

Reduce mobile source emissions through efficient management of transportation facilities and system infrastructure using
cost-effective management and innovative demand-management techniques.

AQ 2.3.1: Synchronize traffic signals throughout the City and
with adjoining cities and counties while allowing free flow of
mass transit systems.

Policy C 2.1.3: Protect and enhance the capacity of the roadway
system by upgrading intersections to meet level of service
standards, widening and/or restriping for additional lanes,
synchronizing traffic signals, and other means-as-appropriate.

Policy C 3.2.2: Continue to enhance signal timing and
synchronization to allow for free traffic flow, minimizing
idling and vehicle emissions.

Policy C 5.1.6: Evaluate the feasibility of giving buses priority
at signalized intersections to maintain transit service level
standards, where appropriate.

AQ 2.3.2: Construct and improve traffic signals with
Automated Traffic Surveillance and Control systems at
appropriate intersections.

Policy C 2.1.3: Protect and enhance the capacity of the roadway
system by upgrading intersections to meet level of service
standards, widening and/or restriping for additional lanes,
synchronizing traffic signals, and other means-as-appropriate.

Policy C 3.2.2: Continue to enhance signal timing and
synchronization to allow for free traffic flow, minimizing
idling and vehicle emissions.

Policy C 5.1.6: Evaluate the feasibility of giving buses priority
at signalized intersections to maintain transit service level
standards, where appropriate.

AQ 2.3.3: Reduce traffic delays through highway maintenance,
rapid emergency response, debris removal, and elimination of
at-grade railroad crossings.

Policy C 7.1.8: Upgrade streets that are not pedestrian-friendly
due to lack of sidewalk connections, safe street crossing points,
vehicle sight distance, or other design deficiencies.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 2.3.4: Encourage businesses to schedule deliveries at off-
peak traffic periods through the land use entitlement or
business regulation process.

Policy C 1.2.12: Balance the anticipated volume of people and
goods movement with the need to maintain a walkable and
bicycle friendly environment.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-12: Prior to the issuance of building
permits, the applicant shall provide evidence of consistency
with “smart growth” principles to reduce GHG emissions (i.e.,
ensure mixed use, infill and higher density projects provide
alternatives to individual vehicle travel and promote efficient
delivery of goods and services). (See http://www.epa.gov/
smartgrowth/index.htm)

AQ 2.3.5: Encourage the construction of HOV lanes whenever
necessary to relieve congestion and reduce air pollution.
Emphasize the use of HOV lanes, as well as light rail and bus
routes, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities to improve
mobility and air quality.

Policy C 1.3.1: Continue coordinating with the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA or Metro) to implement the
County’s Congestion Management Program (CMP) for
designated CMP roadways.

Policy C 1.3.3: Coordinate circulation planning with the
Regional Transportation Plan prepared by the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG), to ensure
consistency of planned improvements with regional needs.

Policy C 1.3.4: Continue coordination with Caltrans on

circulation and land use decisions that may affect Interstate 5,
State Route 14, and State Route 126, and support programs to
increase capacity and improve operations on these highways.

Policy C 4.1.1: Develop permanent Metrolink facilities with an
expanded bus transfer station and additional park-and-ride
spaces at the Via Princessa station, or other alternative location
as deemed appropriate to meet the travel needs of residents on
the Valley’s east side.

Policy C 4.1.2: Coordinate with other agencies to facilitate
extension of a passenger rail line from the Santa Clarita Station
to Ventura County, which may be used for Metrolink service.

Policy C 4.1.5: Work with other agencies to increase rail
efficiency and public safety through street and track
improvements, and grade separations, where needs are
identified.

Policy C 4.1.7: Facilitate coordination of planning for any
future high speed regional rail systems in the Valley with
Metrolink services.

Policy C 4.2.1: Continue to work with the Orange Line
Development Authority (OLDA) to plan for development of an
environmentally sensitive, high-speed transportation system
with a route through the Santa Clarita Valley, including a
regional transit hub with associated infrastructure that would
provide connections to the Los Angeles Basin, Palmdale
Regional Airport, and other destinations.

Policy C 4.2.2: Coordinate with other agencies as needed to
facilitate planning for other high-speed rail alternatives in the
Santa Clarita Valley.

Policy C 6.1.1: For recreational riders, continue to develop
Class 1 bike paths, separated from the right-of-way, linking
neighborhoods to open space and activity areas.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

Policy C 6.1.2: For long-distance riders and those who bicycle
to work or services, provide striped Class 2 bike lanes within
the right-of-way, with adequate delineation and signage,
where feasible and appropriate.

Policy C 6.1.3: Continue to acquire or reserve right-of-way
and/or easements needed to complete the bicycle circulation
system as development occurs.

Policy C 6.1.4: Where inadequate right-of-way exists for Class
1 or 2 bikeways, provide signage for Class 3 bike routes or
designate alternative routes as appropriate.

Policy C 6.1.5: Plan for continuous bikeways to serve major
destinations, including but not limited to regional shopping
areas, college campuses, public buildings, parks, and
employment centers.

AQ 2.3.6: Monitor traffic and congestion to determine when
and where the City needs new transportation facilities to
achieve increased mobility efficiency.

Policy C 2.1.5: Periodically monitor levels of service, traffic
accident patterns, and physical conditions of the existing street
system, and upgrade roadways as needed through the Capital
Improvement Program.

Policy C 5.4.1: Establish transit impact fee rates that are based
on the actual impacts of new development on the transit
system, and regularly monitor and adjust these fees as needed
to ensure adequate mitigation.

AQ 2.3.7: Work with local transit providers to incorporate best
design practices for transit into new development projects.

Policy C 1.2.3: Require that new commercial and industrial
development provide walkway connections to public
sidewalks and transit stops-where-available.

Policy C 1.2.4: Consider location, availability, and accessibility
of transit in evaluating new development plans.

Policy C 4.1.1: Develop permanent Metrolink facilities with an
expanded bus transfer station and additional park-and-ride
spaces at the Via Princessa station, or other alternative location
as deemed appropriate to meet the travel needs of residents on
the Valley’s east side.

AQ 2.3.8: Adopt a Trip Reduction Ordinance that is equivalent
to or more stringent than the requirements of AQMD Rule
2202.

Policy C 1.1.3: Work with local and regional agencies and
employers to promote an integrated, seamless transportation
system that meets access needs, including local and regional
bus service, dial-a-ride, taxis, rail, van pools, car pools, bus
pools, bicycling, walking, and automobiles.

AQ 2.3.9: Implement the required components of the
Congestion Management Plan (CMP), and continue to work
with (applicable body/organization) on annual updates to the
CMP.

Policy C 1.3.1: Continue coordinating with the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA or Metro) to implement the
County’s Congestion Management Program (CMP) for
designated CMP roadways.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 2.3.10: Support SCAG’s Regional Growth Management
Plan by developing intergovernmental agreements with
appropriate governmental entities such as the (Council of
Government), sanitation districts, water districts, and those
sub-regional entities identified in the Regional Growth
Management Plan.

Policy CO 4.1.4: Provide informational materials to applicants
and contractors on the Castaic Lake Water Agency’s Landscape
Education Programs, and/or other information on xeriscape,
native California plants, and water-conserving irrigation
techniques as materials become available.

Policy CO 4.2.1: In cooperation with the Sanitation District and
other affected agencies, expand opportunities for use of
recycled water for the purposes of landscape maintenance,
construction, water recharge, and other uses as appropriate.

Policy CO 4.2.5: Participate and cooperate with other agencies
to complete, adopt, and implement an Integrated Regional
Water Management Plan to build a diversified portfolio of
water supply, water quality, and resource stewardship
priorities for the Santa Clarita Valley.

Policy C 1.3.3: Coordinate circulation planning with the
Regional Transportation Plan prepared by the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG), to ensure
consistency of planned improvements with regional needs.

AQ 2.3.11: Replace existing vehicles in the city fleet with the
cleanest vehicles commercially available.

Policy CO 8.2.7: Support the use of sustainable alternative fuel
vehicles for machinery and fleets, where practical, by
evaluating fuel sources, manufacturing processes, maintenance
costs and vehicle lifetime use.

Policy C 3.2.1: Adopt clean vehicle purchase policies for City
and County fleets.

Secure all available funding from local, state, and federal sources to improve transportation system

management cost effectiveness.

AQ 2.4.1: Develop and coordinate a plan with local agencies
for cost-effective use of AB 2766 funds so that revenue is used
for projects and programs identified in the AQMP.

The County of Los Angeles is a recipient of AB 2766 funding
from the SCAQMD. The proposed Area Plan contains policies
that would require the County to coordinate plans with other
local agencies and regional agencies.

Policy C 1.3.1: Continue coordinating with the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA or Metro) to implement the
County’s Congestion Management Program (CMP) for
designated CMP roadways.

Policy C 1.3.3: Coordinate circulation planning with the
Regional Transportation Plan prepared by the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG), to ensure
consistency of planned improvements with regional needs.

Policy C 1.3.4: Continue coordination with Caltrans on

circulation and land use decisions that may affect Interstate 5,
State Route 14, and State Route 126, and support programs to
increase capacity and improve operations on these highways.

Policy C 4.1.1: Develop permanent Metrolink facilities with an
expanded bus transfer station and additional park-and-ride
spaces at the Via Princessa station, or other alternative location
as deemed appropriate to meet the travel needs of residents on
the Valley’s east side.

Policy C 4.1.2: Coordinate with other agencies to facilitate
extension of a passenger rail line from the Santa Clarita Station
to Ventura County, which may be used for Metrolink service.

Policy C 4.1.5: Work with other agencies to increase rail
efficiency and public safety through street and track
improvements, and grade separations, where needs are
identified.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

Policy C 4.1.7: Facilitate coordination of planning for any
future high speed regional rail systems in the Valley with
Metrolink services.

Policy C 4.2.1: Continue to work with the Orange Line
Development Authority (OLDA) to plan for development of an
environmentally sensitive, high-speed transportation system
with a route through the Santa Clarita Valley, including a
regional transit hub with associated infrastructure that would
provide connections to the Los Angeles Basin, Palmdale
Regional Airport, and other destinations.

Policy C 4.2.2: Coordinate with other agencies as needed to
facilitate planning for other high-speed rail alternatives in the
Santa Clarita Valley.

Policy C 6.1.3: Continue to acquire or reserve right-of-way
and/or easements needed to complete the bicycle circulation
system as development occurs.

AQ 2.4.2: Develop and adopt a policy to utilize federal
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ)
funds in coordination with regional agencies in a manner
consistent with projects approved in the AQMP.

See proposed Area Plan policies listed under AQ 2.4.1.

AQ 2.4.3: Apply annually to the AQMD Mobile Source
Reduction Committee (MSRC) for AB 2766 “Local Government
Match Program” grants for projects that reduce mobile source
emissions (e.g., purchases of alternative-fueled vehicles).

The County of Los Angeles is a recipient of AB 2766 funding
from the SCAQMD. In addition, the proposed Area Plan
contains policies that would require the lead agency to
coordinate plans with other local agencies and regional
agencies (see policies listed under AQ 2.4.1) in addition to the
following policies for alternative fueled-vehicles.

Policy CO 8.2.7: Support the use of sustainable alternative fuel
vehicles for machinery and fleets, where practical, by
evaluating fuel sources, manufacturing processes, maintenance
costs and vehicle lifetime use.

Policy C 3.2.1: Adopt clean vehicle purchase policies for City
and County fleets.

Policy C 3.2.4: The City and County will encourage new
commercial and retail developments to provide prioritized
parking for electric vehicles and vehicles using alternative
fuels.

AQ 2.4.4: Seek opportunities to pool AB 2766 revenue with
neighboring cities to fund programs that will reduce mobile
source emissions (e.g., traffic synchronization, fueling station
infrastructure, teleconferencing facilities).

See proposed Area Plan policies listed under AQ 2.4.1.

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-1829

Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
County of Los Angeles
January 2012




2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

Advocate for stricter regulations on mobile source emissions.

AQ 2.5.1: Cooperate with federal and state agencies and the
AQMD in their efforts to reduce exposure from railroad, truck,
and ship emissions.

