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Captain Jacques A. La Berge
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT

Santa Clarita Valley Station

23740 W. Magic Mountain Parkway
Valencia, California 91355

RE: DISNEY | ABC STuDIOS AT THE RANCH — REQUEST FOR SHERIFF SERVICE INFORMATION
Dear Captain La Berge,

In coordination with the County of Los Angeles, Matrix Environmental is preparing
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for Disney | ABC Studios at the Ranch (the
Proposed Project) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

In order to adequately identify and assess the full range of the Proposed Project's
potential impacts, early consultation with public agencies is being conducted. As the
Proposed Project is located in the County of Los Angeles and is served by the Los Angeles
County Sheriff's Department (LACSD), we are requesting information from your agency.
The following is a brief description of the Proposed Project and a list of requested
information that we would like to obtain to complete our analysis.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Project site consists of Golden Oak Ranch (the Ranch), located at
19802 Placerita Canyon Road in the unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley area of Los
Angeles County, and is bordered to the west and north by State Route 14 (SR-14). The
Ranch is an 890-acre working filming ranch used in the production of motion pictures,
television programming, commercials and photographic images, as well as related ancillary
uses and activities, agricultural uses, and oil production. The Ranch is situated at the
bottor of Placerita Canyon, with relatively steep hillsides and ridgelines to the north and
south measuring approximately 350 feet in height. The proposed Development Area is
comprised of approximately 56 acres in the westernmost portion of the Ranch, which is
separated from the remainder of the property by a 330-foot strip of land owned by the City
of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) that traverses the Ranch in a
generally northwest to southeast direction and is used to support existing electrical
transmission lines. A substantial portion of the Development Area would be located on two
large, mostly barren fill pads adjacent to SR-14, which are separated by Placerita Creek.
The eastern portion of the Ranch property includes private in-holdings within Angeles
National Forest.

6701 Center Drive, Suite 900, Los Angeles, California 90045
Phone: (424) 207-5333 Fax: (424) 207-5349
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SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
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The Proposed Project would provide for the development of state-of-the-art studio
uses and associated film and television production facilities. The Proposed Project would
provide up to twelve soundstages, production offices, six mills, a warehouse,
writers/producers bungalows, a commissary with associated amenities, an administration
building, a central utility plant, an electrical substation, a bridge over Placerita Creek,
drainage devices, and on-site parking, much of which would be located within the LADWP
transmission corridor.  Buildout of the Proposed Project would result in a total of
approximately 555,950 gross square feet of building area, plus approximately
66,300 square feet of ancillary faciliies. Table 1 on page 3 provides the development
program for the Proposed Project with twelve soundstages.

In addition, off-site traffic and utilities improvements, as well as vacation of the
portion of Delden Road right-of-way through the Development Area are proposed. Site
access would continue to be provided from Placerita Canyon Road. As under existing
conditions, operating hours for filming could occur 24 hours per day. Business operating
hours for the Ranch office are typically between 6:00 A.m. and 6:00 .M. Completion of the
project is expected to occur as early as 2014 or as late as 2020.

The remaining areas of the Ranch would continue to operate as a working filming
ranch, as has occurred since at least 1959. Approximately 30 acres of the existing
295.acre outdoor filming area are located within the proposed Development Area. Thus,
with implementation of the Proposed Project, approximately 195 acres of the Ranch would
continue to be used for outdoor filming/movie ranch uses with some agricultural uses. In
addition, the remaining approximately 639 acres of the Ranch would be used primarily as a
filming backdrop with some agricultural and oil production uses.

The Proposed Project also in¢ludes an option to develop studio office uses in lieu of
four soundstages and two mills within the northem portion of the Development Area. As
shown in Table 2 on page 3, buildout of the Proposed Project with the studio office uses
option would result in a total of approximately 510,000 gross square feet of building area,
plus approximately 66,300 square feet of ancillary facilities.

REQUESTED INFORMATION

To aid us in assessing potential impacts to existing sheriff services, Matrix Environmental is
requesting the following information regarding LACSD services and facilities:

« Sheriff station(s) and/or other facilities providing sheriff protection services to the
Project site;
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TaBLE 1
PROJECT BUILDOUT WITH TWELVE SQUNDSTAGES
Use Building GSF Quantity Total GSF
Soundstages 19,800 12 237,600
Production Offices 28,125 6 168,750
Mills 11,500 6 69,000
Warehouse 23,000 1 23,000
Writers/FProducers Bungalows 1,725 6 10,360
Commissary/Amenities 17,250 1 17,250
Administration 30,000 1 30,000
Total 565,950
Ancillary Facilities
Central Utility Plant 1 20,000
Electrical Substation 1 46,300
Note: GSF — Gross Square Feet
Source: Johnson Fain, 2009.
TABLE 2
PROJECT OPTION - BUILDOUT WITH FIGHT SOUNDSTAGES AND STUDIO OFFICES
Use Building GSF Quantity Total GSF
Soundstages 19,800 8 158,400
Production Qffices 28,125 4 112,600
Mills 11,500 4 46,000
Warehouse 23,000 1 23,000
Writers/Producers Bungalows 1,725 6 10,350
Studio Office 112,500 i 112,500
Commissary/Amenities 17,250 1 17,250
Administration 30,000 1 30,000
Total 510,000
Ancillary Facilities :
Central Utility Plant 1 20,000
Electrical Substation 1 46,300

s

Note; SF— Gross Square Feet
Source: Johnson Fain, 2009.
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+ Staffing and equipment for each sheriff station/facility serving the Project site (e.g.,
patrol cars, total full-time and part-time staff, number of officers on 24-hour duty, etc.);

« Population served for each sheriff stationffacility serving the Project site and
boundaries of service area/division;

¢« Special éervice teams (i.e., SWAT and K-9) available within the division and sheriff
stations;

» A general overview of the department’'s emergency response system (i.e., dispatch
system, standard procedures and protocols, etc.);

e Most recent data on associated response times for Part | Crime, Part Il Crime, and
Noncriminal Incidents for the station/facility serving the Project area;

"« Planned improvements to the sheriff protection facilities in the service area of the
Project site (i.e., expansion, new facilities, additional staffing, etc.), if applicable; and

« Any special sheriff protection requirements due to the specific attributes of the
Proposed Project.

Please feel free to contact me at (424) 207-5333 or via email at
a.rogers@matrixeir.com to discuss our information needs and/or any questions regarding
the project. We would appreciate a response to the information requests set forth in this
letter by January 27, 2010. We thank you for your time and assistance.

Sincerely,
MATRIX ENVIRONMENTAL

Ashley Rogers
Principal Planner

Enclosures: Regional and Local Vicinity Map, Conceptual Site Plan, Option Conceptual
Site Plan
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County of Los Angeles
sheriff's Department Headguarters

4700 Ramona Boulevard
Monterey Park, California 91754-2169
Eeroy D. Baca, csferf/y (66 1) 25 5 _1 121
March 8, 2010
Ms. Ashley Rogers
Matrix Environmental
6701 Center Drive, Suite 900
Los Angeles, California 90045
Dear Ms. Rogers:
NOTICE OF PREPARATION

DISNEY / ABC STUDIOS AT THE RANCH
TENTATIVE TRACT NO. TR071216

The proposed Disney / ABC Studios project located at 19802 Placerita Canyon Road, consisting
of film and production facilities on 56 acres, is located in the unincorporated area of Los Angeles
County. The area is serviced by the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department, Santa Clarita
Valley Station, 23740 Magic Mountain Parkway, Valencia 91355. The proposed project site 1s
located at the northeast corner of the Antelope Valley Freeway and Placerita Canyon Road,
approximately 5-6 miles from the Santa Clarita Valley Station.

It is anticipated that the non-emergent response time to a request for service would be
approximately 45-60 minutes. The priority response time would be approximately 10-15 minutes
and the response time under emergent circumstances would be approximately 4-8 minutes. All
response times are approximations, and would be dependent on both the deployment of area
radio cars, and traffic conditions.

At present, all law enforcement services with the exception of traffic services (traffic

enforcement and traffic accident investigation are handled by the California Highway Patrol) are
handled by the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department.

A Tradition of Service Since 1850



NOTICE OF PREPARATION PAGE 2
DISNEY / ABC STUDIOS AT THE RANCH, TENTATIVE TRACT NO. TR071216

This station serves an area of 656 square miles, which is made up of the City of Santa Clarita and
unincorporated county between the Los Angeles City Limits to the south, the Kern County Line
to the north and involving all area between the Ventura County Line to the west and the township
of Agua Dulce to the east. The population served by our station is approximately 250,000
residents.

Since this project is a non-residential project, it is difficult for us to anticipate the numbers of
personnel on the project site at any given time and therefore we would not anticipate an increase
in our station compliment.

It is suggested, for crime prevention purposes and for the security and safety of the working
personnel on site, the following measures should be implemented during site and building layout
design:

- Proper lighting in open areas and parking lots;

- Provide sufficient street lighting for the project streets;

- Provide Knox Box entry key system for fire department along with
law enforcement, if gated entries are planned in the project area;

- Ensure that the required building address numbers be lighted
and readily apparent from the street for emergency
response agencies.

Should you have further questions, please feel free to call me at (661) 255-1121 estension 5101,
or Deputy Patrick Rissler at extension 5159.

Sincerely,

LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF

Michael W. Dunkle, Acting Captain
Santa Clarita Valley Station

MWD:par



County of Los Angeles

Sheriff's Department Headguarters
4700 Ramona Boulevard

Monterey Park, California 91754-2169
Bevoy D. Taca, Shecyff (601) 255-1121

February 22,2011

Ms. Jessica Viramontes
Matrix Environmental
6701 Center Drive, Suite 900
Los Angeles, California 90045
Dear Ms. Viramontes:
DISNEY / ABC STUDIOS AT THE RANCH
TENTATIVE TRACT NO, TR071216

I have received your request for additional questions regarding the Environmental Impact Report
of the Disney / ABC Studios at the Ranch project located at 19802 Placerita Canyon Road.

{ would Tike to answer your questions in the iumeric order that you had writtén: i

1. In the event that addltlonal staffing is required for larger emer gencles can additional
officers be called in from other Sheriff Department areas?

Yes, dependent on the nature of the incident, or emergency we would have additional
support from other stations.

2. What is the current staffing of the Santa Clarita Valley Station?
Currently we have 170 sworn deputies to patrol an area of 656 square miles of area.

3. How many service calls did the Santa Clarita Valley Station receive during the past
calendar year? '

The Santa Clarita Valley Sheriff’s Station fe&ponded to 52,125 total calls for service in
2010,

A Tradition of Service Since 1850



Your questions number 4 and 5 regarding response times, were answered in our letter dated
March 8, 2010 to Ms. Ashley Rogers, and that paragraph reads as follows:

It is anticipated that the non-emergent response time to a request for service would be
approximately 45-60 minutes. The priority response time would be approximately 10-15 minutes
and the response time under emergent circumstances would be approximately 4-8 minutes. All
response times are approximations, and would be dependent on both the deployment of arca
radio cars, and traffic conditions.

0. How many incidents did the Santa Clarita Valley Station handle during the last calendar
year (broken down by Part I, Part If and non-criminal incidents)?

In 2010 there were 4,371 Part I crimes, 6,732 Part 1l crimes and 9,328 non-criminal
incidents in the Sania Clarita Valley.

7. Is the Santa Clarita Valley Station currently exceeding its capacity in terms of how many
officers are currently assigned there? If so, are there any planned improvements for the
station and when would these improvements be completed?

Yes. The station was built in 1972, To handle the growing number of personnel, office
space has been leased in an adjacent building to house the Detective Bureau. The
vacated space is currently in the process of several major renovation projects including
the expansion of the current secretarial ared and the expansion and remodeling of the
desk and dispatch areas. The projects are expected to be completed by the end off the
year.

8. Is there an ideal officer to population ratio the Sheriff’s Department tries to maintain?
Yes, our ideal officer to population ratio is one depuly per 1,000 residents.

I hope this answers your questions, should you have further questions, please feel free to call me

at (661) 255-1121 estension 5101, or Deputy Patrick Rissler at extension 5159.

Sincerely ,

LEROQY D. BACA, SHERIFF

7

aul Becker, Captain
Santa Clarita Valley Station



Jessica Viramontes

From: Jorge Martinez [JorMartinez@chp.ca.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 12:50 PM

To: Jessica Simkin

Subject: Re: CHP Questions Regarding Disney/ABC Studios at the Ranch

Ms. Simkin,

Sorry I could not respond with this information yesterday. Total # of citations/arrests made
by the Newhall CHP Station last year was approx. 54,850. Of this #, 1,803 resulted in
physical arrest/incarceration. Arrest stats within the project site are not available.

Hope this helps.

Sergeant Jorge Martinez
Newhall Area

(661) 294-5540

Fax: (661) 294-5548

>>> "Jessica Simkin" <j.simkin@matrixeir.com> 4/26/2010 9:32 AM >>>
Hi Sergeant Martinez,

Thank you for your help during our conversation earlier today.

My additional question is what was the number of total citations/arrests by the Newhall
Station during the last year? Also, if available, could you please let me know how many of
these citations/arrests were in close proximity to the project site (I've attached some
figures to this e-mail to give you an idea of where the project site is located and what is
being proposed)?