Objective CO 7.2: Apply guidelines to protect sensitive
receptors from sources of air pollution as developed by the
California Air Resources Board (CARB), where appropriate.

Policy CO 7.2.1: Ensure adequate spacing of sensitive land
uses from the following sources of air pollution: high traffic
freeways and roads; distribution centers; truck stops; chrome
plating facilities; dry cleaners using perchloroethylene; and
large gas stations, as recommended by CARB.

Policy C 2.4.2: Establish adequate setbacks from major and
secondary highways for sensitive receptors and sensitive uses,
so as to minimize adverse impacts on these individuals and
uses from noise and air pollution caused by truck traffic.

The project would be in compliance with current state law,
which restricts diesel truck idling to 5 minutes or less.

AQ 2.5.2: Collaborate with the USEPA, CARB, AQMD, and
warehouse owners to create programs and ordinances to
minimize the amount of diesel emissions related to
warehousing operations.

The project would be in compliance with current state law,
which restricts diesel truck idling to 5 minutes or less.

Purchase and operate alternative fuel vehicles and encourage the greater use of alternative fuel vehicles.

AQ 2.6.1: Support full compliance with the AQMD’s and
CARB’s Fleet Rules.

Policy CO 8.2.7: Support the use of sustainable alternative fuel
vehicles for machinery and fleets, where practical, by
evaluating fuel sources, manufacturing processes, maintenance
costs and vehicle lifetime use.

Policy C 3.2.1: Adopt clean vehicle purchase policies for City
and County fleets.

AQ 2.6.2: Manage the City’s transportation fleet fueling
standards to achieve the greatest number of alternative fuel
vehicles in the City fleet.

Policy CO 8.2.7: Support the use of sustainable alternative fuel
vehicles for machinery and fleets, where practical, by
evaluating fuel sources, manufacturing processes, maintenance
costs and vehicle lifetime use.

Policy C 3.2.1: Adopt clean vehicle purchase policies for City
and County fleets.

AQ 2.6.3: Encourage City contractors who operate vehicles
within the City boundaries to operate alternative fuel vehicles.

Policy CO 8.2.7: Support the use of sustainable alternative fuel
vehicles for machinery and fleets, where practical, by
evaluating fuel sources, manufacturing processes, maintenance
costs and vehicle lifetime use.

Policy C 3.2.1: Adopt clean vehicle purchase policies for City
and County fleets.

AQ 2.6.4: Support the development of alternative fuel
infrastructure that is publicly accessible.

Policy CO 7.1.2: Support the use of alternative fuel vehicles.

Policy CO 7.1.3: Support alternative travel modes and new
technologies, including infrastructure to support alternative
fuel vehicles, as they become commercially available.

Policy C 3.2.3: When available and feasible, provide
opportunities and infrastructure to support use of alternative
fuel vehicles and travel devices.

AQ 2.6.5: Establish programs for priority or free parking on
City streets or in City parking lots for alternative fuel vehicles.

Policy C 3.2.4: The City and County will encourage new
commercial and retail developments to provide prioritized
parking for electric vehicles and vehicles using alternative
fuels.

AQ 2.6.6: Join or continue current membership with a Clean
Cities Coalition.

The County of Los Angeles and the City of Santa Clarita are
members of the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) Clean Cities Coalition.
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Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

Reduce emissions from idling vehicles.

AQ 2.7.1: Enforce a statewide regulation that requires school
buses and other heavy-duty vehicle operators to turn off their
engines if they are idling within 100 feet of a school.

The project would not conflict with current state law with
respect to idling near a school.

AQ 2.7.2: Adopt an ordinance that restricts vehicle engine
idling for the purpose of controlling or mitigating vehicle
emissions or abating a nuisance.

The project would be in compliance with current state law,
which restricts diesel truck idling to 5 minutes or less.

AQ 2.7.3: Design traffic plans, including the development of
suggested routes, to minimize diesel truck idling.

Policy C 3.2.2: Continue to enhance signal timing and
synchronization to allow for free traffic flow, minimizing
idling and vehicle emissions.

Reduce emissions from stationary sources.

AQ 3.1.1: Assist small businesses by developing training
programs related to clean, innovative technologies to reduce
air pollution (e.g., wet cleaning or COz cleaning in lieu of
perchloroethylene), and provide incentives to those businesses
that use clean air technologies.

Policy LU 4.5.3: Promote the inclusion of state-of-the-art
technology within business complexes for telecommunications,
heating and cooling, water and energy conservation, and other
similar design features.

Policy CO 4.3.4: Encourage and promote the use of new
materials and technology for improved stormwater
management, such as pervious paving, green roofs, rain
gardens, and vegetated swales.

Policy CO 7.1.3: Support alternative travel modes and new
technologies, including infrastructure to support alternative
fuel vehicles, as they become commercially available.

Policy CO 8.2.12: Provide ongoing training to appropriate
County employees on sustainable planning, building, and
engineering practices.

Policy CO 8.3.10: Provide incentives and technical assistance
for installation of energy-efficient improvements in existing
and new buildings.

Policy CO 8.4.8: Take an active role in promoting, incubating,
and encouraging businesses that would qualify under the
Recycling Market Development Zone program or equivalent,
including those that manufacture products made from recycled
products, salvage, and resource recovery business parks.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 3.1.2: Encourage the use of building materials and methods
that minimize air pollution.

Policy LU 9.1.7: Provide for location of additional waste
transfer stations and other facilities to promote recycling and
reuse of materials within Industrial designations on the Land
Use Map, subject to the provisions of the County Zoning
Ordinance.

Policy CO 1.3.1: Explore, evaluate, and implement methods to
shift from using non-renewable resources to use of renewable
resources in all aspects of land use planning and development.

Policy CO 1.3.2: Promote reducing, reusing, and recycling in
all Land Use designations and cycles of development.

Policy CO 1.3.3: Provide informational material to the public
about programs to conserve non-renewable resources and
recover materials from the waste stream.

Policy CO 3.1.5: Promote the use of site-appropriate native or
adapted plant materials, and prohibit use of invasive or
noxious plant species in landscape designs.

Policy CO 3.1.11: Promote use of pervious materials or porous
concrete on sidewalks to allow for planted area infiltration,
allow oxygen to reach tree roots (preventing sidewalk lift-up
from roots seeking oxygen), and mitigate tree-sidewalk
conflicts, in order to maintain a healthy mature urban forest.

Policy CO 8.3.6: Require new development to use passive solar
heating and cooling techniques in building design and
construction, which may include but are not be limited to
building orientation, clerestory windows, skylights, placement
and type of windows, overhangs to shade doors and windows,
and use of light colored roofs, shade trees, and paving
materials.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 3.1.3: Support, through the use of development standards,
the use of fuel-efficient heating equipment, and other
appliances, such as water heaters, swimming pool heaters,
cooking equipment, refrigerators, furnaces, boiler units, and
low or zero-emitting architectural coatings. Provide incentives
to encourage the use of clean air technology beyond what is
required by AQMD. For example, encourage the use of fuel
and material substitution, cleaner fuel alternatives, product
reformulation, change in work practices, and air pollution
control measures identified in the latest AQMP.

Policy LU 7.1.3: Encourage development of energy-efficient
buildings, and discourage construction of new buildings for
which energy efficiency cannot be demonstrated.

Policy LU 7.1.4: Support the establishment of energy-efficient
industries in the Santa Clarita Valley.

Policy CO 8.2.1: Ensure that all new County buildings, and all
major renovations and additions, meet adopted green building
standards, with a goal of achieving the LEED (Leadership in
Energy and Environmental Design) Silver rating or above, or
equivalent where appropriate.

Policy CO 8.2.2: Ensure energy efficiency of existing public
buildings through energy audits and repairs, and retrofit
buildings with energy efficient heating and air conditioning
systems and lighting fixtures.

Policy CO 8.2.4: Establish maximum lighting levels for public
facilities, and encourage reduction of lighting levels to the level
needed for security purposes after business hours, in addition
to use of downward-directed lighting and use of low-reflective
paving surfaces.

Policy CO 8.2.8: Promote the purchase of energy-efficient and
recycled products, and vendors and contractors who use
energy-efficient vehicles and products, consistent with adopted
purchasing policies.

Policy CO 8.2.10: Support installation of energy-efficient traffic
control devices, streetlights, and parking lot lights.

Policy C 3.1.1: In evaluating new development projects,
require trip reduction measures as feasible to relieve
congestion and reduce air pollution from vehicle emissions.

AQ 3.1.4: Encourage pollution prevention and source emission
reduction strategies through:

. process change
e  best management practices
e  preventative inspection and maintenance programs

e  emergency response planning

Policy CO 8.2.2: Ensure energy efficiency of existing public
buildings through energy audits and repairs, and retrofit
buildings with energy efficient heating and air conditioning
systems and lighting fixtures.

Policy CO 8.2.7: Support the use of sustainable alternative fuel
vehicles for machinery and fleets, where practical, by
evaluating fuel sources, manufacturing processes, maintenance
costs and vehicle lifetime use.

Policy C 2.5.2: Ensure that new development is provided with
adequate emergency and/or secondary access for purposes of
evacuation and emergency response; require two points of
ingress and egress for every subdivision or phase thereof,
except as otherwise approved for small subdivisions where
physical constraints preclude a second access point.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 3.1.5: Provide incentives to promote siting or use of clean
air technologies (e.g., fuel cell technologies, renewable energy
sources, UV coatings, hydrogen fuel).

Policy CO 4.2.2: Require new development to provide the
infrastructure needed for delivery of recycled water to the
property for use in irrigation, even if the recycled water main
delivery lines have not yet reached the site, where deemed
appropriate by the reviewing authority.

Policy CO 4.2.3: Promote the installation of rainwater capture
and gray water systems in new development for irrigation,
where feasible and practicable.

Policy CO 7.1.3: Support alternative travel modes and new
technologies, including infrastructure to support alternative
fuel vehicles, as they become commercially available.

Policy C 3.2.3: When available and feasible, provide
opportunities and infrastructure to support use of alternative
fuel vehicles and travel devices.

Policy C 3.3.7: Create parking benefit districts which invest
meter revenues in pedestrian infrastructure and other public
amenities wherever feasible.

AQ 3.1.6: Consider support of legislation which promotes
clean industrial technologies, and more efficient stationary
source combustion equipment and energy generation.

Policy CO 8.1.3: Implement the ordinances developed through
the County’s Green Building Program.

Policy CO 8.3.1: Evaluate development proposals for
consistency with the ordinances developed through the
County’s Green Building Program.

Policy CO 8.3.2: Promote construction of energy efficient
buildings through the certification requirements of the
ordinances developed through the County’s Green Building
Program.

Reduce fugitive dust.

AQ 4.1.1: Where fugitive dust is causing a chronic public
nuisance or the air quality is in exceedance of the PMo
standards consider adopting a dust control policy that requires
preparation and approval of a dust control plan.

Mitigation Measure 3.3-2: Prior to grading permit issuance,
applicants shall develop a Construction Emission Management
Plan to minimize construction-related emissions. The
Construction Emission Management Plan shall require the use
of Best Available Control Measures, as specified in Table 1 of
SCAQMD’s Rule 403. If potentially significant impacts are
identified after the implementation of the SCAQMD
recommended Best Available Control Measures, the
Construction Emission Management Plan shall include the
following additional elements: (See 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages, for a full list of dust
control measures.)

AQ 4.1.2: Adopt by ordinance, a regulation, after considering
small business impacts that controls the use of leaf blowers in
areas with sensitive receptors.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.3: Encourage vegetative thinning or mowing for weed
abatement activities to minimize wind-blown dust.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.4: Identify and create a control plan for areas within the
jurisdiction that are prone to wind erosion of soil and take
measures to prevent illegal off-highway vehicle (OHV) use.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.5: Require conditions in a zoning or conditional use
permit to require fugitive dust controls and compliance
mechanisms for stationary sources (landfills, composting
facilities, aggregate facilities, etc.).

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 4.1.6: Ensure compliance with California Vehicle Code
section 23113 provisions intended to prevent deposition and
rapid removal of material from any highway or street.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.7: Adopt incentives, regulations, and/or procedures to
reduce paved road dust emissions through targeted street
sweeping of roads subject to high traffic levels and silt
loadings.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.8: Pave currently unpaved roads and parking lots or
establish and enforce 15 mile per hour speed limits on low-use
unpaved roads as permitted under California Vehicle Code
section 22365.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.9: Adopt incentives or procedures to limit dust from
agricultural lands and operations.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.10: Consider the suspension of all grading operations,
not including dust control actions, at construction projects
when the source represents a public nuisance or potential
safety hazard due to reduced visibility on streets surrounding
the project.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.11: Cooperate with local, regional, state and federal
jurisdictions to better control fugitive dust from stationary,
mobile and area sources.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.12: Collaborate with the transportation agencies,
utilities, railroads, etc., to minimize fugitive dust during
construction and maintenance activities.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.13: Encourage, and support stricter state and federal
legislation for vehicles that spill debris on roadways.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.14: Ensure that vehicles do not transport aggregate or
similar material upon a highway unless the material is
stabilized or covered, in accordance with state law and AQMD
regulations.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

AQ 4.1.15: Encourage vegetation or chemical stabilization for
disturbed land for phased construction projects.

See Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 in 3.3 Air Quality revisions in
Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

| Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

Increase energy efficiency.

AQ 5.1.1: Utilize source reduction, recycling and other
appropriate measures, to reduce the amount of solid waste
disposed in landfills.

Policy CO 1.3.1: Explore, evaluate, and implement methods to
shift from using nonrenewable resources to use of renewable
resources in all aspects of land use planning and development.

Policy CO 1.3.2: Promote reducing, reusing, and recycling in
all Land Use designations and cycles of development.

Policy CO 1.3.3: Provide informational material to the public
about programs to conserve non-renewable resources and
recover materials from the waste stream.

Policy CO 8.2.11: Implement recycling in all public buildings,
parks, and public facilities, including for special events.

Policy CO 8.4.1: Encourage and promote the location of
enclosed materials recovery facilities (MRF) within the Santa
Clarita Valley.

Policy CO 8.4.2: Adopt mandatory residential recycling
programs for all residential units, including single-family and
multi-family dwellings.

Policy CO 8.4.3: Allow and encourage composting of
greenwaste, where appropriate.

Policy CO 8.4.5: Develop and implement standards for refuse
and recycling receptacles and enclosures to accommodate
recycling in all development.

Policy CO 8.4.6: Introduce and assist with the placement of
receptacles for recyclable products in public places, including
at special events.

Policy CO 8.4.7: Provide information to the public on recycling
opportunities and facilities, and support various locations and
events to promote public participation in recycling.

Policy CO 8.4.8: Take an active role in promoting, incubating,
and encouraging businesses that would qualify under the
Recycling Market Development Zone program or equivalent,
including those that manufacture products made from recycled
products, salvage, and resource recovery business parks.

Policy LU 7.5.1: Ensure that all new development provides
adequate space for recycling receptacles and bins on site.

AQ 5.1.2: Develop incentives that encourage the use of energy
conservation strategies by private and public developments.

Policy CO 8.3.10: Provide incentives and technical assistance
for installation of energy-efficient improvements in existing
and new buildings.

Policy CO 8.3.11: Consider allowing carbon off-sets for large
development projects, if appropriate, which may include
funding off-site projects or purchase of credits for other forms
of mitigation, provided that any such mitigation shall be
measurable and enforceable.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 5.1.3: Promote energy-efficient design features, including
appropriate site orientation, use of lighter color roofing and
building materials, and use of deciduous shade trees and
windbreak trees to reduce fuel consumption for heating and
cooling.

Policy LU 7.1.2: Promote the use of solar panels and renewable
energy sources in all projects.

Policy LU 7.1.3: Encourage development of energy-efficient
buildings, and discourage construction of new buildings for
which energy efficiency cannot be demonstrated.

Policy CO 8.2.2: Ensure energy efficiency of existing public
buildings through energy audits and repairs, and retrofit
buildings with energy efficient heating and air conditioning
systems and lighting fixtures.

Policy CO 8.2.3: Support purchase of renewable energy for
public buildings, which may include installing solar
photovoltaic systems to generate electricity for County
buildings and operations and other methods as deemed
appropriate and feasible, in concert with significant energy
conservation efforts.

Policy CO 8.2.4: Establish maximum lighting levels for public
facilities, and encourage reduction of lighting levels to the level
needed for security purposes after business hours, in addition
to use of downward-directed lighting and use of low-reflective
paving surfaces.

Policy CO 8.2.5: Support installation of photovoltaic and other
renewable energy equipment on public facilities, in concert
with significant energy conservation efforts.

Policy CO 8.2.6: Promote use of solar lighting in parks and
along paseos and trails, where practical.

Policy CO 8.2.8: Promote the purchase of energy-efficient and
recycled products, and vendors and contractors who use
energy-efficient vehicles and products, consistent with adopted
purchasing policies.

Policy CO 8.2.9: Reduce heat islands through installation of
trees to shade parking lots and hardscapes, and use of light-
colored reflective paving and roofing surfaces.

Policy CO 8.2.10: Support installation of energy-efficient traffic
control devices, street lights, and parking lot lights.

Policy CO 8.3.3: Promote energy efficiency and water
conservation upgrades to existing non-residential buildings at
the time major remodel or additions.

Policy CO 8.3.4: Encourage new residential development to
include on-site solar photovoltaic systems, or pre-wiring, in at
least 50% of the residential units, in concert with other
significant energy conservation efforts.

Policy CO 8.3.5: Encourage on-site solar generation of
electricity in new retail and office commercial buildings and
associated parking lots, carports, and garages, in concert with
significant energy conservation efforts.

Policy CO 8.3.6: Require new development to use passive solar
heating and cooling techniques in building design and
construction, which may include but are not be limited to
building orientation, clerestory windows, skylights, placement
and type of windows, overhangs to shade doors and windows,
and use of light colored roofs, shade trees, and paving
materials.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

Policy CO 8.3.7: Encourage the use of trees and landscaping to
reduce heating and cooling energy loads, through shading of
buildings and parking lots.

Policy CO 8.3.8: Encourage energy-conserving heating and
cooling systems and appliances, and energy-efficiency in
windows and insulation, in all new construction.

Policy CO 8.3.9: Limit excessive lighting levels, and encourage
a reduction of lighting when businesses are closed to a level
required for security.

AQ 5.1.4: Promote or provide incentives for “Green Building”
programs that go beyond the requirements of Title 24 of the
California Administrative Code and encourage energy efficient
design elements as appropriate to achieve “green building”
status.

Policy CO 8.1.3: Implement the ordinances developed through
the County’s Green Building Program.

Policy CO 8.2.1: Ensure that all new County buildings, and all
major renovations and additions, meet adopted green building
standards, with a goal of achieving the LEED (Leadership in
Energy and Environmental Design) Silver rating or above, or
equivalent, where appropriate.

Policy CO 8.3.1: Evaluate development proposals for
consistency with the ordinances developed through the
County’s Green Building Program.

Policy CO 8.3.2: Promote construction of energy efficient
buildings through the certification requirements of the
ordinances developed through the County’s Green Building
Program.

AQ 5.1.5: Promote the use of automated time clocks or
occupant sensors to control central heating and air
conditioning.

Policy CO 8.3.6: Require new development to use passive solar
heating and cooling techniques in building design and
construction, which may include but are not be limited to
building orientation, clerestory windows, skylights, placement
and type of windows, overhangs to shade doors and windows,
and use of light colored roofs, shade trees, and paving
materials.

Policy CO 8.3.8: Encourage energy-conserving heating and
cooling systems and appliances, and energy-efficiency in
windows and insulation, in all new construction.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 5.1.6: Utilize all available renewable energy sources to
reduce fuel consumption and demand on the power grid.

Policy LU 7.1.2: Promote the use of solar panels and renewable
energy sources in all projects.

Policy CO 8.2.5: Support installation of photovoltaic and other
renewable energy equipment on public facilities, in concert
with significant energy conservation efforts.

Policy CO 8.2.6: Promote use of solar lighting in parks and
along paseos and trails, where practical.

Policy CO 8.3.4: Encourage new residential development to
include on-site solar photovoltaic systems, or pre-wiring, in at
least 50% of the residential units, in concert with other
significant energy conservation efforts.

Policy CO 8.3.5: Encourage on-site solar generation of
electricity in new retail and office commercial buildings and
associated parking lots, carports, and garages, in concert with
significant energy conservation efforts.

Policy CO 8.3.6: Require new development to use passive solar
heating and cooling techniques in building design and
construction, which may include but are not be limited to
building orientation, clerestory windows, skylights, placement
and type of windows, overhangs to shade doors and windows,
and use of light colored roofs, shade trees, and paving
materials.

AQ 5.1.7: Replace vehicles in the local government fleet with
the most fuel-efficient vehicles that are commercially available.

Policy CO 8.2.7: Support the use of sustainable alternative fuel
vehicles for machinery and fleets, where practical, by
evaluating fuel sources, manufacturing processes, maintenance
costs and vehicle lifetime use.

Policy C 3.2.1: Adopt clean vehicle purchase policies for City
and County fleets.

Prioritize air quality education to protect public health and ach

ieve state and federal clean air standards.

AQ 6.1.1: Provide regional and local air quality information on
City’s website, including links to the AQMD, CARB, USEPA
and other environmental-based internet sites.

No related policy in the proposed Area Plan policy. However,
the Los Angeles County Department website (Residents portal,
Environment section) provides a link to the SCAQMD website.

AQ 6.1.2: Organize city-sponsored events on topics that
educate businesses and the public about compliance with air
quality regulations (e.g., alternative fuels and low polluting
clean household products).

No related policy in the proposed Area Plan policy. However,
the Los Angeles County website (Residents portion) provides
information on public transportation services in the County as
well as community-based organizations for reducing energy
use and environmental impacts.

AQ 6.1.3: Work with school districts to develop air quality
curricula for students.

Policy CO 1.3.3: Provide informational material to the public
about programs to conserve non-renewable resources and
recover materials from the waste stream.

Policy CO 8.1.4: Provide information and education to the
public about energy conservation and local strategies to
address climate change.

Policy CO 8.4.7: Provide information to the public on recycling
opportunities and facilities, and support various locations and
events to promote public participation in recycling.

The County of Los Angeles website (Residents portion,
Environment section) provides links for teachers and students
on relevant links and materials about reducing environmental
impacts.

AQ 6.1.4: Encourage, publicly recognize, and reward
innovative approaches that improve air quality.

No related policy in the proposed Area Plan, but it should be
noted that the County encourages, publicly recognizes, and

rewards innovation approaches that improve air quality.
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SCAQMD Suggested Policy

Related Proposed Area Plan Policy

AQ 6.1.5: Encourage the participation of environmental
groups, the business community, civic groups, special interest
groups, and the general public in the formulation and
implementation of programs that effectively reduce air
pollution.

Policy CO 4.1.1: In coordination with applicable water
suppliers, adopt and implement a water conservation strategy
for public and private development.

Policy CO 8.1.1: Create and adopt a Climate Action Plan (CAP)
for all of the County’s unincorporated areas within 18 months
of the adoption date of the County’s General Plan Update,
which sets policy for all of the County’s unincorporated areas,
including those within the Santa Clarita Valley. The CAP shall
be prepared and submitted for consideration and adoption by
the Board of Supervisors as an amendment to the County’s
newly adopted General Plan to ensure that it receives public
and agency input and environmental review pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) prior to Board
action. (See Response 12 for the full text of this policy.)

Policy CO 8.1.5: Coordinate various activities within the
community and appropriate agencies related to GHG
emissions reduction activities.

AQ 6.1.6: Encourage the purchase and use of low- or zero-
emission vehicles, coordinate with AQMD and with local car
dealerships and their associations to encourage and support
the dealerships’ participation in AQMD’s “Clean Air Choice”
vehicle information program.

Policy CO 8.2.7: Support the use of sustainable alternative fuel
vehicles for machinery and fleets, where practical, by
evaluating fuel sources, manufacturing processes, maintenance
costs and vehicle lifetime use.

Policy C 3.2.1: Adopt clean vehicle purchase policies for City
and County fleets.