Thank you again for your help!

Jessica Simkin
Planner

6701 Center Drive, Suite 900
Los Angeles, California 90045

Tel: (424) 207-5333



Fax: (424) 207-5349

Direct: (424)-207-5334

Statement of Confidentiality. The contents of this e-mail message and any attachments are
confidential and are intended solely for addressee.

The information may also be legally privileged. This transmission is sent in trust, for the
sole purpose of delivery to the intended recipient. If you have received this transmission in
error, any use, reproduction or dissemination of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If
you are not the intended recipient, please immediately notify the sender by reply e-mail or
phone and delete this message and its attachments, if any.
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From: Aquirre, Debbie

To: Jessica Viramontes

Cc: Bagwell, Loretta; Whaling, Mark

Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2011 3:38:43 PM

Based upon Capt Whaling's verification of the actual driving time, please use 8 minutes in the DEIR.

From: Jessica Viramontes [mailto:J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2011 3:33 PM

To: Whaling, Mark; Aguirre, Debbie

Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Hi Ms. Aguirre,

Did you want to revise your estimate of 9 to 10 minutes based on Mr. Whaling’s driving time? Or
should I include your original estimate in the Draft Environmental Impact Report?

Thanks,
Jessica

From: Whaling, Mark [mailto:MWhaling@fire.lacounty.gov]
Sent: Friday, April 01, 2011 4:09 PM

To: Jessica Viramontes; Aguirre, Debbie

Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Debbie
The Time of 7.5 is the driving time from the drivway of FS 123 to the gate of Golden Oak Ranch.
Mark

From: Jessica Viramontes [J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2011 11:06 AM

To: Aguirre, Debbie; Whaling, Mark

Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Thank you for resending the response, Ms. Aguirre. | have one follow up question for both of you.

Mr. Whaling, you indicated that the average response time for Fire Station 123 would be
approximately 7.5 minutes or less. In the response below, Ms. Aguirre indicates it would be
approximately 9-10 minutes. Which time would you like me to include in the EIR?

Please note that our sources currently indicate that for suburban areas, the County Fire
Department has response time goals of 8 minutes for the first arriving unit and 12 minutes for an
advanced life support (paramedic) unit. Therefore, if we include the time that Ms. Aguierre
provided, we will be stating that Fire Station 123 currently doesn’t meet the response time goal. If
this isn’t accurate, please let me know.

Thanks for your help and please let me know if you have any questions.


mailto:DAguirre@fire.lacounty.gov
mailto:J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com
mailto:LBagwell@fire.lacounty.gov
mailto:MWhaling@fire.lacounty.gov

Thanks,
Jessica

From: Aguirre, Debbie [mailto:DAguirre@fire.lacounty.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 5:33 PM

To: Whaling, Mark; Jessica Viramontes

Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Resending response — please reply to acknowledge receipt.

From: Aguirre, Debbie

Sent: Wednesday, January 12, 2011 5:30 PM

To: ‘j.viramontes@matrixeir.com’

Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

4. Average response time by call type for Fire Station 123 (fire-related, EMS, and other):
Please note that FS 123 has a jurisdiction of 13 square miles which encompasses both
suburban and rural areas — average response times can be dramatically impacted by a
handful of rural area calls. For 2010, average first-in response times for FS 123’s area
were:

Fire: 9.5 minutes; EMS: 7 minutes, all other (including non-emergencies): 8:41
minutes

5. Average response time to Golden Oak Ranch for Fire Station 123: There were no
responses to Golden Oak Ranch since 2009. Based upon a distance of 4 miles from FS 123,
we estimate response times would be 9 to 10 minutes.

Please let me know if you need additional information.

Debbie Aguirre, Chief

Planning Division

Los Angeles County Fire Department
323 881-2404



From: Whaling. Mark

To: Jessica Viramontes

Cc: Lindaman, Ted; steve.sligh@disney.com
Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch
Date: Friday, December 31, 2010 9:13:55 AM

Good Morning Jessica
Here are the answers to your question

1- Daily 3, (When the weather gets hotter and dryer the department may increase that number to 4,
5, 6 or 10)

2- Yes ... One Type 1 Fire Engine with 3 Personnel and one Type four Fire Engine manned when
needed. also a reserve Fire engine is stored here and manned when needed here or else where.

3- Fire- 115 EMS-207 Other- 49

4- Call let me know what degree of accuracy you need

5- We will time it this morning and get back to you

Mark Whaling
FS 123 C
661-252-1235

From: Jessica Viramontes [J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 28, 2010 12:46 PM

To: Whaling, Mark

Subject: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Hi Captain Whaling,

| am following up on some correspondence you had with my coworker, Ashley Rogers, at the
beginning of the month regarding the Disney | ABC Studios at the Ranch (the Proposed Project).
While we did receive some information from you, we would appreciate answers to these follow up
responses so that we may provide a complete analysis of fire services in relation to the Proposed
Project.

1. Number of staff on duty on a 24-hr basis at Fire Station 123

2. Please confirm Station 123 just has an engine company in terms of equipment

3. Total number of calls for service in 2009 for Fire Station 123, broken down by fire-related,
EMS, and other

4. Average response time by call type for Fire Station 123 (fire-related, EMS, and other)

5. Average response time to Golden Oak Ranch for Fire Station 123

| wanted to provide these questions to you via email. Unless | hear differently from you, I'll be
following up via telephone tomorrow morning.

Please feel free to contact me at (415) 439-8381 or via email to discuss our information needs
and/or any questions regarding the project. | thank you for your time and assistance.

Thanks,
Jessica Viramontes
Planner


mailto:MWhaling@fire.lacounty.gov
mailto:J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com
mailto:TLindama@fire.lacounty.gov
mailto:steve.sligh@disney.com

From: Whaling. Mark

To: Jessica Viramontes

Cc: steve.sligh@disney.com; Lindaman, Ted

Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Date: Friday, December 31, 2010 2:29:34 PM

4- Responce times ... Call and lets talk ..... there are alot of ways to calculate this ..

5- Normalle drive from Fs 123 to Golden Oak Ranch was 7:23 today Responce time would be faster

From: Jessica Viramontes [J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 28, 2010 12:46 PM

To: Whaling, Mark

Subject: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Hi Captain Whaling,

| am following up on some correspondence you had with my coworker, Ashley Rogers, at the
beginning of the month regarding the Disney | ABC Studios at the Ranch (the Proposed Project).
While we did receive some information from you, we would appreciate answers to these follow up
responses so that we may provide a complete analysis of fire services in relation to the Proposed
Project.

1. Number of staff on duty on a 24-hr basis at Fire Station 123
Please confirm Station 123 just has an engine company in terms of equipment

3. Total number of calls for service in 2009 for Fire Station 123, broken down by fire-related,
EMS, and other

4. Average response time by call type for Fire Station 123 (fire-related, EMS, and other)

5. Average response time to Golden Oak Ranch for Fire Station 123

| wanted to provide these questions to you via email. Unless | hear differently from you, I'll be
following up via telephone tomorrow morning.

Please feel free to contact me at (415) 439-8381 or via email to discuss our information needs
and/or any questions regarding the project. | thank you for your time and assistance.

Thanks,
Jessica Viramontes
Planner


mailto:MWhaling@fire.lacounty.gov
mailto:J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com
mailto:steve.sligh@disney.com
mailto:TLindama@fire.lacounty.gov

(323 8904330

P, MICHAEL FREEMAN
FIRE CHIEF
FORESTER & FIRE WARDEN

March 5, 2010

Ashley Rogers, Principal Planner
Matrix Environmental

6701 Center Drive, Suite 900
Los Angeles, CA 90045

Dear Ms. Rogers:

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EASTERN AYEMNUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNLA MHG3-32%4

DISNEY | ABC STUDIOS AT THE RANCH: REQUEST FOR SHERIFF SERVICE INFORMATION,
LACO (FFER #201000013)

The project has been reviewed by the Planning Division, Land Development Unit, Forestry Division,

and Health Hazardous Materials Division of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department. The

following are their comments:

PLANNING DIVISION:

1.

ALCURA HILLS
ARTES[A
ALLUEA
BALLDWIN PARK
HELL

HELL GARDENS
HELLFLOWER

Fire Station(s) providing fire protection and emergency medical services to the Project area,

including address, approximate distance/response time to the Project area, Fire Station

service boundaries and/or population, first in, and backup responders(s) for each station listed

are;

a. Fire Station 104 (Temporary), located at 26201 Golden Valley Road, Santa Clarita, CA
91350, is the jurisdictional station (1st-due) for this property. It is approximately 3.5 miles
north of the project site and is staffed 24 hours a day with full time personnel. It has a 4-
person quint, which is a combination engine/ladder truck apparatus, staffed with 1 Fire
Captain, 1 Fire Fighter Specialist, and 2 Fire Fighters.

b. Fire Station 73 located at 24875 N. San Fernando Road, Santa Clarita, CA 91321, is the
2nd due station for this property. Itis approximately 3.3 miles from the project site and is
staffed 24 hours a day with full time personnel. It has a 4-person engine company staffed
with 1 Fire Captain, 1 Fire Fighter Specialist and 2 Fire Fighters, and a 2-person
Paramedic Squad staffed with 2 Fire Fighter/Paramedics.

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:

BRADELIRY CUDAHY HAWTHORNE LA MIRADA
CALABASAS DIAMODND BAR HIDDEN HILLS LA PLENTE
CARSON DUARTE HUMTINGTON PARE LAKEWDOID
CERRITOS EL MONTE INDLUSTRY LANCASTER
CLAREMONT UARDENA INGLEWOO LAWNDALE
COMMERCE GLENDORA IRWINDALE LEAITA
COVING HAWAILAN GARDENS LA CANADA-FLINTRIDGE L NWO0I0
LA HARREA

MALIRL

A WO

HNORWALE

EALMDALE

PALOS VERDES ESTATES
PARAMOUNT

PICO RIVERA

MOMONA

RANCHD PALOS YERDES
ROLLING HILLS
ROLLING HILLS ESTATES
ROSEMEAD

SAN DIMAS

SANTA CLARITA

SIGNAL HILL

SOUTIE EL MONTE
SOUTIE GATE
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Equipment and staffing for each station serving the Project area, including engines, trucks,
squads, total full-time and part-time staff, number of Fire Fighters on 24-hour duty, Paramedic
staff and services, etc. See answer to Question #1.

Main access route(s) from the Fire Station(s) serving the Project area to the Project area;
Access routes are contingent upon the location of the resource at the time of dispatch, the
resource being dispatched, road closures and other road conditions at the time of the incident.

A general overview of the Department's emergency respanse system (i.e., emergency
response plans, standard operation protocols and procedures, etc.). Calls received by the
dispatch center are dispatched to the jurisdictional engine company for the incident location, I
the jurisdictional engine company is not available, the next closest available unit will handle.
Several units may be dispatched to an incident in accordance with the level of service required
based on the incident type. For instance, an EMS incident will require the nearest available
basic life support unit (an engine), the nearest advanced life support unit (a paramedic squad)
and an ambulance.

Most recent data on emergency responses and response times for each station serving the
Project area and the County as a whole (broken up by incident type).

During calendar year 2009, Fire Station 104's incident data was as follows:

Type Emergency Incidents Ave. Response time
EMS 1681 5:459
Fire 5 5:5B
Other 42 5:34

During calendar year 2009, Fire Station 73's incident data was as follows:

Tvpe Emergency Incidents Avg. Response time
EMS 1524 5:04
Fire 70O 5:28
Other 343 5:32

The most recent response information we have for the District's entire jurisdiction
is for calendar year 2008 as follows:

Type Total Incidents
EMS 205,978
Fire 8640

Other 82,327
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Planned improvements to the fire protection facilities in the service area of the Project {i.e., fire
flow, access, expansion, new facilities, additional staffing, etc.), if applicable; For the Project
area, the Fire Department's 2009 Developer Fee Detailed Fire Station Plan includes a
permanent station to replace temporary Fire Station 104 and one new station, Fire Station
150, which is scheduled to be operational by 2011. Once operational, Fire 150 will replace
Fire Station 104 as the jurisdiction station (1st-due) for this project. Fire Station 150 will be
approximately 1.3 miles from the project site.

Mutual aid agreements relevant to the Proposed Project’s service area; The Fire Department
maintains a Mutual Aid Agreement with the U.S.D.A. Forest Service (Angeles Mational Forest),

Fire Safety requirements as relevant to the Proposed Project's service area: To be answered
by Land Developrment Unit.

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

1.

The Statutory Responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land
Development Unit, are the review of, and comment on, all projects within the unincorporated
areas of the County of Los Angeles. Our emphasis is on the availability of sufficient water
supplies for fire fighting operations and local/regional access issues. However, we review all
projects for issues that may have a significant impact on the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department.

This property is located within the area described by the Forester and Fire Warden as a Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ). All applicable fire code and ordinance
requirements for construction, access, water mains, fire hydrants, fire flows, brush clearance
and fuel modification plans, must be met.

The Fire Department's Land Development Unit has reviewed and provided comments to the
submitted Tentative Tract Map TR71216 and Conditions Use Permit RCUP T200900126. We
have enclosed a copy of those reports which reflect specific comments and/or conditions of
approval associated with those permits.

The development of this project must comply with all applicable code and ordinance
requirements for construction, access, water main, fire flows and fire hydrants.

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit appreciates the
opportunity to comment on this project. Other comments maybe provided when additional
details and/or documents are provided for review.

Should any guestions arise regarding subdivision, water systems, or access, please contact
the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit, Inspector Juan Padilla,
at (323) 890-4243.
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FORESTRY DIVISION — OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

1.

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Forestry Division
include erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation,
fuel modification for Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and
cultural resources, and the County Oak Tree Ordinance. Potential impacts in these areas
should be addressed in the Final Environmental Impact Report.

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

a

The review of the "Notice of Preparation” indicates that the Ranch has been used over the past
decades for agriculture, oil production, motion picture and television film production, set
construction in addition to storage of fuels, pesticides and other hazardous materials on-site.

Based on the above information, the site uses may have contributed to soil contamination,
Therefore, it is requested that the subject development seeks oversight from the State
Department of Toxic Substances Control or Los Angeles County Fire Department, Health
Hazardous Materials Division for assessment and mitigation of potential contamination prior to
issuance of any grading permit.

If you have any additional questions, please conltact this office at (323) 890-4330.

Very truly yours

J

%

R. TODD, CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION

PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

JRT:|

Enclosure



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

5821 Rickenbacker Road
Caonumerce, Califermia 90020

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR SUBDIVISION - UNINCORPORATED

Subdivision No: TR 71216 Map Date: _October 28, 2009

C.UP. Vieinity

B4 FIRE DEFPARTMENT HOLD on the tentative map shall remain until venfication from the Los Angeles County Fire Dept.
Planning Section is received, stating adequacy of service. Contact (323) §51-2404,

Access shall comply with Title 21 {County of Los Angeles Subdivision Code) and Section 503 of the Fire Code, which requires all
weather access. All weather access may require paving,

Fire Department access shall be extended 1o within 150 feet distance of any exterior portion of all structures.

MK K

Where driveways extend further than 150 feet and are of single access design, turnarounds suitable for fire protection equipment use
shall be provided and shown on the final map. Turnarounds shall be designed, constructed and maintained to insure their integrity
for Fire Department use. Where topography dictates, turnarounds shall be provided for driveways that extend over 150 feer in
length,

o

The private driveways shall be indicated on the final map as “Private Driveway and Firclane” with the widths clearly depicted.
Dmiveways shall be maintamed in accordance with the Fire Code.

[ Vehicular access must be provided and maintained serviceable throughout construction to all required fire hydrants. All required
fire hydrants shall be mstalled, tested and accepted prior 1o construction,

= This property is located within the area described by the Fire Department as “Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone™ (formerly
Fire Zone 4). A “Fuel Modification Plan” shall be submitted and approved prior to Tentative Map clearance. (Contact; Fuel
Modification Unit, Fire Station #32, 605 North Angeleno Avenue, Azusa, CA 91702-2904, Phone (626) 969-5205 for details),

< Provide Fire Department or City approved street signs and building access numbers prior 1o occupancy.

[] Additional fire protection systems shall be installed in lieu of suitable access and/or fire protection water.

L] The final concept map, which has been submitted to this department for review, has fulfilled the conditions of approval
recommended by this department fur access anly,

] These conditions must be sccured by a C.UP. and/or Covenant and Agreement approved by the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department prior to final map ¢learance,

] The Fire Department has no additional requirements for this division of land.

Comments;  See additional sheet for all holds and eonditions of approvals for this projeci:

By Inspector:  uwe C Padill Date  December 15, 2009

Land Development Unit — Fire Prevention Division — {323) 890-4243, Fax (323) §90-9783

Loy Tentanse Migp 012008



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

5821 Rickenbacker Road
Commerce, Califomia 90020

WATER SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS - UNICORPORATED

Subdivision No: TR 71216 Map Date:  October 28, 2009

Revised Report
U ‘The County Forester and Fire Warden is prohibited from setting requirements for water mains, fire hydrants and fire flows asa
condition of approval for this division of land as presently zoned and/or submitted. However, water requirements may be necessary

at the time of building permit issuance,

B4 The required fire flow for public fire hydrants at this location is 5000 gallons per minute at 20 psi for a duration of 5 hours, over
and above maximum daily domestic demand. 3 Hydrant(s) flowing simultancously may be used to achieve the required fire flow.

L] "The required fire flow for private on-site hydrants is gallons per minute at 20 psi. Each private on-site hydrant nwust be
capable of flowing gullons per minute at 20 psi with two Bydrants fowing simultaneously, one of which must be the
furthest from the public water source.

] Fire hydrant requirements are as follows;

[nstall public fire hydrant(s). Upgrade / Verify existing public fire hydrant(s),
Install private on-site fire hydrant(s).

B All hydrants shall measure 67x 4"x 2-1/2" brass or bronze, conforming to current AWWA standard C503 or approved equal. All
on-site hydrants shall be installed a minimum of 25' feet from a structure or protected by a two (2) hour rated firewall.
[ ] Location: As per map on file with the office.

(] Other location:

All required fire hydrants shall be installed, tested and accepted or bonded for prior to Final Map approval. Vehicular access shall
be provided and maintained serviceable throughout construction.

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department 15 not setting requirements for water mains, fire hydrants and fire flows as a
condition of approval for this division of land as presently zoned and/or submitted.

Additional water system requirements will be required when this land is further subdivided and/or during the building permit
process.

Hydrants and fire flows are adequate to meet current Fire Department requirements.

KO K O K

Fire hydrant upgrade is not necessary, if existing hydrant(s) meet(s) fire flow requirements. Submit original water availability form
to our office.

Comments: Al water svstem requirements along with fire hvdrant locations shall be determined upon access acceptance by the

Fire Department prior to Tentative Map clearance.

See additional sheer for all water svstem conditions of approval.

Al mydramts shall be installed in conformance with Title 20, County of Los Angeles Government Code and County of Los Angeles Fire Code, or spproprete ity regulations,
This shall include mingmum six-inch diameier mains, Armangements to meel these réquirements must he made with the waler purveyor serving the area

By Inspector  fund Bl Date  December 15, 2009

Land Developrient Unit — Fire Prevention Division — (323) 890-4243, Fax (323) 890.9783.

Couny Tenrame Meg 01/2008
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

5823 Rickenbacker Road
Commerce, California 90040

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT REQUIREMENTS

ADDITIONAL PAGE
Subdivision No; TR 71216 Map Date:  October 28, 2009
TENTATIVE MAP - HOLDS
1 Provide a clearance letter from the Los Anseles County Fire Department Planning Section prior to Tentative Map clearance,
2 Provide an approved Preliminary Fuel Modification Plan prior to Tentative Map clearance,

Lad

Label all on-site roadways to be used a Fire Department access as "Private Drivewav and Fire Lane”. Indicate compliance on the
Tentative Map.

- The proposed Private Driveway and Fire Lane shall provide a minimum turning radius of 324t on centerline. Indicate compliance on
the Tentative Map.

5 Fire Department vehicular access shall be extended to within 150 to all portions of exterior walls for all proposed sfructures,
including the Mill buildings.
Indicate compliance on the Tentative Map.

fi Clarify the "Ribbon Gutter” beine proposed on Scetion D-D within the Private Driveway and Fire Lanes,

EXHIBIT MAP CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

7 Record a reciprocal access apreement for all Private Driveways and Fire Lanes to the satisfaction of the Depariment of Rewional

Planming, especially for the fire lanes under the LADWE Transmission Corridor,

b Fire Diepartment vehicular access crossing any portion of the Flood Plain shall be designed to the Department of Public Works
standards and Section 503.2.6 of the Los Angeles County Fire Code (Title 32).

9 Due to the proximity of the LADWP overhead powerlines, all proposed buildings and parkine area shall ensure compliance with Los
Angeles County Fire Department Resulation 27,

10 Any proposed gates shall be shown on the Exhibit Map alone with a desion cross section. Gates shall aiso comply with Los Anpeles
County Fire Department Resulation 5.

|1 Final access approval for the Filming Studios shall be further reviewed for compliance at which time the final design plans are
submitted for building pesmit clearances or CULP. review.

12 The required fire flow for cach public fire hvdrant maybe reduced during once final building design has been submitted for review.

13 Multiple water source points of connections maybe required for fire suppression purposes.

By Inspector: s & Fadill, Date:  December 13, 2009

Land Development Unit — Fire Prevention Division - (323) 8904243, Fax (323) 8909783

Conmiy Tereative Map {12008
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES |

FIRE DEPARTMENT ,

5823 Rickenbacker Road
Commerce, California 90040-3027 I

DATE: March 8, 2010

TO:

Deépartment of Regional Planning
Permits and Variances

PROJECT #: TR 71216 (T200900126)
LOCATION: 19802 Placerita Canyon Road, Newhall

[l
|

[]

X X

The Fire Department Land Development Unit has no additional reguirements for this permit,

The required fire flow for this development is gallons per minute for _ hours, The water mains in the street,
fronting this property must be capable of delivering this flow at 20 pounds per square inch residual pressure,

Install __ Public and/or __ On-site and/or __ Verify / Upgrade 6” X 4™ X 2 1/2" fire hydrants, conforming to AWWA
C303-75 or approved equal. All installations must meet Fire Department specifications. Fire hydrant systems must be
installed in accordance with the Utility Manual of Ordinance 7834 and all installations must be inspected and flow tested
prior to final approval.

Comments:  The Fire Department has cleared the CUP for Public Hearing with the following conditions of approval.
Water:  Public Fire Hvdrants and fire flow requirements will be determined during the Tentative Map review for the

proposed 18 lot subdivision (Sound Stages). Additional water system requirements will be required for any
proposed structures within the subdivision boundary or any future structures in the remaining ranch property in

compliance to the Los Anecles County Fire Code and Los Angeles County Fire Department Regulations.
Architectural plans shall be submitted to the Fire Department for review and approval.

Access:  Fire Départment access to the subdivision is being addressed during the Tentative Map review. For the

subject to any applicable Los Angeles County Fire Code and Los Angeles County Fire Departinent Reeulations
for any future structure. Architectural plans shall be submitted 1o the Fire Department for review and approval,

Special Requirements:  This property is located within the area described by the Fire Department as *“Very High Fire
Hazard Severity Zone” (formerly Fire Zone 43, An“Approved Fuel Modification Plan™ is
reguired for any proposed structure prier to building permit issuance. Contact: Fuel
Modification Unit, Fire Station #32, 605 North Angeleno Avenue, Azusa, CA 91702-2004,
Phone (626) 969-5205 for details,

remaining ranch property is subject to compliance with any applicable Los Angeles County Fire

Code. Los Angeles County Building Code. and any Los Aneeles County Fire Department
Regulations.

All new permanent facades that fall within the scope of the current edition of Los Angeles

County Fire Department Regulation #329 shall be constructed and maintained in accordance
with that Regulation. An adequate water supply for each new permanent facade is required
prior to construction, The required water supply shall be approved by the Fire Marshal prier to

building permit issnance based on the facade's size. construction type. and proximity to adjacent

Stuctures

Fire Protection facilities; including access must be provided prior to and during construction. Should any questions arise regarding
this matter, please feel free to call our office 2t (323) 8904243,

o i ] :
Inspector: i & .ﬁm"..-f"z;? {’,«‘[)

Land Development Unit — Fire Prevention Division — Office (323) 890-4243 Fax (323) 890-9753

County LT 012008



To:  Steve Sligh
Senior Ranch Manager
Golden Oak Ranch
19802 Placerita Canyon Road
Newhall CA. 91321

From: Captain Mark Whaling
Los Angeles County fire Department
Fire Station 123
26321 Sand Canyon
Santa Clarita CA 91351

Subject: Firs Station Order Files

This Memo is to confirm the Firs Station Order Files that Services Golden Oak Ranch.

The first in station is Fire Station 123, Battalion 22
Located at 26321 Sand Canyon Santa Clarita CA 91351

The second in station is Fire Station 73, Battalion 6
Located at 24875 N. Railroad Ave. Newhall CA 91321

The Third in station is Fire Station 104, Battalion 22
Located at 26201 Golden Valley Rd. Santa Clarita CA 91350

Any Question or concerns regarding the Firs Station Order Files you may contact me at
661-252-1235

Captain Mark Whaling
Fire Station 123



Jessica Viramontes

From: Whaling, Mark [MWhaling@fire.lacounty.gov]
Sent: Monday, November 01, 2010 7:55 AM

To: Ashley Rogers

Subject: RE: FSO for Golden Oak Ranch
Attachments: image001.jpg

Good MoOrning

A new station is planned for Golden Valley and the 14

that is station 150

The pad is there .... but no due date as of yet .. years out | believe
It would be Golden Oaks new first in when completed ...

Mark

From: Ashley Rogers [a.rogers@matrixeir.com]
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2010 3:48 PM

To: Whaling, Mark

Cc: Sligh, Steve

Subject: RE: FSO for Golden Oak Ranch

Hello Captain Whaling. Thank you for sending the FSO letter indicating the stations that serve Golden Oak Ranch. Could
you please confirm whether Fire Station 105, once complete, will become the new first-in station for the Ranch? Or will
it fall somewhere else within the priority list you indicated?