AQ 6.1.7: Provide public education to encourage local
consumers to choose the cleanest paints, consumer products,
etc.

Policy CO 1.3.3: Provide informational material to the public
about programs to conserve non-renewable resources and
recover materials from the waste stream.

Policy CO 8.1.4: Provide information and education to the
public about energy conservation and local strategies to
address climate change.

Policy CO 8.4.7: Provide information to the public on recycling
opportunities and facilities, and support various locations and
events to promote public participation in recycling.

AQ 6.1.8: Publicize the AQMD’s 1-800-CUT-SMOG number for
the public to report air pollution complaints to the AQMD.

No related policy in the proposed Area Plan. However, the Los
Angeles County website (Residents portal, Environment
section) provides a link to the SCAQMD website.

Source: Impact Sciences, Inc.

As provided above, the proposed Area Plan contains goals, objectives, and policies that are generally
consistent with the SCAQMD’s suggested policies and would guide future development in the
unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley so as to reduce air pollutant emissions and reduce exposure to

ozone, airborne particulates, and air toxics that result from car and truck emissions.
Response 8

The comment states that the proposed Area Plan will result in a 120 percent increase in existing driving
trips that far outstrips the 75 percent increase in population expected during the years covered by the

proposed Area Plan. The comment also states that the Revised Draft EIR correctly concludes that this
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increase in driving and its resulting air pollutant emissions would result in a significant cumulative air
quality impact. As a point of clarification, the 120 percent increase in existing driving trips does not result
from buildout of the proposed Area Plan alone; instead, it results from buildout of the County’s proposed
Area Plan and buildout of the City’s proposed General Plan, which were both developed through the
joint “One Valley One Vision” (OVOV) planning effort. The traffic report commissioned for the joint
OVOV planning effort, which analyzed buildout of the County’s proposed Area Plan and buildout of the
City’s proposed General Plan, provides data on vehicle miles traveled (VMT) under 2004 conditions and
at buildout of the OVOV Planning Area, which includes the City and the unincorporated portions of the
Santa Clarita Valley (refer to Table 2-5 in the traffic report, provided in Appendix 3.2 of the Revised Draft
EIR). According to the traffic report, the total VMT was estimated at 13,428,000 miles under year
2004 conditions and 21,532,000 miles at buildout of the County’s proposed Area Plan and the City’s
proposed General Plan. The total estimated population for the OVOV Planning Area is 252,000 in
2008 and 460,000 to 485,000 at buildout of the proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan.
These numbers indicate that the rate of growth in VMT is approximately 60 percent while the rate of
growth in population is approximately 83 percent. On a per capita basis, this results in per capita VMT of
53.3 miles per capita and 46.8 miles per capita, respectively, which indicates that the County’s proposed
Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan would reduce per capita VMT by approximately
12 percent. While the VMT data and the population data for existing conditions are taken from different
years, the calculation actually results in a conservative comparison. The 2008 VMT would be higher than
13,428,000, which would result in an increase in the per capita VMT calculation under existing conditions.
Therefore, while total VMT would increase under buildout of the County’s proposed Area Plan and the
City’s proposed General Plan, per capita VMT would be expected to decrease by at least 12 percent.
Therefore, while the rate of growth in trips would exceed the rate of growth in population, the length of
the trips would decrease due to an a higher proportion of residents commuting within the Santa Clarita

Valley as opposed to commuting to destinations outside of the Santa Clarita Valley.

Response 9

The comment states that when an EIR makes a finding of significant environmental harm from a project,
such as the proposed Area Plan, CEQA requires the public agency carrying out the project to adopt all
feasible mitigation measures to lessen that harm or to adopt feasible alternatives that will do less
environmental damage. The comment states that if the public agency rejects a mitigation measure or
alternative as infeasible, the agency must make specific findings, supported by substantial evidence that a

mitigation measure or alternative is not feasible.

With respect to mitigation measures, see Response 3 above.
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As to alternatives, Section 6.0, Alternatives, of the Revised Draft EIR provides an analysis of the identified
project alternatives. Section 15126.6(e)(2) of the State CEQA Guidelines indicates that an analysis of
alternatives to the proposed project shall identify one alternative as the environmentally superior
alternative. Furthermore, if the environmentally superior alternative is the No Project/No Development
Alternative, the EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative from among the other
alternatives. For the proposed Area Plan, based on the analysis included in the Revised Draft EIR, the
Preservation Corridor Alternative would be considered environmentally superior to the proposed Area
Plan because it would avoid and/or substantially reduce the severity of significant impacts associated
with implementing the proposed Area Plan. However, as stated in the section, this alternative is rejected
in favor of the proposed Area Plan because it does not meet as many of the objectives as the proposed
Area Plan. For example, because this alternative would result in a reduced population and a decrease in
the number of housing units, it would be less effective at achieving goals 14, 17, and 29 when compared

to the proposed Area Plan.

For background purposes, Alternative 2 would result in less buildable area than the proposed Area Plan:
“[A] total of 597 dwelling units would be allowed on the 5,967.5 acres within the boundary of the
proposed Preservation Corridor under Alternative 2, instead of a total of 2,761 dwelling units under the
proposed Area Plan.” (Revised Draft EIR, p. 6.0-21.) In other words, Alternative 2 would provide 2,164
fewer dwelling units than the proposed Area Plan and would accommodate 7,055 less residents than the
proposed Area Plan. (Revised Draft EIR, p. 6.0-31.) This difference is not inconsequential given the

County’s need to accommodate long-term growth projections within its jurisdictional areas.

As indicated above, this overall reduction in total dwelling units and resident population is inconsistent

with the following objectives of the proposed Area Plan:

“14.Valley communities shall contain a mix of uses that support the basic needs of
residents—places to live, shop, recreate, meet/socialize, and enjoy the environmental
setting—that are appropriate and consistent with their community character.
Regionally oriented uses that serve residents of the entire Valley or export goods and
services may be concentrated in key business centers rather than uniformly dispersed
throughout the Valley communities.

17. The Valley is committed to providing affordable work force housing to meet the
needs of individuals employed in the Santa Clarita Valley.

29. Public infrastructure shall be improved, maintained, and expanded as needed to
meet the needs of projected population and employment growth and contribute to
the Valley’s quality of life.”

(Revised Draft EIR, pp. 2.0-10 to 2.0-12.)
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Response 10

The comment states that the Revised Draft EIR does not provide substantial evidence that all feasible
mitigation has been proposed and that most of the measures and policies identified are unenforceable

/a7

and vague, directing the County only to “promote, “encourage,” “support,” or “investigate” various
methods to reduce driving, or committing the County to use the measures only “where feasible” or
“where appropriate,” without providing any criteria for the circumstances under which a measure will be
“feasible” or “appropriate.” The comment states the Revised Draft EIR provides no evidence that these
policies will be implemented, or if implemented, whether they will be effective at reducing vehicle miles
traveled. The comment references the Yolo County General Plan Update, which was adopted in 2009, as
an example of a General Plan with measures that reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT). The
unincorporated portion of Yolo County is expected to grow in population from 23,265 in 2008 to 64,700 in
2030.37 By comparison, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) projects that the
population of the unincorporated North Los Angeles County subregion, which includes unincorporated
portions of the Santa Clarita Valley as well as unincorporated areas of the Antelope Valley, will increase
from 132,797 residents in year 2005 to 434,773 residents in year 2035, for a total increase of 301,975
residents. As shown, the population in the unincorporated North Los Angeles County is nearly seven
times greater than that of unincorporated Yolo County. Measures that may be feasible in a less densely
populated region may not be feasible in more densely populated region. Nonetheless, the County’s
proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan contain policies that will reduce VMT. Refer to
Response 8 above for a discussion and comparison of the rate of growth in vehicle miles traveled and
population, based on data from the traffic study for the County’s proposed Area Plan and the City’s

proposed General Plan.

For a mitigation measure to be determined “feasible” according to CEQA, it need only be capable of
being accomplished successfully within a reasonable amount of time. Given the more general nature of
an Area Plan and Program EIR compared to a site-specific project and Project EIR, the time frame for
accomplishing mitigation measures would be longer for a Program EIR than the time frame for
accomplishing measures for a site-specific Project EIR. The mitigation measures for the proposed Area
Plan are generally designed to be applied in greater detail for discretionary cases at the project-specific
review level, and for ministerial cases at the Zoning Ordinance level of implementation, as directed by

the Countywide General Plan.

A list of key policies that are incorporated into the proposed Area Plan that would reduce vehicle miles

are provided below. Several of these policies have been revised and are incorporated into the Revised

37 Yolo County, 2030 Countywide General Plan, Draft Environmental Impact Report, III. Project Description, (2009) 80
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Final EIR. Deleted text is indicated with strikeeut formatting and any added text is indicated with double

underlines. These policies, as amended, will be effective at reducing vehicle miles traveled because they
are generally consistent with SCAQMD suggested policies, as previously discussed under

Response E11-7.

Policy LU 1.1.5: Increase infill development and re-use of underutilized sites within and adjacent
to developed urban areas to achieve maximum benefit from existing

infrastructure and minimize loss of open space, through redesignation of vacant

sites for higher density and mixed use;where-appropriate.

Policy LU 1.2.13: Encourage use of the Specific Plan process to plan for cohesive, vibrant,
pedestrian-oriented communities with mixed uses, access to public transit, and

opportunities for living and working within the same community.

Policy LU 2.1.2: On the Land Use Map, integrate land use designations in a manner that
promotes healthy, walkable communities, by providing an appropriate mix of

residential and service uses in proximity to one another.

Policy LU 2.3.2: Either vertical or horizontal integration of uses shall be allowed in a mixed-use
development, with an emphasis on tying together the uses with appropriate

pedestrian linkages.

Policy LU 2.3.4: Adequate public spaces and amenities shall be provided in a mixed-use
development to support both commercial and residential uses, including but not

limited to plazas, landscaped walkways, village greens, and greenbelts.

Policy LU 2.3.5: Mixed-use developments shall be designed to create a pedestrian-scale
environment through appropriate street and sidewalk widths, block lengths,

relationship of buildings to streets, and use of public spaces.

Policy LU 3.2.1: Require provision of adequate walkways in urban residential neighborhoods
that provide safe and accessible connections to destinations such as schools,

parks, and neighborhood commercial centers.

Policy LU 3.2.2: In planning residential neighborhoods, include pedestrian linkages, landscaped

parkways with sidewalks, and separated trails for pedestrians and bicycles;

] . | foasible.
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Policy LU 5.1.1:

Policy LU 5.1.2:

Policy LU 5.1.3:

Policy LU 5.2.1:

Policy LU 5.2.2:

Policy C1.2.1:

Policy C1.2.2:

Policy C1.2.3:

Policy C 1.2.5:

Policy C 1.2.6:

Policy C1.2.7:

Impact Sciences, Inc.
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Require safe, secure, clearly delineated, adequately illuminated walkways and

bicycle facilities in all commercial and business centers.

Require connectivity between walkways and bikeways serving neighborhoods
and nearby commercial areas, schools, parks, and other supporting services and

facilities.

Ensure that adequate bus turnouts, served by walkways and comfortable, safe,
and convenient waiting facilities, are provided for transit users within

residential, shopping, and business developments.

Designate higher-density residential uses in areas served by public transit and a

full range of support services.

Provide for location of neighborhood commercial uses in proximity to the

neighborhoods they serve, to encourage cycling and walking to local stores.

Develop coordinated plans for land use, circulation, and transit to promote
transit-oriented development that concentrates higher density housing,

employment, and commercial areas in proximity to transit corridors.

Create walkable communities, with paseos and walkways connecting residential
neighborhoods to multi-modal transportation services such as bus stops and rail

stations.

Require that new commercial and industrial development provide walkway

connections to public sidewalks and transit stops;where-available.

In mixed-use projects, require compact development and a mix of land uses to
locate housing, workplaces, and services within walking or bicycling distance of

each other.

Provide flexible standards for parking and roadway design in transit-oriented

development areas to promote transit usewhere-appropriate.