Thanks much,
Ashley Rogers

Ashley Rogers

Principal Planner

¢~ matrix

6701 Center Drive, Suite 900
Los Angeles, California 90045
Tel: (510) 530-3585

Fax: (510) 530-3585

Statement of Confidentiality. The contents of this e-mail message and any attachments are confidential and are intended solely for addressee. The
information may also be legally privileged. This transmission is sent in trust, for the sole purpose of delivery to the intended recipient. If you have
received this transmission in error, any use, reproduction or dissemination of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please immediately notify the sender by reply e-mail or phone and delete this message and its attachments, if any.

@ Please consider the environment before printing this email.

From: Sligh, Steve [mailto:Steve.Sligh@disney.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2010 7:42 AM

To: Ashley Rogers; Stephanie Eyestone-Jones; McBrearty, Dan; Kathleen Truman
Subject: FW: FSO for Golden Oak Ranch

Attached.



From: Whaling, Mark [mailto:MWhaling@fire.lacounty.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2010 1:18 PM

To: Sligh, Steve

Cc: Lindaman, Ted

Subject: FSO for Golden Oak Ranch

Steve attached is the FSO Order Memo

Chief This is just FYI for you



From: Whaling. Mark

To: Jessica Viramontes

Cc: Lindaman, Ted; steve.sligh@disney.com
Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch
Date: Friday, December 31, 2010 9:13:55 AM

Good Morning Jessica
Here are the answers to your question

1- Daily 3, (When the weather gets hotter and dryer the department may increase that number to 4,
5, 6 or 10)

2- Yes ... One Type 1 Fire Engine with 3 Personnel and one Type four Fire Engine manned when
needed. also a reserve Fire engine is stored here and manned when needed here or else where.

3- Fire- 115 EMS-207 Other- 49

4- Call let me know what degree of accuracy you need

5- We will time it this morning and get back to you

Mark Whaling
FS 123 C
661-252-1235

From: Jessica Viramontes [J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 28, 2010 12:46 PM

To: Whaling, Mark

Subject: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Hi Captain Whaling,

| am following up on some correspondence you had with my coworker, Ashley Rogers, at the
beginning of the month regarding the Disney | ABC Studios at the Ranch (the Proposed Project).
While we did receive some information from you, we would appreciate answers to these follow up
responses so that we may provide a complete analysis of fire services in relation to the Proposed
Project.

1. Number of staff on duty on a 24-hr basis at Fire Station 123

2. Please confirm Station 123 just has an engine company in terms of equipment

3. Total number of calls for service in 2009 for Fire Station 123, broken down by fire-related,
EMS, and other

4. Average response time by call type for Fire Station 123 (fire-related, EMS, and other)

5. Average response time to Golden Oak Ranch for Fire Station 123

| wanted to provide these questions to you via email. Unless | hear differently from you, I'll be
following up via telephone tomorrow morning.

Please feel free to contact me at (415) 439-8381 or via email to discuss our information needs
and/or any questions regarding the project. | thank you for your time and assistance.

Thanks,
Jessica Viramontes
Planner


mailto:MWhaling@fire.lacounty.gov
mailto:J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com
mailto:TLindama@fire.lacounty.gov
mailto:steve.sligh@disney.com

From: Whaling. Mark

To: Jessica Viramontes

Cc: steve.sligh@disney.com; Lindaman, Ted

Subject: RE: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Date: Friday, December 31, 2010 2:29:34 PM

4- Responce times ... Call and lets talk ..... there are alot of ways to calculate this ..

5- Normalle drive from Fs 123 to Golden Oak Ranch was 7:23 today Responce time would be faster

From: Jessica Viramontes [J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 28, 2010 12:46 PM

To: Whaling, Mark

Subject: Follow-up Questions for Golden Oak Ranch

Hi Captain Whaling,

| am following up on some correspondence you had with my coworker, Ashley Rogers, at the
beginning of the month regarding the Disney | ABC Studios at the Ranch (the Proposed Project).
While we did receive some information from you, we would appreciate answers to these follow up
responses so that we may provide a complete analysis of fire services in relation to the Proposed
Project.

1. Number of staff on duty on a 24-hr basis at Fire Station 123
Please confirm Station 123 just has an engine company in terms of equipment

3. Total number of calls for service in 2009 for Fire Station 123, broken down by fire-related,
EMS, and other

4. Average response time by call type for Fire Station 123 (fire-related, EMS, and other)

5. Average response time to Golden Oak Ranch for Fire Station 123

| wanted to provide these questions to you via email. Unless | hear differently from you, I'll be
following up via telephone tomorrow morning.

Please feel free to contact me at (415) 439-8381 or via email to discuss our information needs
and/or any questions regarding the project. | thank you for your time and assistance.

Thanks,
Jessica Viramontes
Planner


mailto:MWhaling@fire.lacounty.gov
mailto:J.Viramontes@matrixeir.com
mailto:steve.sligh@disney.com
mailto:TLindama@fire.lacounty.gov

Appendix K.1
Water Supply Assessment



NEWHALL COUNTY WATER DISTRICT

23780 North Pine Street » P.O. Box 220970 ¢ Santa Clarita, CA 91322-0970
(661) 259-3610 Phone © (661) 259-9673 Fax ¢ email: mail@ncwd.org

A

NCWD

Directors: B. J. ATKINS, President MARIA GUTZEIT. Vice President KATHY COLLEY DANIEL MORTENSEN LYNNE A. PLAMBECK

April 12,2010

Department of Regional Planning

County of Los Angeles

320 West Temple Street, Room 1348

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3225

Attn:  Richard J. Bruckner

Re:  Disney ABC Studios at The Ranch Project Water Supply Assessment

Dear Mr. Bruckner:

In response to your letter dated February 8, 2010, the District is sending you the Water Supply
Assessment (WSA) for the Disney ABC Studios at The Ranch project (Project). The Project as
currently proposed would provide up to 555,950 square feet of development.

The Project would be part of the Newhall Service Area, subject to the adopted Master Plan and
Connection Fee Policy for that Service Area. The Developer of the Project will be required to enter into
an agreement with the District relating to the design and construction of water system improvements

related to the Project.

This water supply assessment will expire April, 2013. If you have not approved the project by then,
please contact us for updated information.

If you have any questions regarding this information, please contact Steve Cole at (661) 259-3610.
Very truly yours,

NEWHALL COUNTY WATER DISTRICT

Stephen L. Cole
General Manager

Enclosure:

Cc: Dan McBrearty, Disney

Established in 1953



NEWHALL COUNTY WATER DISTRICT

REQUIRED WATER SUPPLY ASSESSMENT (WSA) (SB 610)
Water Code § 10910 et seq.

TO: (The Lead Agency)
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles
320 West Temple Street, Room 1348
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3225

(Applicant's Name and Address)
Golden Oak Ranch Properties
19802 Placerita Canyon Road
Newhall, CA 91321

Project Information

Project Title: Disney | ABC Studios at The Ranch

Mixed use (check and complete all above that apply)
Other: ancillary uses (66,300 sq. ft. for central utility plant and an electrical substation)
Number of existing service connections

O Residential: No. of dwelling units:

O  Shopping center or business: No. of employees , Sq. ft. of floor space

B Commercial: No. of employees 1,240 , Sq. ft. of floor space 555.950
O Hotel or motel: No. of employees , 8q. ft. of floor space

O  Industrial, manufacturing, or processing: No. of employees , Sq. ft. of floor space
O

|

O

Water Supply Assessment (WSA) (see supporting documents)
On ﬁr?ﬂlbg 2019 ihe Board of Directors of the NeWHALL  ¢(D

(name of water purveyor)
made the following determination regarding the above-described project:

E( The projected water demand for the project E/was O was not included in
Newhall County Water District most recently adopted Urban Water Management Plan

IZ( A sufficient water supply is available for the project.
The total water supplies available to Newhall County Water District during normal, single-dry,
and multiple-dry years with a 20-year projection will meet the projected water demand of the
project in addition to the demand of existing and other planned future uses, including, but not
limited to, agricultural and manufacturing uses.

O A sufficient water supply is not available for the project. [Plan for acquiring and developing
sufficient water supply attached. Water Code § 10911(a)]

O A sufficient water supply will be available based on the attached plan (Sec 10911 of the WC)

The foregoing determination is based on the following Water Supply Assessment Information and supporting

information in the records of Newhall County Water District
(name of water purveyor)

@ 7-) M- 4. 12-20(0

Sigzﬁ}(e 7z e Title Date

Page 1 of 2



Supporting Documents (Check those that apply)

1. @ Urban Water Management Plan dated: ,2/005

2. & 20-Year Projection Water Supply Assessment addressing:

F»_’I/ Normal year, single dry, and multiple dry years supply and demand

IZI/ Proposed project water demand

E{ Existing and planned future uses water demand

E(Existing Agricultural and manufacturing water demands using water not supplied by the
public water system

IZ{ Water supply entitlements

& Water rights

m’ Water service contracts
Quantity of water delivered in prior years to the water purveyor

= Capital Outlay Program to finance the water delivery infrastructure
State, Federal, and Local Permits for construction of the water delivery infrastructure
Regulatory approvals.in order to deliver the water supply
Other entities with entitlements, rights, or contracis to the same source of supply
Description of groundwater basin (if applicable)

[0, Adjudication decree or order (if applicable)

gAnalysis to determine potential for overdrafting of the basin
Groundwater hydrology report

3. E{ Other documents as applicable

E(Reclaimed Water Master Plan
M, Integrated Water Resource Plan
Ff_’]/ Annual Water Report
O Water Management Plan (for PUC regulated water purveyors)
O County Sanitation District 2015 Master Plan
O SCAG Documents
O RHNA
O Transportation projections

Page 2 of 2



SB 610 WATER SUPPLY ASSESSMENT
Disney | ABC Studios at The Ranch

April 2010

NCWD

MEWHALL COUNTY WATER DISTRICT

Prepared By:

Newhall County Water District
23780 N. Pine Street
Santa Clarita, California 91322-0970
(661) 259-3610
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

Disney/ABC Studios at The Ranch (Proposed Project) would be located at 19802 Placerita
Canyon Road in the unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley area of Los Angeles County. The
Proposed Project would provide up to 555,950 square feet of development, including twelve
soundstages, production offices, six mills, a warehouse, writers/producers bungalows, a
commissary, an administration building, parking, a central utility plant, and an electrical
substation within the proposed Development Area of approximately 56 acres on the
westernmost portion of the 890-acre Golden Oak Ranch (Ranch). In addition, the Proposed
Project would include an option to develop studio offices in lieu of four soundstages and two
mills within the northern portion of the Development Area. The remainder of the Ranch would
continue to be operated as a working filming ranch where motion picture and television filming,
set construction and agricultural activities have occurred since before 1959. Figure 1-1 shows
the approximate location of the Proposed Project.

Newhall County Water District (NCWD) has been identified as the retail water purveyor for the
Proposed Project. NCWD distributes a combination of imported water from the Castaic Lake
Water Agency (CLWA) and groundwater from local wells. NCWD is one of four water purveyors
in the Santa Clarita Valley and currently supplies a population of approximately 30,000 with over
9,500 service connections.

Legislation places additional requirements upon NCWD as the water purveyor for the Proposed
Project. Senate Bill 610 (Costa) added Water Code sections 10910-10915 effective
January 1, 2002, regarding land use and planning as well as water supply availability.

Once it is determined a project is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act, and that
the project meets specified thresholds, SB 610 requires cities and counties to identify any public
water system that may supply water for the project and to request that public water systems
prepare a specified water supply assessment to be included in any environmental document
prepared for the project. The assessment includes, among other information, an identification of
existing water supply entittements, water rights, or water service contracts relevant to the
identified water supply for the proposed project and water received in prior years pursuant to
those entitlements, rights, and contracts.

1.2 Purpose

The purpose of this Water Supply Assessment (WSA) is to comply with the requirements of SB
610 with respect to the water demands of the Proposed Project and answer the basic question:

Will the water supplier’s total projected water supplies available during normal, single dry, and
multiple dry water years during a 20-year projection meet the projected water demand of the
Proposed Project, in addition to the water supplier’s existing and planned future uses, including
agricultural and manufacturing uses?

1.3 District’s 2005 Urban Water Management Plan

SB 610 provides that if the projected water demand associated with the Proposed Project was
accounted for in the urban water management plan (UWMP) adopted by the retail water
purveyor, then relevant information from that document may be incorporated into the SB 610
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WSA. The 2005 UWMP (2005 UWMP) was adopted by NCWD on November 9, 2005, and
appropriately filed with the California Department of Water Resources (DWR). The 2005 UWMP
was a regional planning effort by NCWD, CLWA, and the other Santa Clarita Valley water
purveyors that built upon previous documents, specifically the 2000 UWMP and an amendment
to the 2000 UWMP. The 2005 UWMP includes the following eight major sections:

Introduction

Water Use

Water Resources

Recycled Water

Water Quality

Reliability Planning

Demand Management Measures
Water Shortage Contingency Planning

© N GAWNPRE
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The timing of the Proposed Project places it within the timeframe for calculating “planned future
uses” within the 2030 water supply projection included in the 2005 UWMP. The 2005 UWMP
projects an annual growth rate in water demand of approximately 2.2 percent over a 25-year
period for the Santa Clarita Valley. The 2005 UWMP anticipated increases in the number of
commercial accounts and demand in acre-feet through 2030. The Project would be classified as a
commercial project and would fall within the demand anticipated for commercial projects within NCWD’s
service area through 2030 (see Table 2-5 in the 2005 UWMP).