In pedestrian-oriented areas, provide a highly connected circulation grid with

relatively small blocks to encourage walking.
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Policy C 2.1.3:

Policy C 3.2.1:

Policy C 3.2.2:

Policy C 3.3.4:

Policy C 3.3.7:

Policy C 4.1.1:

Policy C5.1.2:

Policy C 6.2.1:

Policy C 6.2.2:

Policy C 7.1.8:

Policy C 7.1.10:
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Protect and enhance the capacity of the roadway system by upgrading
intersections to meet level of service standards, widening and/or restriping for

additional lanes, synchronizing traffic signals, and other means-as-appropriate.
Adopt clean vehicle purchase policies for City and County fleets.

Continue to enhance signal timing and synchronization to allow for free traffic

flow, minimizing idling and vehicle emissions.

Within transit-oriented development projects, provide incentives such as higher
floor area ratio and/or lower parking requirements for commercial development

that provides transit and ride-share programs.

Create parking benefit districts which invest meter revenues in pedestrian

infrastructure and other public amenities wherever feasible.

Develop permanent Metrolink facilities with an expanded bus transfer station
and additional park-and-ride spaces at the Via Princessa station, or other
alternative location as deemed appropriate to meet the travel needs of residents

on the Valley’s east side.

For private gated communities, require the developer to accommodate bus access
through the entry gate, or provide bus waiting facilities at the project entry with

pedestrian connections to residential streets, where appropriate.

Require bicycle parking, which can include bicycle lockers and sheltered areas at
commercial sites and multi-family housing complexes for use by employees and

residents, as well as customers and visitors.

Provide bicycle racks on transit vehicles to give bike-and-ride commuters the

ability to transport their bicycles.

Upgrade streets that are not pedestrian-friendly due to lack of sidewalk
connections, safe street crossing points, vehicle sight distance, or other design

deficiencies.

Continue to expand and improve the Valley’s multi-use trail system to provide

additional routes for pedestrian travel.
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In addition, Section 3.3 Air Quality of the Revised Draft EIR includes mitigation measures MM 3.3-1
through MM 3.3-9 for development projects considered under the proposed Area Plan for construction to
address operational air quality impacts, which use legally binding language such as “shall use” (Revised
Final EIR, pp. 3.3-84 through 3.3-87). These measures will be enforced through a mitigation monitoring

reporting program.
Response 11

The comment states that the Revised Draft EIR does not adopt additional measures to reduce air
pollution that are enforceable or, alternatively, does not provide substantial evidence that additional
measures are infeasible, as obligated under CEQA. Section 3.3, Air Quality, contains required mitigation
measures that would reduce air quality impacts from construction and operational activities. The South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) has provided additional mitigation measures that
should be included in the Revised Final EIR in a comment letter on the Revised Draft EIR. Please refer to
Letter C4, Response 4 for a list of these additional SCAQMD-recommended mitigation measures that
have been included in the Revised Final EIR. Moreover, the comment fails to identify any possible
additional feasible mitigation measures, so no response can be provided as to why a particular mitigation

is not included.
Response 12

The comment states that the Revised Draft EIR “contains no overall plan to reduce GHG emissions,” but
instead “chiefly promises that the County will have a Climate Action Plan (CAP) in place 18 months from
whatever date the OVOV Plan is adopted.” The comment also is critical of Policy CO 8.1.1, which

contemplates the County’s adoption of a CAP, describing it is lacking “any binding criteria or goals.”

First, the comment incorrectly describes the analysis presented in Section 3.4, Global Climate Change, of
the Revised Draft EIR as failing to contain a plan to reduce GHG emissions. Rather, as presented on pages
3.4-135 through 3.4-139 of the Revised Draft EIR, 17 mitigation measures are recommended to reduce

greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions attributable to various types of land use development.

Second, Policy CO 8.1.1 from the proposed Area Plan was set forth on pages 3.4-68 and 3.4-69 of the
Revised Draft EIR. The commenter states that the policy “promises that the County will have a Climate
Action Plan (CAP) in place 18 months from whatever date the OVOV Plan is adopted.” However, the
commenter is incorrect in that the policy states that the County will create and adopt a Climate Action
Plan within 18 months of the adoption date of the County’s General Plan Update, not the proposed Area
Plan. The Countywide General Plan provides guidance for all of the County’s unincorporated areas,
including those in the Santa Clarita Valley. The proposed Area Plan, like the currently adopted Area Plan,

is a component of the Countywide General Plan that provides additional guidance exclusively for the
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unincorporated areas within the Santa Clarita Valley, which is only one of several unincorporated areas
within the County. The County does not intend to create and adopt one Climate Action Plan for the
unincorporated areas within the Santa Clarita Valley after the proposed Area Plan is adopted and to
subsequently create and adopt separate Climate Action Plans for the several other unincorporated areas
within the County as other Area Plans, Community Plans, and Neighborhood Plans are updated or
created in the future. The County believes that the most appropriate and efficient approach is to create
and adopt one Countywide Climate Action Plan for all of the County’s unincorporated areas, including
those in the Santa Clarita Valley. The County further believes that this approach necessitates that the
Countywide Climate Action Plan be created and adopted within 18 months of the adoption date of the
County’s General Plan Update, as the Climate Action Plan would be able to consider existing conditions
throughout all of the County’s unincorporated areas as well as buildout of all of the County’s
unincorporated areas, both of which will be documented in the Draft EIR for the County’s General Plan
Update. The most recent draft of the County’s General Plan Update was released in April 2011 and is
available on the Internet at http://planning.lacounty.gov/generalplan. A Notice of Preparation for the
Draft EIR for the County’s General Plan Update was issued on August 15, 2011. At the time this Revised
Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was released, the County had begun an emissions inventory, which
is the first phase in its efforts to create and adopt a Countywide Climate Action Plan. The emissions
inventory, and subsequent actions to create and adopt a Countywide Climate Action Plan, will be closely

coordinated with development of the Countywide General Plan Update and its Draft EIR.

In response to this comment and at the direction of County staff, Policy CO 8.1.1 has been revised in the

Revised Final EIR as follows, with deletions shown in s&ikeeut and additions in double-underline:

Policy CO 8.1.1: Create and adopt a Climate Action Plan (CAP) for all of the County’s

unincorporated areas within 18 months of the adoption date of the County’s

General Plan Update, which sets policy for all of the County’s unincorporated
areas, including those within the Santa Clarita Valley. The CAP shall be prepared
and submitted for consideration and adoption by the Board of Supervisors as an
amendment to the County’s newly adopted General Plan to ensure that it
receives public and agency input and environmental review pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) prior to Board action. The CAP

shall include the following components and criteria:

o

Plans and programs to reduce GHG emissions to levels that generally are

consistent with specific targets for reduction of the County’s current and
projected 2020 GHG emissions inventory, and which are reasonably
attributable to land uses within the County’s unincorporated areas
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(including both existing and future development) and its internal
government operations. State—mandated—targets,—including—enforceable
reduetion—measures; largets shall be generally consistent with reduction
targets in Assembly Bill (AB) 32 (Health & Saf. Code, §38500 et seq.), or other
applicable local or regional enactments addressing GHG emissions,
including applicable California Air Resources Board regulations adopted
pursuant to AB 32.

(i) The CAP may establish goals beyond 2020, which are generally
consistent with the applicable laws and regulations referenced in this
policy and based on current science.

(ii) The CAP shall include specific and general tools and strategies to
reduce the County’s current and projected 2020 GHG inventory and
to meet the CAP’s target for GHG reductions by 2020.

(iii) The CAP shall consider GHG reduction strategies, including but not

limited to:

(a) Measures to improve energy efficiency in existing and future
development;

(b) Increased use of renewable energy, including distributed
systems for residential, commercial and industrial buildings, as
well as utility-scale renewable energy generation and

transmission facilities;

(c) Water conservation and efficiency measures for existing and
future development, including water recycling;

(d) Solid waste measures, including reduction of waste generation,
diversion of waste for reuse, recycling, methane capture, and
potential waste to energy efforts;

(e) Land use, and transportation measures, including promotion of
transit and transit-oriented development, alternatives to vehicle
travel including pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure,

alternative fuel vehicle infrastructure, and other measures; and
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) Urban forestry or other means of improving carbon

sequestration.

The CAP will also consider the effect of federal, state, and regional
actions to reduce GHG emissions within the County in addition to local
actions that the County can take. The CAP shall establish a schedule of
implementation actions.

(iv) From to time, but at least every five vears, the County shall

review the CAP’s land use and development reduction strategies
for residential, municipal, and commercial buildings, and update
the requirements to ensure that they help achieve the GHG
reduction targets specified in the CAP.

b. Mechanisms to ensure regular review of progress towards the emission

reduction targets established by the CAP Climate ActionPlan;

c. Procedures for reporting on the progress of the CAP to officials and the
public;

d. Procedures for revising the plan_CAP, as needed, to meet GHG emissions

reduction targets, including environmental review of any revisions, pursuant
to CEQA, as necessary; and

e. Allocation of funding and staffing for Plan CAP implementation.

After adoption of the Climate Action Plan for all of the County’s unincorporated

areas, which will occur within 18 months of the adoption date of the County’s
General Plan Update, which sets policy for all of the County’s unincorporated

areas, including those within the Santa Clarita Valley, amend this_the Santa
Clarita Valley Area Plan if necessary to ensure consistency with the adopted

Climate Action Plan.

The above revisions provide additional detail regarding the County’s plans relative to preparation of the
CAP, as requested by the commenter. That being said, to the extent the comment’s subject heading
suggests that preparation of the CAP is a mitigation measure required by the Revised Draft EIR, the
comment is incorrect. Policy CO 8.1.1 is not a mitigation measure adopted pursuant to CEQA, rather it is
a component of the proposed Area Plan. For that reason, the comment’s suggestion that Policy CO 8.1.1 is

subject to CEQA’s mitigation deferral standards is incorrect.
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Third, it is not atypical for CAP preparation and adoption to occur subsequent to the adoption of General
Plans, Area Plans, etc. For example, the commenter entered into a Memorandum of Agreement with the
City of Stockton in 2008 that allowed for Stockton’s newly adopted General Plan to be implemented while
Stockton was afforded 24 months to prepare and adopt a CAP. The Agreement also affirmed Stockton’s
discretion in setting GHG reduction targets, noting only that the targets “shall be set in accordance with
reduction targets in AB 32, other state laws, or applicable local or regional enactments addressing GHG
emissions, and with Air Resources Board regulations and strategies adopted to carry out AB 32, if any,
including any local or regional targets for GHG reductions adopted pursuant to AB 32 or other state

laws.”38

Similarly, in 2007, the commenter entered into a Settlement Agreement with the County of San
Bernardino. That Agreement required San Bernardino to prepare a Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction
Plan within 30 months of the Agreement’s execution, while concurrently allowing San Bernardino to
implement its challenged General Plan Update. The Agreement required San Bernardino to establish “[a]
target for the reduction of those sources of emissions reasonably attributable to the County’s

discretionary land use decisions and the County’s internal governmental operations.”3?

Policy CO 8.1.1 is consistent with the parameters outlined in the above-referenced Agreements, in that the
policy provides the County with 18 months to adopt the CAP (which is less time than afforded to
Stockton and San Bernardino) and requires the CAP to set targets that are generally consistent with AB 32
or other applicable local or regional enactments addressing GHG emissions, including applicable

California Air Resources Board regulations adopted pursuant to AB 32.

Fourth and finally, it bears emphasizing that the County is diligently working towards securing region-
wide GHG emission reductions, to the extent permitted by its jurisdictional authority. As just one
example of the County’s good faith efforts to combat global climate change, please see the County’s
Green Building Program Web Site: http://planning.lacounty.gov/green. The Green Building Program
consists of three ordinances that were adopted by the County’s Board of Supervisors (Board) on
November 18, 2008 -- (1) Green Building (Ordinance No. 2008-0065); (2) Low-Impact Development
(Ordinance No. 2008-0063); and, (3) Drought Tolerant Landscaping (Ordinance No. 2008-0064) -- that
collectively address a wide range of green building issues to combat global climate change. These
ordinances, which have been incorporated into Titles 21 and 22 of the Los Angeles County Code, became

applicable in unincorporated portions of Los Angeles County on January 1, 2009, and require a variety of

38 For a copy of the Memorandum of Agreement, please see http://ag.ca.gov/cms_attachments/
press/pdfs/n1608_stockton_agreement.pdf.

39 For a copy of this Settlement Agreement, please see http://ag.ca.gov/cms_pdfs/press/2007-08-
21_San_Bernardino_settlement_agreement.pdf.
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green design practices for new residential and non-residential projects (See also Revised Draft EIR, pp.
3.4-32 to 3.4-33 [summarizing the primary attributes of the Green Building Program]). Although
compliance with these ordinances is already mandated by virtue of the fact that they have been
incorporated into the County Code, the proposed Area Plan has various policies requiring compliance
with the County’s Green Building Program, including subsequent amendments to the ordinances that
were previously adopted by the Board pursuant to the County’s Green Building Program, as well as any
new ordinances that may be adopted by the Board in the future pursuant to the County’s Green Building

Program, as follows:

Policy CO 8.1.3 Implement the ordinances developed through the County’s Green Building
Program.
Policy CO 8.3.1 Evaluate development proposals for consistency with the ordinances developed

through the County’s Green Building Program.

Policy CO 8.3.2 Promote construction of energy efficient buildings through the certification
requirements of the ordinances developed through the County’s Green Building

Program.

In summary, the Revised Draft EIR complies with CEQA’s requirements in that it identifies all feasible
mitigation requirements. The proposed Area Plan also presents, via Policy CO 8.1.1, a well-reasoned and
well-defined requirement to prepare and adopt a CAP within 18 months after adoption of the County’s

General Plan Update, should the proposed Area Plan be adopted.

Response 13

The comment suggests that any increase in GHG emissions is impermissible, and that the Revised Draft

EIR has failed to include all feasible mitigation measures.

To preface, while there would be a change in emission levels should the proposed Area Plan be adopted
(see Response 4 to Letter No. 91), the County does not concur with the characterization of this change as
“significant,” particularly because of the absence of scientific and factual information regarding what
particular quantities of GHG emissions are significant (as climate change is a global issue). In fact, the
limited guidance adopted or being drafted by air quality management districts in California
inconsistently sets numerical significant standards. For example, the Bay Area Air Quality Management

District (BAAQMD) has identified a 10,000 metric tons cap for stationary source projects, but a
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1,100 metric tons cap for land use development projects.40 The South Coast Air Quality Management
District’s (SCAQMD) draft proposal also identifies several numeric caps, including 1,400 metric tons for
commercial projects, 3,500 metric tons for residential projects and/or 3,000 metric tons for mixed-use or all
land use projects.4l For GHGs, like other criteria air pollutants, there does not appear to be a clear
scientific basis upon which to establish different numeric criteria for different source types. Additionally,
neither BAAQMD nor SCAQMD seem to be basing their criteria on scientific evidence of project

significance. Instead, each district is trying to capture a certain percentage of projects by its thresholds.#2

The County conservatively elected to find that the proposed Area Plan’s increase over existing emissions
levels would result in a significant environmental impact. Given the unsettled state of the relevant
science, this finding is reasonable and appropriate. As future land use development proposals requiring
discretionary approval within the unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley are presented for the County’s
consideration, additional project-level environmental analysis will be required relative to the issue of
global climate change. Such analysis would account for any refinements in the state of the science. That
being said, please note that Section 3.4, Global Climate Change, of the Revised Draft EIR assessed the
consistency of the proposed Area Plan with GHG reduction strategies identified by various agencies and

entities:

e Table 3.4-7, Consistency of Sustainable Strategies with AB 32 Scoping Plan Measures;

e Table 3.4-9, Consistency with the 2006 Climate Action Team Report;

e Table 3.4-10, Consistency with Office of Planning and Research Suggested Measures;

e Table 3.4-11, Attorney General’s Recommended General Plan Mitigation Measures; and

e Appendix 3.4 [containing a consistency analysis of the proposed Area Plan relative to reduction
strategies recommended by CAPCOA].

40 BAAQMD, Adopted Air Quality CEQA Thresholds of Significance - June 2, 2010, available at
http://www.baagmd.gov/~/media/Files/Planning %20and %20Research/CEQA/Adopted %20Thresholds%20Table_
December%202010.ashx.

41 SCAQMD, Greenhouse Gas CEQA Significance Threshold Stakeholder Working Group #15 (September 28,
2010), Slide 3, available at http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/GHG/2010/sept28mtg/ghgmtg15-web.pdf.

42 See, e.g, BAAQMD, California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Update: Proposed Thresholds of
Significance  (December 7, 2009), p. 19, available at http://www.baaqgmd.gov/~/media/Files/
Planning%?20and %20Research/CEQA/Proposed %20Thresholds %200f%20Significance%20Dec%207 %2009.ashx
[“Staff recommends a 1,100 MT COze per year threshold. Choosing a 1,100 MT mass emissions significance
threshold level (equivalent to approximately 60 single-family units), would result in about 59 percent of all
projects being above the significance threshold and having to implement feasible mitigation measures to meet
their CEQA obligations. These projects account for approximately 92 percent of all GHG emissions anticipated to
occur between now and 2020 from new land use development in the SFBAAB.”].
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As discussed in the above-referenced tables and appendix, the proposed Area Plan generally is consistent
with the identified GHG reduction strategies and, therefore, in line with AB 32 and Executive Order No.
S-3-05.

Although the comment states that the proposed Area Plan’s GHG emissions “must be reduced to meet
California’s emission reduction and climate change objectives,” please note that no state or regional
agency (e.g., California Resources Board (CARB) or SCAQMD) with expertise in global climate change
has endorsed a zero-based threshold, which would likely result in the preparation of extensive
environmental documentation for even the smallest of projects. For example, on page 25 of the California
Natural Resources Agency’s (CNRA) Final Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action (December 2009),
CNRA stated that CEQA Guidelines section 15064.4(b)(1) “is not intended to imply a zero net emissions
threshold of significance. As case law makes clear, there is no ‘one molecule rule’ in CEQA.” Similarly, on
page 4 of CARB’s Preliminary Draft Staff Proposal: Recommended Approaches for Setting Interim
Significance Thresholds for Greenhouse Gases Under the California Environmental Quality Act (October 24,
2008), CARB staff noted its conclusion that “for the project types under consideration [i.e., industrial and
commercial/residential], non-zero thresholds can be supported by substantial evidence. [CARB] staff
believes that zero thresholds are not mandated in light of the fact that: (1) some level of emissions in the
near term and at mid-century is still consistent with climate stabilization; and (2) current and anticipated
regulations and programs apart from CEQA... will proliferate and increasingly will reduce the GHG
contributions of past, present, and future projects.” Finally, SCAQMD staff, who are overseeing a
stakeholder working group for the development of CEQA significance criteria, have not proposed a zero-

based criterion.43

As provided in the Revised Draft EIR, the recommended mitigation measures, as well as future
legislative and regulatory enactments by applicable federal, state and regional bodies, all would serve to
further reduce GHG emissions associated with any future buildout under the proposed Area Plan,
consistent with the comment’s ultimate objective (i.e, to reduce GHG emissions). As previously
discussed in Response 8 above, buildout of the County’s proposed Area Plan and buildout of the City’s
proposed General Plan would result in a growth rate of VMT of approximately 60 percent while the rate
of growth in population would be approximately 83 percent. While total VMT would increase under
buildout of the County’s proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan, per capita VMT
would be expected to decrease by at least 12 percent. Additionally, while the rate of growth in trips
would exceed the rate of growth in population, the length of the trips would decrease due to a higher
proportion of residents commuting within the Santa Clarita Valley as opposed to commuting to

destinations outside of the Santa Clarita Valley. The reduction in per capita VMT and the rate of grown in

43 For more information on SCAQMD’s efforts, please see http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/GHG/GHG.html.
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VMT compared to population is directly related to the policies that would be adopted if the County
adopts the Area Plan and the City adopts the General Plan. Mitigation measures provided in Section 3.4,
Global Climate Change, of the Revised Draft EIR would further reduce the emissions associated with

buildout of the County’s proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan.

As to the second prong of the comment, because the commenter fails to identify any specific mitigation
measures that it believes are feasible and not included in the Revised Draft EIR, no more specific of a

response can be provided.

Response 14

The comment states that the Revised Draft EIR does not fully disclose the alleged harms from impacts of

new housing and alleged suburban sprawl.

The County believes that it has addressed all of the impacts of new development (including new housing)
as analyzed in the Revised Draft EIR. The Revised Draft EIR addresses all potential impacts of new
housing and development. As an example, the 139-page analysis presented in Section 3.4 of the Revised
Draft EIR, and the proposed Area Plan’s inclusion of numerous goals, objectives, and policies designed to
achieve green design and smart growth, rather than promoting sprawl, are also evidence of this. As set
forth in additional responses below, the Area Plan also includes various other measures to reduce

greenhouse gas emissions.

The County takes seriously its role in the state’s efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and to
effectively combat the effects of global climate change. That being said, the County also seeks to minimize
redundant regulation due to the global nature of the subject environmental issue. (A global climate
change is a global issue such that the precise location of the emission of greenhouse gas emissions is not
the driving factor. Rather, it is the total quantity of greenhouse gas emissions that drives global climate
change.) Therefore, the County seeks to harmonize its efforts with applicable international, national,

state, and regional efforts.

Furthermore, the proposed Area Plan contains policies that would guide future development in the area
that would reduce VMT (for example, see Revised Draft EIR, pp. 3.2-55 to 3.2-57). The following are
further examples of policies included in the Revised Draft EIR that would reduce VMT:

Policy LU 1.1.3: Discourage urban sprawl into rural areas by limiting non-contiguous, “leap-

frog” development outside of areas designated for urban use.

Policy LU 1.1.5: Increase infill development and re-use of underutilized sites within and adjacent

to developed urban areas to achieve maximum benefit from existing
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infrastructure and minimize loss of open space, through redesignation of vacant

sites for higher density and mixed use, where appropriate.

Policy LU 3.2.1: Require provision of adequate walkways in urban residential neighborhoods
that provide safe and accessible connections to destinations such as schools,

parks, and neighborhood commercial centers.

Policy LU 5.2.1: Designate higher-density residential uses in areas served by public transit and a

full range of support services.

Policies contained within the Area Plan are intended to reduce sprawl and vehicle miles traveled.

Response 15

The comment requests information of the population projections for the Santa Clarita Valley, and
information regarding the correlation between such projections and the amount of development
contemplated by the proposed Area Plan. The comment also requests information on the location, extent,
and type of development that currently exists in the Santa Clarita Valley in relation to what is

contemplated by the proposed Area Plan.

Population projections for the proposed Area Plan are provided in Table 2.0-1, Summary of Population,
Housing, and Employment Projections for the OVOV Planning Area at Buildout. As provided therein, at
buildout, the OVOV Planning Area (which includes the City of Santa Clarita and the unincorporated
portions of the Santa Clarita Valley) will contain approximately 460,000 to 485,000 people; of this amount,
approximately 237,387 would be located within unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley.
(Revised Draft EIR, p. 2.0-28.) The analytical assumptions and methodology used to prepare this
population estimate are discussed at length on pages 2.0-24 through 2.0-25. As explained, “[t]he
projections ... represent staff’s best efforts to achieve a realistic vision of actual buildout potential for the
planning area. In preparing the OVOV land use projections, staff acknowledged that portions of the
planning area are already largely developed, and that the Area Plan is not based on a ‘clean slate’ of
vacant, undeveloped land. Existing uses and development patterns must be recognized in planning for

new uses.” (Revised Draft EIR, p. 2.0-25.)

Additional information regarding population projections for the Santa Clarita Valley is also provided in

Section 3.19, Population and Housing, of the Revised Draft EIR:

“According to [the Southern California Association of Government’s (SCAG)] Growth
Forecast, the population of the entire unincorporated subregion is expected to grow from
132,797 residents in the year 2005 to 434,773 residents in the year 2035 ...” (Revised Draft
EIR, p. 3.19-3.)

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-1856 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
0112.023 County of Los Angeles
January 2012



2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

“In 2008, the population of the County’s Planning Area was approximately 75,000
residents. Buildout of the proposed Area Plan Land Use Map would increase the County
Planning Area’s population by 162,387 residents to a total population of approximately
237,387 residents.” (Revised Draft EIR, p. 3.19-5.)