In December, 2009, DWR provided the most recent analysis of delivery reliability estimates to
the SWP contractors (DWR Reliability Report Draft, 2009). In NCWD'’s judgment, the 2005
UWMP updated with the recent reliability report provides the best available information
regarding water supply and demand projections. The estimated projected deliveries have been
updated to reflect the DWR December, 2009 updated reliability estimates (Reference Tables 2-
1-A and 2-2-A below).

1.4 NCWD Policies, Regulatory Approvals and Permits

NCWD Policies

The Project will be subject to all NCWD policies, rules and regulations that govern development
and connection to the NCWD water system. It will be the responsibility of the Proposed Project
applicant to make appropriate financial and contractual arrangements with NCWD to assure the
necessary improvements are made to the water supply infrastructure. Following the receipt of
the appropriate application, arrangements can be made for the installation of water facilities
required to meet the needs of the Proposed Project.

Regulatory Approvals and Permits

The State of California Department of Public Health and the County of Los Angeles will issue
permits and regulatory approvals for constructing the necessary improvements to supply and
deliver water to the Proposed Project.

1.5 Information Relied Upon in Preparation of this WSA

The following list identifies the documentation that has been relied upon in the preparation of
this WSA. Copies of the referenced documents are available for review at NCWD by contacting
Eunie Kang, (661) 259-3610, and can be obtained upon the payment of the costs of
reproduction. These documents are part of NCWD’s record of proceedings for the preparation of
this WSA:

1. 2005 Urban Water Management Plan, prepared for Castaic Lake Water Agency, CLWA's Santa
Clarita Division, Newhall County Water District, Valencia Water Company, Los Angeles County
Waterworks District No. 36, prepared by Black & Veatch, Nancy Clemm, Kennedy Jenks Consultants,
Jeff Lambert, Luhdorff & Scalmanini, Richard Slade and Associates, November 2005. (2005 UWMP)

2. Analysis of Groundwater Supplies and Groundwater Basin Yield, Upper Santa Clara River
Groundwater Basin, East Subbasin, Los Angeles County, California, prepared in support of the
August 2001 Memorandum of Understanding between the Upper Basin Water Purveyors and the
United Water Conservation District, prepared by CH2MHill in cooperation with Luhdorff & Scalmanini,
August 2005. (Basin Yield Study, 2005)

3. Analysis of Groundwater Supplies and Groundwater Basin Yield, Upper Santa Clara River
Groundwater Basin, East Subbasin, Los Angeles County, California, prepared in support of the
August 2001 Memorandum of Understanding between the Upper Basin Water Purveyors and the
United Water Conservation District, prepared by CH2MHill in cooperation with Luhdorff & Scalmanini,
February 2009. (Basin Yield Study, 2009)

4. Interim Remedial Action Plan, prepared for CLWA by Kennedy/Jenks Consultants, December 2005.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.
19.

20.

21.
22.

23.

24,

Santa Clarita Valley Water Report 2008, prepared for CLWA, Los Angeles County Waterworks
District No. 36, Newhall County Water District, and Valencia Water Company by Luhdorff and
Scalmanini, Consulting Engineers, April 2009. (SCVWR, 2008)

2001 Update Report: Hydrogeologic Conditions in the Alluvial and Saugus Formation Aquifer
Systems, prepared for Santa Clarita Valley Water Purveyors by Richard C. Slade and Associates,
LLC, July 2002. (Slade, 2002)

Revised Draft Additional Analysis to the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Water Reclamation Plant
Final Environmental Impact Report, prepared for Los Angeles County Department of Regional
Planning, November 2002. (Newhall Ranch, 2002)

CLWA Capital Improvement Program prepared by Kennedy/Jenks Consultants, 2003.

Water Supply Reliability Plan Draft Report prepared for CLWA by Kennedy/Jenks Consultants,
September 2003.

Memorandum of Understanding Between the Santa Clara River Valley Upper Basin Water Purveyors
and United Water Conservation District, August 2001. (MOU, 2001)

Groundwater Management Plan - Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin, East Subbasin,
prepared for CLWA by Luhdorff & Scalmanini Consulting Engineers, December 2003.

Regional Groundwater Flow Model for the Santa Clarita Valley: Model Development and Calibration,
prepared for Upper Basin Water Purveyors (CLWA, CLWA Santa Clarita Water Division, Newhall
County Water District and Valencia Water Company) by CH2MHill, April 2004.

Analysis of Perchlorate Containment in Groundwater Near the Whittaker-Bermite Property, Santa
Clarita, California, prepared for Upper Basin Water Purveyors in Support of the Department of Health
Services 97-005 Permit Application by CH2MHill, December 2004.

Analysis of Near-Term Groundwater Capture Areas for Production Wells Located Near the Whittaker-
Bermite Property (Santa Clarita, California), prepared for Upper Basin Water Purveyors in support of
the amended 2000 UWMP by CH2MHill, December 21, 2004.

Mitigated Negative Declaration — Groundwater Containment, Treatment and Restoration Project,
CLWA, August 2005.

Water Supply Contract Between the State of California Department of Water Resources and CLWA,
1963 (plus amendments, including the “Monterey Amendment,” 1995, and Amendment No. 18, 1999,
the transfer of 41,000 acre-feet of entitlement from Kern County Water Agency to CLWA).

2002 Semitropic Groundwater Storage Program and Point of Delivery Agreement Among the
Department of Water Resources of the State of California, CLWA and Kern County Water Agency.

2002 Draft Recycled Water Master Plan prepared for CLWA by Kennedy/Jenks Consultants.

Draft Program Environmental Impact Report — Recycled Water Master Plan, prepared for CLWA by
Bon Terra Consulting, November 2006.

Final Program Environmental Impact Report — Recycled Water Master Plan, prepared for CLWA by
Bon Terra Consulting, March 2007.

2003 Semitropic Groundwater Storage Program prepared for CLWA by Kennedy/Jenks Consultants.

Draft Environmental Impact Report — Supplemental Water Project Transfer of 41,000 acre-feet of
State Water Project Table A Amount, prepared for CLWA by Science Applications International
Corporation, June 2004.

Final Environmental Impact Report — Supplemental Water Project Transfer of 41,000 acre-feet of
State Water Project Table A Amount, prepared for CLWA by Science Applications International
Corporation, December 2004.

Draft Environmental Impact Report - Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District (RRBWSD) Water
Banking and Exchange Program, prepared for CLWA by Science Applications International
Corporation, August 2005.
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25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Final Environmental Impact Report - Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District (RRBWSD) Water
Banking and Exchange Program, prepared for CLWA by Science Applications International
Corporation, October 2005.

Draft Environmental Impact Report — Castaic Lake Water Agency Water Acquisition from the Buena
Vista Water Storage District and Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District (RRBWSD) Water
Banking and Recovery Program, prepared for CLWA by Science Applications International
Corporation, June 2006.

Final Environmental Impact Report — Castaic Lake Water Agency Water Acquisition from the Buena
Vista Water Storage District and Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District (RRBWSD) Water
Banking and Recovery Program, prepared for CLWA by Science Applications International
Corporation, October 2006.

California Department of Water Resources, California's Groundwater, Bulletin 118, Santa
Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin, Santa Clara River Valley East Subbasin, February,
2004.

California Department of Water Resources, Groundwater Basins in California, Bulletin 118-80,
January 1980. (DWR Bulletin 118-80, 1980)

California Department of Water Resources, The State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2002,
May 2003. (DWR Reliability Report, 2003)

California Department of Water Resources, Excerpts from the Working Draft of 2005 State
Water Project Delivery Reliability, May 25, 2005. (DWR Reliability Report Excerpts, 2005)

California Department of Water Resources, The State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2005,
Final, April 2006. (DWR Reliability Report, 2006)

California Department of Water Resources, The State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2007,
Draft, December 2007. (DWR Reliability Report Draft, 2007)

California Department of Water Resources, The State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2007,
August 2008. (DWR Reliability Report, 2007)

California Department of Water Resources, The State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2009,
Draft, December 2009. (DWR Reliability Report Draft, 2009)

California Department of Water Resources, Draft Environmental Impact Report, Monterey
Amendment to the State Water Project Contracts (Including Kern Water Bank Transfer) and
Associated Actions as Part of a Settlement Agreement October 2007. (Monterey Plus, 2007)

California Department of Water Resources, Final Environmental Impact Report, Monterey
Amendment to the State Water Project Contracts (Including Kern Water Bank Transfer) and
Associated Actions as Part of a Settlement Agreement, February 2010. (Monterey Plus, 2010)

CLWA Letter to Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, February 2010. (CLWA
Letter, February 2010)

Additional CEQA Findings Regarding the Newhall Ranch Final Additional Analysis to the Partially
Certified Final EIR for the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Water Reclamation Plant. Los Angeles
County, March 2003. (Newhall Ranch, 2003)

Santa Clarita Valley Water Use Efficiency Strategic Plan, prepared for Santa Clarita Valley Family of
Water Suppliers (CLWA, CLWA Santa Clarita Water Division, Los Angeles County Waterworks
District No. 36, Newhall County Water District and Valencia Water Company) by A & N Technical
Services, Inc, September 2008. (WUESP, 2008)
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2.0 EXISTING WATER RESOURCES

The first substantive requirement of the SB 610 WSA is the identification and description of the
existing water supply sources in the public water system that will serve the Proposed Project.
Water Code 810910(d) requires the WSA to include an identification of any existing water
supply entitlements, water rights, or water service contracts relevant to the identified water
supply for the Proposed Project, and a description of the quantities of water received in prior
years by the public water system.

The current water supply for the Santa Clarita Valley is derived from three primary sources:
1.Imported State Water Project (SWP) Water and Additional Reliability Supplies
2. Groundwater from the Alluvial Aquifer

3. Groundwater from the Saugus Formation

In addition, recycled water is now available through CLWA, which frees up SWP and
groundwater for other uses.

These sources of water supply can be characterized as 1) imported supplies, transported via
the SWP and consisting of SWP Table A Amounts and additional reliability supplies; and 2)
local supplies, consisting of groundwater and recycled water. All of these sources are necessary
to meet the regional demands identified in the 2005 UWMP.

The following information is taken from the 2005 UWMP except as noted.

2.1 Imported Supplies
2.1.1 SWP Table A Amount

Since 1980, local supplies in the Santa Clarita Valley have been supplemented with imported
water from the SWP. Imported water obtained from the SWP through CLWA is the largest
source of water for municipal use in the Santa Clarita Valley. The SWP contractual Table A
Amount, depending on annual allocation, currently meets more than half of local demand.
“Table A Amount” refers to the maximum amount of water a SWP contractor may request each
year from the SWP. Table A is used in determining each contractor’s proportionate share, or
allocation, of the total SWP water supply DWR determines to be available each year. The
reliability of SWP supplies is subject to both annual hydrology and planned improvements to the
system. The Table A Amount is not equivalent to actual deliveries of water in any given year.

The following information responds to specific requirements of Water Code §10910(d) regarding
the identification of existing water supply entitlements, water rights and water service contracts
relevant to the identified water supply for the Proposed Project:

Wholesaler’'s entitlements to its supplies: CLWA has an annual Table A contract amount
from the State Water Project in the amount of 95,200 acre-feet (af). This Table A Amount is a
maximum and does not reflect the actual amount of water available to CLWA from the State
Water Project, which varies from year to year. In an effort to assess the impact of these varying
conditions on SWP supply reliability, the Department of Water Resources (DWR) issued its
“State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report” in May 2003 (DWR Reliability Report, 2003).
The report assists SWP contractors in assessing the reliability of the SWP component of their
overall supplies. In April, 2006, DWR provided updated delivery reliability estimates to the SWP
contractors (DWR Reliability Report Excerpts, 2005). This updated analysis indicates that the
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SWP, using existing facilities operated under current regulatory and operational constraints, and
with all contractors requesting delivery of their full Table A Amounts in most years, could deliver
77 percent of total Table A Amounts on a long-term average basis. This analysis also projects
that SWP deliveries during multiple-year dry periods could average about 25 to 40 percent of
total Table A Amounts and could possibly be as low as 4 to 5 percent during an unusually dry
single year. During wetter years, or more than 25 percent of the time, 100 percent of full Table A
Amounts is projected to be available. The 2005 UWMP used the DWR May 25, 2005 delivery
reliability estimates to calculate projected deliveries to CLWA during normal, single dry, and
multiple dry years. The estimated projected deliveries have been updated to reflect the DWR
April, 2006 updated reliability estimates (Reference Tables 2-1 and 2-2 below).

On January 26, 2010 the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) issued its “State
Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2009 Draft” (DWR Reliability Report Draft, 2009), an
assessment of the SWP supply availability and reliability. The 2009 report describes three areas
of significant uncertainty for State Water Project delivery reliability: (1) climate change and sea
level rise; (2) vulnerability of Delta levees to failure; and (3) the biological opinions. Despite this
uncertainty, the DWR report provides the most current and best available information. Based on
this new information, CLWA has provided updated water supply projection tables (CLWA Letter,
February 2010). The tables illustrate that there are sufficient water supplies available for
pending and future residential and commercial developments within the CLWA service area for
the foreseeable future through 2030 as originally set forth in the 2005 Santa Clarita Valley
Urban Water Management Plan. According to CLWA, the discussion of water supply in a WSA
and in environmental documents should be tempered, though, by noting that while the Draft
SWP Reliability Report represents a reasonable scenario as required by CEQA, recent
reductions in supply close the gap between the available supply and demand in the future,
thereby making the CLWA service area more subject to shortages in certain dry years.
Accordingly, the reduction in SWP supply reinforces the need to continue diligent efforts to
conserve potable water and increase the use of recycled water, both to meet the goals in the
2005 UWMP and to maximize utilization of potable water supplies. The estimated projected
deliveries have been updated to reflect the DWR December, 2009 updated reliability estimates
(Reference Tables 2-1-A and 2-2-A below).
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Table 2-1
Wholesaler-ldentified and -Quantified Existing and Planned Sources
of Water Available to CLWA for Average/Normal Years (2005 UWMP)®

Wholesaler (Supply Source) 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
DWR (SWP)
Table A Supply (af) 66,600 69,500 71,400 73,300 73,300
% of Table A Amount 70% 73% 75% 77% 7%

Notes:

@ The percentages of Table A Amount projected to be available are taken from Table 6-1 of DWR's “The State Water Project Delivery Reliability
Report 2005” (DWR Reliability Report, 2006). Supplies are calculated by multiplying CLWA's Table A Amount of 95,200 af by these
percentages.

Table 2-1-A
Wholesaler-ldentified and -Quantified Existing and Planned Sources of Water
Available to CLWA for Average/Normal Years (State Water Project Delivery Reliability
Report Draft, 2009)®

Wholesaler (Supply Source) 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
DWR (SWP)
Table A Supply (af) 57,120 57,120 57,120 57,120 57,120
% of Table A Amount 60% 60% 60% 60% 60%

Notes:

@ The percentages of Table A Amount projected to be available are taken from Tables 6-12 and 6-13 of DWR'’s “The State Water Project Delivery
Reliability Report 2009 Draft’ (DWR Reliability Report Draft, 2009). Supplies are calculated by multiplying CLWA'’s Table A Amount of
95,200 af by 60 percent.
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Wholesale Supply Reliability (2005 UWMP)®

Wholesaler Drj I\?g; @ Ml:(lggrlg (I33)ry
DWR (SWP Supply)
2005
Table A Supply (af) 3,800 30,500
% of Table A Amount 4% 32%
2025/2030
Table A Supply (af) 4,800 31,400
% of Table A Amount 5% 33%

Notes:

U The percentages of Table A Amount projected to be available are taken from Table 6-1
of DWR'’s “State Water Project Delivery Reliability 2006 Report” (DWR Reliability Report, 2006).
Supplies are calculated by multiplying CLWA's Table A Amount of 95,200 af by these percentages.
@ Based on the worst case historic single dry year of 1977.
@ Supplies shown are annual averages over four consecutive dry years, based on the worst
case historic four-year dry period of 1931-1934.

Table 2-2-A
Wholesale Supply Reliability (DWR Reliability Report Draft, 2009)®
Wholesaler Drj IL‘S; @ Ml:(tl;rl : (Ie?)ry
DWR (SWP Supply)
2009
Table A Supply (af) 6,664 32,368
% of Table A Amount 7% 34%
2029
Table A Supply (af) 10,472 33,320
% of Table A Amount 11% 35%

Notes:
U The percentages of Table A Amount projected to be available are taken from Tables 6-4 and 6-13

of DWR's “State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2009 Draft’ (DWR Reliability Report Draft, 2009).
Supplies are calculated by multiplying CLWA's Table A Amount of 95,200 af by the conservative percentages.
@ Based on the worst case historic single dry year of 1977.
@ Supplies shown are annual averages over four consecutive dry years, based on the worst case historic
four-year dry period of 1931-1934.
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2.1.2 Existing Additional Water Sources

The following existing additional water sources are available to meet demands when necessary.

. Buena Vista/Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District Water Acquisition: In early
2007, CLWA finalized a Water Acquisition Agreement with the Buena Vista Water Storage
District (Buena Vista) and the Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District (Rosedale-Rio Bravo)
in Kern County. Under this Program, Buena Vista’s high flow Kern River entitlements (and other
acquired waters that may become available) are captured and recharged within Rosedale-Rio
Bravo's service area on an ongoing basis. CLWA will receive 11,000 af of these supplies
annually through either exchange of Buena Vista's and Rosedale-Rio Bravo’s SWP supplies or
through direct delivery of water to the California Aqueduct via the Cross Valley Canal.

. Nickel Water: The Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Water Reclamation Plant Revised
Draft Additional Analysis, November 2002 describes an additional source of water that has been
acquired by the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan applicant for use. The Newhall Ranch Specific
Plan applicant has secured 1,607 af of water under contract with Nickel Family LLC in Kern
County. This water is 100 percent reliable on a year-to-year basis, and not subject to the annual
fluctuations that can occur to the SWP in dry year conditions (Newhall Ranch, 2002). Although
this water is not available to the Proposed Project, it adds to the ability to meet total demands,
including those of the Proposed Project.

o Flexible Storage Accounts: The 2005 UWMP describes that as a part of its Water
Supply Contract with DWR, CLWA has access to a portion of the storage capacity of Castaic
Lake. This Flexible Storage Account allows CLWA to borrow up to 4,684 af of the storage in
Castaic Lake. Any amount that CLWA borrows must be replaced by CLWA within five years of
its withdrawal. CLWA manages this storage by keeping the account full in normal and wet years
and then delivering that stored amount (or portion of it) during dry periods. The account is
refilled during the next year that adequate SWP supplies are available to CLWA to do so. CLWA
has recently negotiated with Ventura County water agencies to obtain the use of their Flexible
Storage Account. This will allow CLWA access to another 1,376 af of storage in Castaic Lake.
CLWA access to this additional storage is available on a year-to-year basis for ten years,
beginning in 2006.

o Semitropic Water Storage District Banking: The 2005 UWMP (pg. 3-22) identifies two
existing contracts with the Semitropic Water Storage District under which CLWA has stored
59,000 acre-feet of water. In accordance with the terms of CLWA'’s storage agreements with
Semitropic, 90 percent of the banked amount, or a total of 50,870 af, is recoverable through
2013 to meet CLWA water demands when needed. Withdrawals of up to 50,870 afy are
potentially available in a dry year, but given possible competition for withdrawal capacity with
other Semitropic banking partners in extremely dry years, it is assumed for the tables in Section
5.0 that about one third of the total amount stored could be withdrawn.

o Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District Water Banking: The 2005 UWMP (pg. 3-
23) identifies one existing contract with the Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Storage District under
which CLWA has stored 64,898 af of water as of December 31, 2009. This banking program
currently offers storage and pump-back capacity of 20,000 afy, with up to 100,000 af of storage
capacity. This stored water will be called upon to meet demands when required and is
recoverable through 2035.

. Yuba Accord Water Program: Though not identified in the 2005 UWMP, during March
2008 CLWA entered into an agreement to participate in the Yuba Accord Water Program.
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Approximately 850 af of non-SWP water supply is available to CLWA in critically dry years as a
result of the DWR entering into agreements with Yuba County Water Agency and the Bureau of
Reclamation relating to settlement of water rights issues on the Lower Yuba River (Yuba
Accord). Additional supplies will be available in wetter years. The quantity of water will vary
depending on hydrology, and the extent of participation by other SWP contractors.

. Newhall Land — Semitropic Water Storage District Banking: The Newhall Ranch
Specific Plan project applicant has entered into an agreement to reserve and purchase water
storage capacity of up to 55,000 af in the Semitropic Water Storage District Groundwater
Banking Project (Newhall Ranch, 2003). Sources of water that could be stored include, but are
not limited to, the Nickel Water. The stored water can be extracted in dry years in amounts up to
4,950 afy. As of December 31, 2009, there is 18,828 af of water stored in the Semitropic
Groundwater Storage Bank by The Newhall Land and Farming Company for the Newhall Ranch
Specific Plan. Newhall Ranch is located within the CLWA service area. Delivery of stored water
from the Newhall Land Semitropic Groundwater Bank requires further agreements between
CLWA and Newhall Land. Although this water is not available to the Project, it adds to the ability
to meet total demands, including those of the Project.

2.2 Groundwater

Water Code 810910(f) requires a WSA to include specific information describing groundwater
resources if the water supply for a proposed project includes groundwater. Over the last 25
years, the water purveyors have developed a groundwater operating plan that includes
municipal, agricultural and other smaller uses while maintaining the local Basin in a sustainable
condition (i.e., no long term depletion of groundwater or interrelated surface water). In 2003,
CLWA in cooperation with the retail water purveyors completed and adopted a Groundwater
Management Plan in accordance with Water Code 810753. Among the elements of the adopted
Plan is the preparation of annual groundwater management reports, such as the Santa Clarita
Valley Water Report, that provides information about local groundwater conditions, SWP
supplies, water conservation and recycled water. The following important studies have been
prepared that serve to substantiate and ensure the sustainability of the local groundwater
resources:

1. Slade (2002) updates prior reports and includes a detailed review of the hydrologic
conditions and description of groundwater resources available to NCWD and other large
municipal and agriculture groundwater producers, including SCWD, Valencia, The
Newhall Land and Farming Company and the Wayside Honor Ranch operating within
the Santa Clara River Valley East Subbasin, one of several subbasins identified along
the Santa Clara River in Los Angeles and Ventura counties by Updated Bulletin 118 of
the California Department of Water Resources. The shallow aquifer system is
designated the Alluvial Aquifer and the deeper aquifer is designated the Saugus
Formation. Slade reported that both aquifer systems were in good operating condition
and not in a condition of overdraft. Also included are hundreds of other, small-scale
water producers that account for less than 1 percent of total production from these
aquifer systems (SCVWR, 2005).

2. In August 2005 and again in 2009, work was completed in support of a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) entered into by NCWD, CLWA and the other water purveyors and
United Water Conservation District (MOU, 2001). The MOU is a commitment by the
water purveyors to expand on the previous knowledge of groundwater conditions and,
using a regional groundwater flow model, evaluate the long term sustainability of the
purveyor's groundwater operating plan under a range of existing and potential future
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hydrologic conditions. The primary conclusion of the modeling analysis is that the
groundwater operating plan will not cause detrimental short term or long term effects to
the groundwater and surface water resources in the Santa Clarita Valley and is,
therefore, sustainable (Basin Yield Study, 2005). The primary conclusion was again
confirmed with the completion of an updated basin yield analysis in 2009 (Basin Yield
Study, 2009).

The following sub-parts respond to specific requirements of Water Code §10910(f):

2.2.1 Water Code §10910(f)(1)

Review of relevant information contained in the Urban Water Management Plan.

Refer to Chapter 3, Water Resources and Appendix C, Groundwater Resources and Yield in the
Santa Clarita Valley 2005 UWMP for an overview description of the local Alluvial and Saugus
Formation aquifer systems, as well as historical and projected production consistent with the
groundwater operating plan.

2.2.2 Water Code 8§10910(f)(2)

Description of any groundwater basin or basins from which the proposed project
will be supplied including information concerning adjudication and overdraft.

The 2005 UWMP describes that the sole source of local groundwater for urban water supply in
the Santa Clarita Valley is the groundwater Basin identified in the DWR Bulletin 118, 2003
Update as the Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin, East Subbasin (Basin) (Basin No.
4-4.07). The Basin is comprised of two aquifer systems, the Alluvium and the Saugus
Formation. The Alluvium generally underlies the Santa Clara River and its several tributaries,
and the Saugus Formation underlies practically the entire Upper Santa Clara River area. There
are also some scattered outcrops of Terrace deposits in the Basin that likely contain limited
amounts of groundwater. Since these deposits are located in limited areas situated at elevations
above the regional water table and are also of limited thickness, they are of no practical
significance as aquifers and consequently have not been developed for any significant water

supply.

Neither aquifer system is in overdraft at the present time (Slade, 2002) (SCVWR, 2009) (Basin
Yield Study, 2009). In 2003, CLWA with the cooperation of the retail water purveyors completed
and adopted a Groundwater Management Plan in accordance with Water Code 810753. The
management objectives of the Plan are to ensure the ongoing use of local groundwater by
maintaining the Basin in good operating condition (no overdraft), protecting water quality and
preventing adverse impacts to surface waters. The groundwater basin has not been adjudicated
and has not been identified as overdrafted or projected to be overdrafted by the Department of
Water Resources in the most current Bulletin that characterizes the ground water Basin (DWR
Bulletin 118-80, 1980).