“SCAG projects that the population of the unincorporated North Los Angeles County
subregion, which includes unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley as well as
unincorporated areas of the Antelope Valley, will increase from 132,797 residents in year
2005 to 434,773 residents in year 2035, for a total increase of 301,975 residents (no
population projections from SCAG are presently available for this region after year 2035).
Accordingly, SCAG projects substantial population growth (over 227 percent)
throughout unincorporated North Los Angeles County during the current planning
period. Since buildout of the proposed Area Plan would increase the population of the
unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley by 162,387 residents by year 2035, and given that the
population of the entire unincorporated North Los Angeles subregion is projected to
increase by 301,976 residents by 2035, implementation of the proposed Area Plan would
account for approximately 54 percent of this growth.” (Revised Draft EIR, p. 3.19-6.)

As indicated by the above excerpts, the level of population growth contemplated by the proposed Area
Plan is generally consistent with SCAG’s regional projections and is required to accommodate long-term
growth trends anticipated in the unincorporated North County subregion, which includes the
unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley and the unincorporated Antelope Valley. As indicated in the above
excerpts, the population growth projected in the unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley represents only 54
percent of the population growth projected by SCAG in the North County subregion. SCAG generates
population growth estimates based on: “... policy direction from the SCAG Community, Economic and
Human Development (CEHD) Policy Committee and working closely with the Plans and Programs
Technical Advisory Committee (P&P TAC), the California Department of Finance (DOF), subregions,
local jurisdictions, CTCs, the public and other major stakeholders, the Forecasting Section of the
Community Development Division is responsible for producing socio-economic estimates and
projections at multiple geographic levels and in multiple years.“44 The analysis prepared by the County
for the Area Plan effort was far more detailed and current than the forecast prepared by SCAG. Draft EIR,
Section 2.0, Project Description, pages 24 and 25 outline in detail the methodology used by the County to

determine population projections as follows:

“The methodology used by staff to develop these detailed demographic projections
involved the following steps:

1. Staff prepared projections for each traffic analysis zone (TAZ) contained in the traffic
model. For purposes of traffic modeling, a TAZ is a portion of land within the
planning area in which certain land uses have been designated, the development of
which is expected to generate new vehicle trips to serve future development. Only

44 http://www .scag.ca.gov/forecast/index.htm
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undeveloped or underutilized land will be expected to be used for new development
that will generate new vehicle trips. Therefore, each TAZ was analyzed to determine
the percentage of land that was already fully built out, and the amount of land
available for new development or rebuilding. There are 455 TAZs in the traffic model
for the planning area.

2. Staff compared each TAZ with a current aerial photograph and Planning Department
records to determine the amount of developable land in each one. Land was
considered to be developable if it was vacant or underutilized, privately owned,
designated and zoned for future development, and free of major constraints such as
ridgelines and floodways.

3. For land within each TAZ, staff estimated the projected actual buildout capacity
under the draft Land Use Map, considering parcelization, existing and surrounding
development, access, topography, drainage patterns, infrastructure capacity, and
similar site constraints.

4. The result of this analysis was an estimated buildout capacity for each TAZ in terms
of dwelling unit number and type; non-residential development potential (including
commercial, business park, retail, and institutional space); public uses, including
government and school facilities, parks and open space; and land devoted to
infrastructure (such as streets and highways, transmission corridors, and flood
control easements).

5. Portions of the Planning Area outside the TAZ had trips designated to the nearest
TAZ.

The projections generated from the TAZ analysis represent staff’s best efforts to achieve a
realistic vision of actual buildout potential for the planning area. In preparing the OVOV
land use projections [the land use projections for the City’s proposed General Plan and
the County’s proposed Area Plan, both of which were developed through the joint “One
Valley One Vision” (OVOV) planning effort], staff acknowledged that portions of the
planning area are already largely developed, and that the Area Plan is not based on a
“clean slate” of vacant, undeveloped land. Existing uses and development patterns must
be recognized in planning for new uses.

For purposes of a theoretical comparison, the TAZ analysis could be compared to the
‘worst case’ buildout projections of the Area Plan land use map. The worst-case scenario
assumes that all existing uses are subject to demolition, reconstruction, or intensification
to achieve the maximum density allowed by the land use map. For example, if an area is
designated for single-family residential uses at five dwelling units per acre and the area
is already developed at four dwellings per acre, the worst-case scenario assumes that the
existing subdivisions would be replaced with new subdivisions at a higher density, or
that existing units would be subdivided into multi-family structures to achieve the
higher density. Because many areas of the Santa Clarita Valley have been developed
within the last 20 years with structures that have useful lifespan of 50 years or longer,
staff determined that it would be unreasonable to assume that all existing development
would be replaced with new development at the highest possible density allowed by the
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land use map. For this reason, the worst-case scenario under the land use plan was not
used as the basis for demographic projections. Instead, the TAZ analysis described above
formed the basis for reasonable buildout projections of land use, dwelling units,
population, and employment.”

With respect to the comment’s request for information regarding existing development levels, Section

3.19 disclosed that:

“As of 2008, there were approximately 80,000 dwelling units within the Santa Clarita
Valley, of which 23,000 were in the unincorporated areas and 57,000 were within the City
of Santa Clarita. Another 39,500 dwelling units had received land use approval, including
33,500 units in unincorporated County areas and 6,000 units within the City of Santa
Clarita; several thousand more dwelling units were the subject of pending land use
applications.” (Revised Draft EIR, p. 3.19-2.)

With regard to the pending applications, it would not be appropriate to provide a precise number given
the great uncertainty of the actual number of proposed units that would ultimately end up completing
the application process or the actual number of proposed units that would receive approval.
Furthermore, of the number of units proposed that have received land use approval, though counted in

this analysis, may not be built due to changing market conditions or changing ownership circumstances.

Also with regard to the pending applications, the numbers provided in the Revised Draft EIR, and cited
above, relate to 2008, as that was the year that the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the EIR was issued
and circulated and is therefore an appropriate baseline year for “on the ground” conditions. Although the
County has revised and re-circulated its initial Draft EIR, 2008 remains as an appropriate baseline year,
given that it was the year that the NOP was issued and circulated. Shortly after the NOP was issued and
circulated, the housing market in the Santa Clarita Valley and elsewhere throughout the United States
experienced a sharp downturn and the housing market had not fully recovered at the time this Revised
Final EIR was released. Accordingly, many pending development applications became inactive, and since
2008 many such applications have been denied by County decision makers on the basis of inactivity.4>
Furthermore, few pending development applications have been approved since 2008, few approved tract
maps have been recorded since 2008, and a relatively small number of housing units have been
constructed since 2008. In light of these circumstances, and the uncertainty discussed in the preceding
paragraph, the numbers provided in the Revised Draft EIR represent an accurate depiction of
development activity within the Santa Clarita Valley, and as previously stated, reflect an appropriate
baseline year. In any event, the County has continuously maintained information regarding subdivision
activity within the unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley and other portions of its jurisdiction since 2008.

This information is contained within SUB-NET, an interactive Geographic Information System (GIS) that

45 The Signal, SCV land deals to get axed. July 19, 2011
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has been available to the public since 2008 on the Department of Regional Planning Web Site at
http://planning.lacounty.gov/subnet. It should be noted that the information is also available to the Board

of Supervisors and other County decision makers because of its public availability.

Additional information regarding the existing communities located within the Santa Clarita Valley, as
well as approved Specific Plans, is provided in Section 2.0, Project Description, on pages 2.0-13 through
2.0-24.

The Revised Draft EIR also disclosed that the population projections (460,000 to 485,000) associated with
full buildout of the proposed Area Plan translates into approximately 150,000 to 160,000 households
(Revised Draft EIR, p. 2.0-24.).

As to forms of non-residential development, Table 2.0-2, Acres of Land Use Designations, in the Revised
Draft EIR identified the acreage total for each land use designation identified in the proposed Area Plan,
allowing for an approximate assessment, by acreage, of the type and amount of development proposed
for each land use designation in the proposed Area Plan. Information regarding the location of such
development is provided in Figure 2.0-4, Proposed Land Use Policy Map (See also Revised Draft EIR, pp.
2.0-25 to -27 [summarizing analytical assumptions and methodology used by County staff in developing

commercial and industrial development projections]).

In closing, while the Revised Draft EIR contains the information requested by the comment, the precise
level of development that may occur in the Santa Clarita Valley depends, in part, upon the housing

market and the economic conditions in play at the time such development is proposed.
Response 16

The comment states that the Revised Draft EIR fails to disclose the number of people who live outside the
Santa Clarita Valley (Valley) and commute into the Valley to work there. All traffic trips, including traffic
trips into the Valley from other areas and out of the Valley into other areas, are a fundamental part of the
traffic model. Please see Revised Draft EIR, Appendix 3.2, One Valley One Vision Traffic Study, Austin
Foust Inc., June 2010, Section 1.5 Reference: 3. “Draft Santa Clarita Valley Consolidated Traffic Model
2004 Update and Validation,” City of Santa Clarita and County of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works, June 2004. This reference has been appended to the Revised Final EIR.

Additionally, please see Table 4-6, Freeway Volume Summary, in Appendix 3.2 of the Revised Draft, also
included below. This summary demonstrates how the number of vehicle trips increases at buildout of the
County’s proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan in comparison to existing conditions.

For example, on I-5 just north of the SR-14 interchange during the AM Peak Hour, the northbound
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volume increases from 5,600 vehicles per hour (vph) at existing conditions to 7,540 vph at buildout of the
County’s proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan, which were both developed as part
of the OVOV joint planning effort. Northbound trips represent people entering the Valley in the morning.

Table 4-6
Freeway Volume Summary

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Segment ADT NB | SB NB SB
I-5 south of Parker Interchange
Existing Conditions 110,000 1,860 2,190 3,570 3,070
Current GP 240,000 5,140 6,950 8,760 7,980
Proposed OVOV GP 239,000 4,090 6,770 8,770 7,640
I-5 south of Valencia Interchange
Existing Conditions 179,000 5,430 5,310 6,050 6,420
Current GP 269,000 8,540 9,970 9,730 10,320
Proposed OVOV GP 259,000 7,860 8,200 9,190 10,300
I-5 north of SR-14 Interchange
Existing Conditions 202,000 5,600 6,610 6,970 6,410
Current GP 308,000 8,710 10,430 10,530 10,800
Proposed OVOV GP 269,000 7,540 7,380 8,700 10,480
SR-14 south of Aqua Dulce Interchange
Existing Conditions 110,000 1,970 5,580 5,130 2,810
Current GP 200,000 4,260 11,970 11,300 5,190
Proposed OVOV GP 158,000 2,700 11,780 10,590 3,350
SR-14 south of Sierra Highway Interchange
Existing Conditions 152,000 2,510 7,090 7,500 3,380
Current GP 279,000 5,020 15,330 15,430 7,100
Proposed OVOV GP 217,000 3,900 14,350 13,580 5,150
SR-14 north of I-5 Interchange
Existing Conditions 176,000 2,950 8,350 8,430 4,100
Current GP 316,000 6,320 16,170 16,250 8,490
Proposed OVOV GP 230,000 5,100 13,920 13,390 6,820
Response 17

The comment states that the Revised Draft EIR does not perform an analysis to determine whether
increasing the amount of affordable housing in the Santa Clarita Valley (Valley) might allow more
commuters to live and work in the Valley and thus drive less. One of the premises of the County’s
proposed Area Plan and the City’s proposed General Plan, which were both developed as part of the

OVOV effort, is to reduce allowable residential densities in outlying areas, which are generally located
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within the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley, and to increase allowable residential
densities in the central core, which is located in the City and where transit opportunities are available for
all people —not only those who require affordable housing. Please also see Section 2.0, Project Description
of the Revised Draft EIR, pages 2.0-10 through 12, which provides the OVOV Guiding Principles
pertaining to residential developments in the OVOV Planning Area, which includes the City and the
unincorporated portions of the Valley. These Guiding Principles prescribe a variety of housing types,
including affordable housing in locations that can take advantage of bike and pedestrian trails, transit,

etc. to reduce and lessen the need to commute outside of the Valley:

“16. The Valley shall contain a mix of housing types that meet the diverse needs of
residents, and offer choices for the Valley’s population and lifestyles (ages,
education, income, etc.) that are appropriate and consistent with their community
character. This shall include a combination of single- and multi-family, owner
occupied and rental units within each community, and mixed-use (i.e., integrated
housing with commercial or office uses) development in key activity centers.