2.2.3 Water Code §10910(f)(3)

Description and analysis of the amount and location of groundwater pumped by the
public water system for the past 5 vears from any groundwater basin from which the
proposed project will be supplied.

During the past 5-year period (2004 to 2008), NCWD's production was approximately 1,728 af
from the Alluvial Aquifer and approximately 3,697 af from the Saugus Formation. A summary of
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the past 24 years of total groundwater production from the Alluvial Aquifer and Saugus
Formation is set forth in Section 4.0 of this WSA.

Total pumpage from the Alluvial Aquifer in 2008 was approximately 41,716 af, an increase of
about 2,943 af from the preceding year (SCVWR, 2008). Of the total Alluvial pumpage in 2008,
27,919 af was for municipal water supply, and the balance, about 13,797 af was for agriculture
and other (minor) miscellaneous uses (SCVWR, 2008).

Over the last two decades, since the inception of SWP deliveries in 1980, total pumpage from
the Alluvial Aquifer has ranged from a low of about 20,200 af (in 1983) to slightly more than
43,400 af (in 1999) (SCVWR, 2008).

Total pumpage from the Saugus Formation in 2008 was slightly more than 6,918 af, which is
approximately 766 af less than pumped in the prior year (SCVWR 2008). Of the total Saugus
Formation pumpage in 2008, most (5,965 af) was for municipal water supply, and the balance
(953 af) was for agricultural and other (minor) uses (SCVWR, 2008). Saugus pumpage has
remained stable, at an average of about 5,612 afy, since 1998 (SCVWR, 2008). On a long-term
average basis since the importation of SWP water, total pumpage from the Saugus Formation
has ranged from a low of about 3,700 afy (in 1999) to a high of nearly 14,917 afy in (1991);
average pumpage from 1980 to present has been a slightly less than 7,000 afy (SCVWR, 2008).
These numbers are at the lower end of the estimated range of the operational yield of the
Saugus Formation (2005 UWMP).

2.2.4 Water Code 8§10910(f)(4)

Description and analysis of the amount and location of groundwater that is projected to
be pumped by the public water system from any basin from which the proposed project
will be supplied.

See Table 3-8 in the 2005 UWMP for a summary of the range of groundwater production
projected by the retail water purveyors. To ensure sustainability, the purveyors have committed
that the annual use of groundwater pumped collectively in any given year will not exceed the
purveyors’ operating plan as described in the Basin Yield Study (Basin Yield Study, 2009) and
reported annually in the Santa Clarita Valley Water Report.

2.2.5 Water Code §10910(f)(5)

Analysis of the sufficiency of the groundwater from the basin or basins from which the
proposed project will be supplied to meet the projected water demand associated with
the proposed project.

NCWD has determined that the sufficiency of groundwater necessary to meet the initial and
projected water demand associated with the Proposed Project was addressed in the 2005
UWMP. Therefore, as provided in Water Code 810910(f)(5), NCWD incorporates the following
2005 UWMP’s conclusions regarding the adequacy of the groundwater supply.

For municipal water supply, with existing wells and pumps, the three retail water purveyors with
Alluvial wells (NCWD, SCWD, and VWC) have a combined pumping capacity from active
wells (not contaminated by perchlorate) of 36,120 gallons per minute (gpm), which translates
into a current full-time Alluvial source capacity of approximately 58,000 afy. This is more than
sufficient to meet the municipal, or urban, component of groundwater supply from the
Alluvium, which is currently 20,000 to 25,000 afy of the total planned Alluvial pumping of
30,000 to 40,000 afy. (The balance of Alluvial pumping in the operating plan is for agricultural
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and other, including small private, pumping.)

For municipal water supply with existing wells, the three retail water purveyors with Saugus
wells (NCWD, SCWD, and VWC) have a combined pumping capacity from active wells (not
contaminated by perchlorate) of 14,900 gpm, which translates into a full-time Saugus source
capacity of 24,000 afy. These capacities do not include the four Saugus wells contaminated by
perchlorate, although they indirectly reflect the capacity of one of the contaminated wells,
VWC's Well 157, which has been sealed and abandoned, and replaced by VWC's Well 206 in a
non-impacted part of the Basin. The four contaminated wells, one owned by NCWD and two
owned by SCWD, in addition to the VWC well, represent a total of 7,900 gpm of pumping
capacity (or full-time source capacity of about 12,700 afy) inactivated due to perchlorate
contamination.

In terms of adequacy and availability, the combined active Saugus groundwater source capacity
of municipal wells of 24,000 afy, is more than sufficient to meet the planned use of Saugus
groundwater in normal years of 7,500 to 15,000 afy. This currently active capacity is also
more than sufficient to meet water demands, in combination with other sources, if both of
the next two years are dry. At that time, the combination of currently active capacity and
restored impacted capacity, through a combination of treatment at two of the impacted wells
and replacement well construction, will provide sufficient total Saugus capacity to meet the
planned use of Saugus groundwater during multiple dry-years of 35,000 af, if that third year
is also a dry year.

2.2.6 Perchlorate Contamination

Groundwater produced by NCWD consistently meets drinking water standards set by EPA and
the California Department of Health Services. However the 2005 UWMP goes on to explain that
ammonium perchlorate (perchlorate) has been a concern with respect to the groundwater
quality since it was detected in four wells in the eastern part of the Saugus formation in 1997
and later in two wells in the Alluvial formation. Of the six wells that were initially removed from
active water supply service upon the detection of perchlorate, four wells with a combined
capacity of 7,200 gpm remain out of service. NCWD, CLWA and the other purveyors have
developed an implementation plan that would restore this well capacity. The implementation
plan includes a combination of treatment facilities and replacement wells. Treatment facilities for
two of the impacted wells have been constructed and will be operational in 2010. A third well,
SCWD'’s Stadium Well has been replaced and will be operational in early 2010. Additional
production restoration (replacement) wells to recover the total lost capacity of the impacted
wells are currently in the planning stages.

In light of the preceding, with regard to the adequacy of groundwater as the local component of
water supply in this WSA, the non-impacted groundwater supply will be sufficient to meet near-
term water requirements as described in Section 2.2.5 above. Afterwards, the total groundwater
capacity will be sufficient to meet the full range of normal and dry-year conditions as provided in
the operating plan for groundwater supply.

2.3 Recycled Water

CLWA currently has a contract with the Los Angeles County Sanitation District for 1,700 afy of
recycled water that became available in 2003 (Reference Table 4-2 in Section 4.0 of this WSA
for historical recycled water deliveries). Currently, NCWD does not have any infrastructure in
place to utilize recycled water. However, NCWD does indirectly benefit because any recycled
water use will allow for offset potable water supplies (including groundwater and SWP water) to
be used in other areas of the Santa Clarita Valley, including the Proposed Project.
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3.0 PLANNED WATER RESOURCES

This WSA includes additional information related to obtaining planned additional water supplies.
Potential future water sources discussed in the 2005 UWMP include acquisition of additional
imported water supplies, recycled water, desalination, storm water runoff, increased dry year
Saugus pumping, and additional SWP reliability projects. Demand side management programs
(conservation) are also considered an important component of water supply resulting from
efforts by NCWD, CLWA and the other retailers to reduce water demands on a long term basis.

The 2005 UWMP specifically identifies the following projected future sources of supply
consisting of water transfers, additional groundwater banking programs (pg. 3-20), increased
dry year Saugus pumping and additional recycled water (pg. 4-1) as necessary to meet the total
projected demands through 2030.

3.1 Water Transfers

As indicated in the 2005 UWMP, CLWA, as a SWP contractor, could acquire new imported
water supplies on behalf of NCWD through direct transfers or by contributing to the
construction of new desalination facilities in other areas in exchange for imported water. One
such example is the Buena Vista Water Storage District and the Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water
Storage District. This District has developed a program that provides a firm water supply.
This planned supply program provides a firm annual water supply based on existing and
long-standing Kern River water rights. Environmental documentation has been completed for
this program, which envisions a single partner purchasing a firm annual water supply, which
can then be banked in years when it is not needed for withdrawal and delivery in later years. In
early 2007, CLWA acquired 11,000 afy of firm supply as part of this program.

3.2 Additional Banking Programs

Also located in Kern County, immediately adjacent to the Kern Water Bank, Rosedale-Rio
Bravo Water Storage District has completed environmental documentation for a Water Banking
and Exchange Program which includes storage and pumpback capacity of 20,000 afy, with up
to 100,000 af of storage capacity. The agreement for this program has been executed and is
now in effect. As of December 31, 2007, CLWA has stored 64,898 af of water through this
program.

The 2005 UWMP discusses water banking storage and pumpback capacity both north and
south of CLWA's service area, the latter of which would provide an emergency supply in case of
catastrophic outage along the California Aqueduct. With short-term storage now existing in the
Semitropic program and long-term storage now existing with Rosedale-Rio Bravo, CLWA is
assessing southern water banking opportunities with a number of entities.

Groundwater banking and conjunctive-use programs enhance the reliability of both the existing
and future supplies. Table 3-1 summarizes CLWA's future reliability enhancement programs.
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Table 3-1
Future Reliability Enhancement Programs

Proposed Quantities (af)
Project Name Year Average/ | Single Multiple
Available | nNormal Year| Dry Year Dry Years (1)
Additional Planned Banking Programs 2014 0 20,000 20,000

(1) Supplies shown are maximum withdrawal capacity for each of four consecutive dry years.

3.3 Increased Dry-year Saugus Formation Pumping

The 2005 UWMP concludes (pg. 3-10) that pumping from the Saugus Formation in a given year
is tied directly to the availability of other water supplies, particularly from the SWP. During
average-year conditions within the SWP system, Saugus pumping ranges between 7,500
and 15,000 afy. Planned dry-year pumping from the Saugus Formation ranges between 15,000
and 25,000 afy during a drought year and can increase to between 21,000 and 25,000 afy if
SWP deliveries are reduced for two consecutive years and between 21,000 and 35,000 afy if
SWP deliveries are reduced for three consecutive years. Such high pumping would be
followed by periods of reduced (average-year) pumping, at rates between 7,500 and
15,000 afy, to further enhance the effectiveness of natural recharge processes that would
recover water levels and groundwater storage volumes after the higher pumping during dry
years.

As mentioned in Section 2.2.5 of this WSA, the three retail water purveyors with Saugus
wells (NCWD, SCWD, and VWC) have a combined pumping capacity from active wells (not
contaminated by perchlorate) of 14,900 gpm, which translates into a full-time Saugus source
capacity of 24,000 afy. These capacities do not include the four Saugus wells contaminated by
perchlorate, although they indirectly reflect the capacity of one of the contaminated wells,
VWC's Well 157, which has been sealed and abandoned, and replaced by VWC's Well 206 in a
non-impacted part of the Basin. The four contaminated wells, one owned by NCWD and two
owned by SCWD, in addition to the VWC well, represent a total of 7,900 gpm of pumping
capacity (or full-time source capacity of about 12,700 afy) inactivated due to perchlorate
contamination. Additional capacity to meet the dry-year operating plan will be met by the
restoration of contaminated wells and new well construction.

3.4 Additional Recycled Water

Wastewater that has been highly treated and disinfected can be reused for landscape irrigation
and other non-potable purposes. It is not suitable for use as potable water. In 1993, CLWA
completed a Reclaimed Water System Master Plan to use recycled water as a reliable water
source to meet some non-potable demand within the Santa Clarita Valley. In March, 2007
CLWA certified a Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) for the Recycled Water System
Master Plan (Master Plan). The Master Plan is a proposed expansion of the existing recycled
water system that would ultimately allow for the use of up to 17,400 afy of recycled water within
the CLWA service area with full build out in the year 2030. The Master Plan includes facilities
that would deliver recycled water to the NCWD service area and the delivery of the recycled
water to the remainder of the CLWA service area would free up additional potable supplies for
the NCWD. In addition to the CLWA Master Plan, the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Water
Reclamation Plant Revised Draft Additional Analysis, November 2002, includes an additional
5,400 afy of water that will be delivered to that development once fully constructed (Newhall
Ranch, 2002). Table 4-2 in Section 4.0 of this WSA may be referenced for historical recycled
water deliveries.
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3.5 Water Conservation

One of the assumptions in the 2005 UWMP is that potable water demand would be reduced by
both existing and future users by no less than ten percent. Therefore, it is critical, if the
Proposed Project is to avoid significant cumulative impacts to water supply, that it incorporates
water conservation measures into the design the Proposed Project. The Proposed Project
should include implementation of water conservation measures to reduce the overall demand to
NCWD. In general, landscape irrigation can account for up to 70 percent of the water consumed
at local residences. In order to reduce the water demand for the Proposed Project, specific
measures should be included such as the use of xeriscaping and drought tolerant/native
plantings. In addition, weather-sensitive irrigation timers should be installed to ensure all
landscaping receives only the specific amount of water that it needs. Finally, the Project would
need to comply with the County’s recently-enacted Drought Tolerant Landscaping Ordinance,
which requires use of landscaping which uses decreased amounts of irrigation.