17.  The Valley is committed to providing affordable work force housing to meet the
needs of individuals employed in the Santa Clarita Valley.

18.  Multi-family housing developments shall contain adequate recreational and open
space amenities on-site and be designed to ensure a high quality living
environment. Their architectural treatment and building massing shall
complement the characteristics of surrounding single-family residential
neighborhoods.

19. Neighborhood scale development shall be encouraged by promoting mixed
density of housing units consistent with community character objectives and
limiting the number and acreage of multi-family units that can be developed in any
single location.

20. Housing developments located in the more urbanized communities of the Valley
shall be designed to create a sense of neighborhood by

a. promoting walkability and containing places that serve as centers of activity
and identity (schools, multi-purpose facilities, parks, convenience services,
neighborhood commercial centers, etc.);

b. containing a mix of housing types, densities, and parcel sizes, avoiding large
areas and an over-concentration of homogeneous density units;

c. minimizing the dependence on, prominence, and area dedicated to the
automobile;

d. featuring architectural design treatments along all frontages of new housing to
promote continuity of architectural scale and rhythm and avoid “blank walls;”
and
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e. including pedestrian linkages, landscaped parkways and green corridors, and
separated trails (pedestrian, bicycle or equestrian) where appropriate and
feasible.”

There is no need for a separate analysis to determine the possible need for increasing affordable housing
in the Valley. Please also see Response 18 below, which acknowledges that the County’s Housing
Element was adopted by the Board of Supervisors on August 5 2008 and was certified by the State
Department of Housing and Community Development on November 6, 2008. As a component of the
Countywide General Plan, the Housing Element evaluated the need for affordable housing throughout

the County’s unincorporated areas, including those in the Santa Clarita Valley.

Also, see Responses 4 and 8 above for a further explanation of how the proposed Area Plan may increase
the jobs/housing balance, which in turn reduces vehicle miles traveled by approximately 12 percent. The

increase in average daily trips by 120 percent would indicate a greater number of much shorter trips.
Response 18

The comment requests that the Revised Draft EIR provide an estimate of the percentage of Regional
Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) units that the County plans to meet in the unincorporated areas
within the Santa Clarita Valley as well as a discussion on how the County plans to meet it. It should be
noted that, in the current Housing Element cycle, the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG) provided one number of RHNA units for all of the County’s unincorporated areas. SCAG did not
provide one number of RHNA units for the unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley, one number of RHNA
units for unincorporated East Los Angeles, and so on. The County has completed a Housing Element for
the current Housing Element cycle, which was adopted by the Board of Supervisors on August 5, 2008
and was certified by the State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) on
November 6, 2008. The adopted Housing Element, which is available on the Internet at
http://planning.lacounty.gov/housing, demonstrates that the County intends to meet its entire RHNA
number, not a mere percentage as the comment suggests. The adopted Housing Element evaluated the
need for affordable housing throughout the County’s unincorporated areas, including those in the Santa

Clarita Valley, and suitable sites were identified in the unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley.

Section 3.19, Population and Housing of the Revised Draft EIR, page 3.19-4, discusses the RHNA
Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) allocation numbers of which the County is obligated to
plan for. Section 3.19 further states: “state law (Government Code 65915) requires jurisdictions to grant
incentives to promote affordable housing development, provided that a minimum number of affordable
units are constructed and remain affordable for specified periods of time. In addition, state law requires
that jurisdictions provide density bonuses for affordable housing production, up to a maximum of 35
percent over the units allowed by the Area Plan Land Use Map. In exchange for the additional units, the
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housing developer ensures that a certain percentage of the units will be priced at affordable levels and
will remain affordable over the period required by the law. Los Angeles County complies with state
requirements and provides additional incentives to promote affordable housing construction including
fee waivers, reduced setbacks, increased height limits, and additional density increases.” Existing County
Zoning Ordinance provisions, such as Part 17 of Section 22.52 (Density Bonuses and Affordable Housing
Incentives) and Part 18 of Section 22.56 (Housing Permits), apply throughout the County’s

unincorporated areas.

Given that HCD is the state’s determining body as to the adequacy of all housing policies within a
Housing Element, and that CEQA documentation for the County’s Housing Element was completed

prior to its adoption, further response is neither necessary nor required.
Response 19
The comment states that the commenter appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Revised Draft

EIR.

The comment is noted. No further response is required because the comment does not raise an

environmental issue nor does it address or question the content of the Revised Draft EIR.
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SRC WEST

Life..enhanced by design
———————————

March 9, 2011

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning
Attn: Regional Planning Commission

Hall of Records — 13" Floor

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA. 90012

Re: 2" Letter — Proposed Santa Clarita Valley One Valley One Vision Proposed Land Use
Designation Affecting Vesting Tentative Map 52796

Mr. Chairman and other members of the Regional Planning Commission,

On December 23, 2010 we submitted for your consideration a request to modify the
land use currently shown within the proposed One Valley One Vision for the property known as
VTTM 52796 — Wickham Canyon. The property consists of multiple parcels: APN’s: 2826-020-
019 thru 024 and 2926-020-030 thru 033.

In our request we described how for the past decade SRC West has been master
planning the various private land holdings in the Stevenson Ranch and Pico Canyon areas, of
which VTTM 52796 is an integral part of this master planning. All infrastructures to serve
52796 are stubbed to the property. VTTM 52796 provides regional benefit by completing major
arterial highway improvements as shown on the circulation element of the General Plan and
major storm drain improvements which help protect existing downstream neighborhoods.

Given that this property is in essence an infill property that completes a larger overall
vision for the Stevenson Ranch and Pico Canyon areas we are perplexed as to why this
property is being subjected to a ninety six (96) percent reduction in allowable density from that
of the current General Plan. The adjacent Southern Oaks Community represents a density one
hundred (100) times greater than that proposed under OVOV for VTTM 52796 and both
properties were originally master planned at the same time.

In discussion with Mr. Mitch Glaser at the Department of Regional Planning, we were
told that staff considered a number of factors when proposing all of the various land uses

SRC WEST, INC.
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within OVOV. Part of the thought process in the Steven Ranch and Pico Canyon areas is that
some distance south and west of these areas is the Santa Clarita Woodland Park and some
distance west is Mentryville. Topography always plays some role and, in addition, staff is
recommending an expansion of the existing significant ecological area (SEA) which is south
and east of VTTM 52796.

For these reasons VTTM 52796 was given a proposed land use designation of RL5 on
a small portion of the northwest corner of the property and RL20 on the major balance of the
property. This results in a reduction in maximum allowable density of 269 dwelling units to 11
dwelling units. Other properties adjacent to the Santa Clarita Woodlands Park and
encumbered with the proposed SEA expansion have been given H2 and H5 land use
designations.

Topographically VTTM 52796 is similar to the rest of the existing developed areas in the
Stevenson Ranch and Pico Canyon Areas. The vesting tentative tract map which is actively
being processed not only protects the hillsides and ridgelines; it also protects the valley floor
by locating homes onto the mid level areas of the property.

The only portion of VTTM 52796 which borders with the Santa Clarita Woodlands Park
is along the projects westerly border. In this area VTTM 52796 its neighbor by providing an
additional gquarter mile wide buffer or proposed open space. The proposed developed areas of
VTTM 52796 are naturally separate from the Santa Clarita Woodlands Park by being on the
other side of the ridgeline from the park and then significantly setting back from that ridgeline.

Under the current General Plan the Lyon Canyon SEA is east by southeast of VTTM
52796. The nearest portion of the Lyon Canyon SEA is approximately two thirds of a mile away
and separated by a ridgeline. These two areas are in completely different watershed areas
with the existing SEA draining to the Lyons Canyon watershed area and VTTM 52796 draining
to the already developed Pico Canyon watershed area.

Under OVOV the proposed SEA designation is being significantly increased in size and
is now extending over watershed boundaries and ridgelines that were previously respected as
natural barriers and borders. We realize that staff does not have the budget or resources to
definitively study every individual property ownership within the OVO boundary relative to
biological and ecological constraints. To that end we realize that there is are degrees of
subjectivity and guess work that staff uses to propose new areas.

From our perspective good information helps facilitate good decision making. A wealth
of site specific professional evaluation and analysis regarding VTTM 52796 has been acquired
and has been available in the project files at Regional Planning since the early 2000’s. These
studies and analyses encompass an extensive range of topics such as:

Biological Inventory

Wetlands Delineation Report

Oak Tree Report

Paleontological Resources Assessment Report
Cultural Resources
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Additional analysis and investigation has been performed for such topics as
geotechnical, drainage and traffic. These topics are outside of the purview of SEA significance,
but do have a direct bearing on showing that VTTM 52796 is in essence an infill property. We
are surprised that this available data appears to have not had the relevance it deserved when
staff recommended the new SEA boundaries. If it had been then staff most likely would have
understood both the development proposal for VTTM 52796 and its environmental justification
based on the level of resource analysis already provided.

Attached to this letter we have compiled copies of the reports that we believe will
support our belief that the areas of VTTM 52796 proposed for development are justified in not
being included in the proposed SEA boundary expansion. This is an important point to us
because the two major concerns that staff had (proximity to existing open space and part of
the SEA proposed expansion) do not apply to VTTM 52796. These two concerns affected
staff’'s subjective decision to propose dropping the proposed OVOV land use to the lowest
density allowable of RL20. It appears to us that given the level of study that is available
through the active entitlement request for VTTM 52796 a proposed OVOV land use of at least
H2 in our northeast one hundred and ten acres and RL5 for the balance of the property is
justified.

Sincerely,
SRC West, Inc.

Ron Druschen
President

w/ Encl.

Email Cc:  Mr. Richard Bruckner — LA County Dept. of Regional Planning
Mr. Mitch Glaser — LA County Dept. of Regional Planning
Mr. Nick Eftekhari — Oakridge Homes
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WICKHAM PROPERTY
Botanical Inventory 2005

INTRODUCTION

This report presents the results of-a 2005 botanical inventory of the Wickham project site, in Pico Canyon area of the
Santa Susana Mountains of unincorporated Los Angeles County. The site has been surveyed extensively over recent
years, particularly by Ms. Verna Jigour (1999, 2000, :2001, 2003); occasionally accompanied by the present
investigator, and separately. Ms. Jigour surveyed the site most recently in late May, 2003, however, because the site
was entirely involved in the extensive fire in these mountains in November 2003, a post-fire survey was warranted.

The project site occupies an area on the north slope of the Santa Susana Mountains, in the Pico Canyon drainage.
An intermittent stream traverses the site that is tributary to Pico Canyon, and subsequently to the South Fork of the
Santa Clara River. Also, a portion of Pico Canyon Creek crosses the northeast quadrant of the site. The map
location occurs on both the Newhall and Oat Mountain USGS quadrangles, within Township 3N, Range 16W, .
Section 6. The site is generally northeast of the placename Sand Rock Peak shown on Figure 1. Elevations on the
site range from approximately 1,400 to 2,200 feet msl.

METHODS

Mr. Carl Wishner, Principal Biologist of Envicom Corporation, conducted the surveys on foot, on May 17 and July
8, 2005. During the course of the survey, all major canyons and ridgelines were traversed, and all species,
subspecies and varieties of vascular plants were recorded and compiled on a list, presented herein as Table 1.
Records from previous years are not included in the present compilation,

The California Natural Diversity Database was also queried using the application Rarefind 3. An assessment of the
potential for the occurrence of additional sensitive species that were not observed, but that are known to occur in the
Santa Susana Mountains and surrounding ranges is provided in Appendix 1.

RESULTS

During the course of the surveys, a total of 169 vascular plant taxa were observed. This included two native ferns,
145 dicot flowering plants (22 alien), and 22 monocot flowering plants (13 alien). The complete compilation is
presented in Table 1. : SRR
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