Specifically, the Project may include the following water conservation features as part of its
design: high-efficiency toilets (maximum 1.28 gallons per flush), including dual-flush water
closets; high-efficiency urinals (maximum 0.125 gallon per flush) or waterless urinals; low-flow
restroom faucets with a maximum flow rate of 0.5 gpm; and restroom faucets of a self-closing
design (i.e., that automatically turn off when not in use). Use of these fixtures would reduce
Project water demand by at least 20 percent. In addition, to reduce landscaping demand by at
least 50 percent, the project may include the following features: weather-based irrigation
controller with rain shutoff, matched precipitation (flow) rates for sprinkler heads;
drip/microspray/subsurface irrigation where appropriate; minimum irrigation system distribution
uniformity of 75 percent; use of permeable surfaces for non-vehicular traffic areas; proper
hydro-zoning and turf minimization; and use of landscape contouring to minimize precipitation
runoff.

In addition to incorporating water conservation measures into new projects, NCWD, CLWA and
the local purveyors recently completed work on a Santa Clarita Valley Water Use Efficiency
Strategic Plan (WUESP, 2008). This plan identifies specific programs to assure the
achievement of the ten percent goal in the 2005 UWMP. These programs are being funded
through a surcharge to the wholesale water rate.

Furthermore, the demand figures in the tables in Section 5.0 have not been adjusted to reflect
the recent passage of SB 7X-7. This law requires that NCWD, CLWA and the local retailers
demonstrate a per capita water reduction of ten percent in 2015 and twenty percent by 2020. As
mentioned above, the 2005 UWMP includes a ten percent conservation factor through the year
2030. The 2010 UWMP will address a number of projected demand scenarios including one that
reflects the impact of this legislation.
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4.0 WATER USE

4.1 Historical Water Use

NCWND’s water use for the last 28 years is shown in Table 4-1. Table 4-2 illustrates the region’s

water use for the same period.

Table 4-1
Historical Water Use for Newhall County Water District

(acre-feet) (SCVWR, 2008)

State Water Saugus
Year Project Alluvium Formation Total
1980 0 1,170 2,363 3,533
1981 0 1,350 2,621 3,971
1982 0 1,178 2,672 3,850
1983 0 1,147 2,787 3,934
1984 0 1,549 2,955 4,504
1985 0 1,644 3,255 4,899
1986 0 1,842 3,548 5,390
1987 22 2,127 3,657 5,806
1988 142 2,283 4,041 6,466
1989 428 2,367 4,688 7,483
1990 796 1,936 4,746 7,478
1991 675 1,864 4,994 7,533
1992 802 1,994 5,160 7,956
1993 1,075 1,977 5,068 8,120
1994 906 2,225 5,103 8,234
1995 1,305 1,675 4,775 7,755
1996 1,213 1,803 4,871 7,887
1997 1,324 2,309 5,168 8,801
1998 1,769 1,761 4,557 8,087
1999 5,050 1,676 2,622 9,348
2000 6,024 1,508 2,186 9,718
2001 5,452 1,641 2,432 9,525
2002 5,986 981 3,395 10,362
2003 6,572 1,266 2,513 10,351
2004 5,896 1,582 3,739 11,217
2005 5,932 1,389 3,435 10,756
2006 5,898 2,149 3,423 11,470
2007 6,478 1,806 3,691 11,975
2008 5,428 1,717 4,195 11,340
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(acre-feet) (SCVWR, 2008)

Table 4-2
Historical Total Water Use for the Santa Clarita Valley Region

State Water Saugus Recycled
Year Project Alluvium Formation Water Total
1980 1,125 31,456 4,589 - 37,170
1981 5,816 30,793 4,970 - 41,579
1982 9,659 21,868 4,090 - 35,617
1983 9,185 20,286 3,852 - 33,323
1984 10,996 27,318 4,449 - 42,763
1985 11,823 25,347 4,715 - 41,885
1986 13,759 24,205 5,485 - 43,449
1987 16,285 22,642 5,561 - 44,488
1988 19,033 21,648 6,928 - 47,609
1989 21,618 23,721 7,759 - 53,098
1990 21,613 23,876 8,861 - 54,350
1991 7,968 27,187 14,917 - 50,072
1992 14,898 27,591 10,924 - 53,413
1993 13,836 30,126 10,610 - 54,572
1994 14,700 33,133 12,025 - 59,858
1995 17,002 34,464 8,560 - 60,026
1996 18,873 38,438 8,186 - 65,497
1997 23,215 39,599 7,745 - 70,559
1998 20,266 36,648 5,555 - 62,469
1999 27,302 43,406 3,716 - 74,424
2000 32,582 39,649 4,080 - 76,311
2001 35,369 37,273 4,140 - 76,782
2002 41,768 38,103 5,160 - 85,031
2003 44,419 33,577 4,207 700 82,904
2004 47,205 33,757 6,503 448 87,914
2005 38,034 38,648 6,453 438 83,573
2006 40,646 43,061 7,312 419 91,438
2007 45,332 38,773 7,684 470 92,260
2008 41,705 41,716 6,918 311 90,650
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4.2 Water Use of Project

Disney/ABC Studios at The Ranch Project Water Demand:

In 2008, NCWD's service area-wide demands were approximately 11,340 af (SCVWR, 2008). It
has been calculated that the Proposed Project will require approximately 90,594 gallons per day
(gpd) or 102 afy for build-out of the proposed media office development option, which
represents the Project’s worst-case scenario in terms of water demand. The calculation of this
demand is based on 120 percent of the Project’'s estimated wastewater generation, using land
use-based wastewater generation factors provided by the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles
County. Application of this factor is typical for determining domestic water needs, as wastewater
flows are frequently estimated to represent approximately 80 percent of total water usage. The
total water demand of 102 afy also assumes Project operations at 365 days per year.

4.3 Future Water Use

The amount of water delivered by NCWD in the recent past and future projections by customer
are summarized in Table 4-4 below. Table 4-5 summarizes the region’s projected water demand
as discussed in the 2005 Urban Water Management Plan.
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Table 4-4
Past, Current, and Projected Water Demands (by customer type)
Newhall County Water District (2005 UWMP)

v Water Use Single Multi- Comm- | Construction/ | Institutional/ | Landscape Total
ear Sectors Family Family ercial Industrial Government

2000 tered No. of accounts| 6,608 293 377 11 18 127 7,434

Meered ™ Deliveries (| 5,556 1,537 872 411 119 1,128 9,623

2005 tered No. of accounts 8,047 293 399 35 59 232 9,065

metered I eliveries (af| 7,243 1,969 891 207 133 1,357 | 11,800

2010 tered No. of accounts 9,735 425 425 60 75 300 11,020

metered ™ peliveries (af| 8,750 2,485 999 250 176 1,740 | 14,400

2015 tered No. of accounts| 10,730 450 450 85 90 425 12,230

MeeTed ™ Deliveries (| 9,475 2,595 1,038 315 212 2,365 | 16,000

2020 tered No. of accounts| 11,865 475 475 110 105 550 13,580

meterea M Deliveries (ah| 10,385 2,750 1,066 375 234 2,890 | 17,700

2025 tered No. of accounts| 12,620 500 500 135 120 675 14,550

metered ™ beliveries (af| 11,000 2,900 1,114 425 261 3,600 | 19,300

q No. of accounts| 14,050 525 525 160 135 800 16,195

2030 | metered | eries (@] 12,275 3,000 1,140 500 285 3,800 | 21,000

(1) UWMP 2005
Table 4-5
Regional Projected Water Demands (2005 UWMP)
Purveyor Demand (af) Annual
2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 Increase

CLWA SCWD 30,400 35,000 39,100 43,100 47,100 51,100 2.1%

LACWWD #36 1,300 1,600 1,800 2,000 2,400 2,800 3.1%

NCWD 11,800 14,400 16,000 17,700 19,300 21,000 2.4%

VWC 30,200 35,100 40,200 43,700 50,600 54,400 2.4%

Total Purveyor 73,700 86,100 97,100 | 106,500 119,400 129,300 2.2%
Agricultural/Private Uses 15,600 13,950 12,300 | 10,650 9,000 9,000 -
Total (w/o conservation)| 89,300 | 100,050 | 109,400 | 117,150 | 128,400 | 138,300 -
Conservation (1) (7.370) | (8:610) | (9,710) | (10,650) | (11,940) | (12,930) -

Total (w/conservation) 81,930 91,440 99,690 | 106,500 116,460 125,370 1.3%

(1) UWMP 2005
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5.0 NORMAL, SINGLE-DRY, AND MULTIPLE-DRY YEAR PLANNING

The following sections summarize the existing and planned supplies and how they will be
utilized during Normal, Single-Dry, and Multiple-Dry Years. The text and tables were taken from
the 2005 UWMP, and updated by including the most recent reliability numbers from the State
Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2009 Draft, moving the 11,000 af of Buena Vista-
Rosedale water from “Planned Supplies” to “Existing Supplies”, adding 1,607 af of Nickel Water
to “Existing Supplies”, moving Rosedale-Rio Bravo banked water from “Planned Supplies” to
“Existing Supplies” and updating to 64,898 af, adding 18,828 af of Semitropic Water Bank-
Newhall Land to “Existing Supplies” and adding 5,400 af of Recycled Water for Newhall Ranch
to “Planned Supplies” (see sections 2.1.1, 2.1.3 and 3.4 above).

5.1 Summary of Existing and Planned Supplies

A summary of existing and planned water supplies is presented in Table 5-1 below. Table 5-1 is
not intended to be an operational plan for how supplies would be used in a particular year, but
rather identifies the complete range of water supplies available under a range of hydrologic
conditions. Diversity of supply allows NCWD, CLWA and the other purveyors the option of
drawing on multiple sources of supply in response to changing conditions such as varying
weather patterns (average/normal years, single dry years, multiple dry years), fluctuations in
delivery amounts of SWP water, natural disasters and contamination with substances such as
perchlorate. It is the stated goal of NCWD, CLWA and the other retail water purveyors to deliver
a reliable and high quality water supply for their customers, even during dry periods. Based on
conservative water supply and demand assumptions over the next 25 years in combination with
conservation of non-essential demand during certain dry years, the water supply plan described
in the 2005 UWMP successfully achieves this goal.
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Table 5-1
Summary of Current and Planned Water Supplies and Banking Programs®

Supply (af)
Water Supply Sources 2007 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
Existing Supplies (1)

Wholesale (Imported) 61,800 75,787 75,787 74,407 74,407 74,407
SWP Table A Supply (2) 57,120 57,120 57,120 57,120 57,120 57,120
Buena Vista-Rosedale 0 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000
Nickel Water - Newhall Ranch 0 1,607 1,607 1,607 1,607 1,607
Flexible Storage Account (CLWA) (3) 4,680 4,680 4,680 4,680 4,680 4,680
Flexible Storage Account (Ventura County) (3) (4) 0 1,380 1,380 0 0 0

Local Supplies

Groundwater 40,000 46,000 46,000 46,000 46,000 46,000
Alluvial Aquifer 35,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 35,000
Saugus Formation 5,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000
Recycled Water 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700

Total Existing Supplies 103,500 123,487 123,487 122,107 122,107 122,107

Existing Banking Programs (3)

Semitropic Water Bank (5) 50,870 50,870 0 0 0 0
Rosedale-Rio Brawo (7) 64,898 64,898 64,898 64,898 64,898 64,898
Semitropic Water Bank - Newhall Land (8) 0 18,828 18,828 18,828 18,828 18,828
Total Existing Banking Programs 115,768 134,596 83,726 83,726 83,726 83,726

Planned Supplies (1)
Local Supplies

Groundwater 0 10,000 10,000 20,000 20,000 20,000
Restored wells (Saugus Formation) 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000

New Wells (Saugus Formation) 0 0 0 10,000 10,000 10,000
Recycled Water - CLWA (6) 0 0 1,600 6,300 11,000 15,700
Recycled Water - Newhall Ranch 0 0 1,500 2,500 3,500 5,400

Total Planned Supplies 0 10,000 13,100 28,800 34,500 41,100

Planned Banking Programs (3)

Additional Planned Banking 0 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000
Total Planned Banking Programs 0 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000

Notes:

(1) The values show n under "Existing Supplies" and "Planned Supplies" are supplies projected to be available in average/normal years. The values shown
under “Existing Banking Programs" and “Planned Banking Programs" are total amounts currently in storage.

(2) SWP supplies are calculated by multiplying CLWA's Table A Amount of 95,200 af by percentages of average deliveries projected to be available, based
on Tables 6-12 and 6-13 of DWR's "Draft State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2009". Year 2030 figure is calculated by multiplying DWR's 2029
percentage of 60%.

(3) Supplies show n are total amounts that can be withdraw n, and w ould typically be used only during dry years. Each w ater bank has annual limitations
on withdraw als that are reflected in Single-Dry Year and Multiple-Dry Year Tables.

(4) Initial term of the Ventura County entities' flexible storage account is ten years (from 2006 to 2015).

(5) Supplies show n are the total amount currently in storage, and w ould typically be used only during dry years. Once the current storage amount is
w ithdraw n, this supply would no longer be available and in any event, is not available after 2013.

(6) Recycled w ater supplies based on projections provided in Chapter 4, Recycled Water.

(7) CLWA has 64,898 af of recoverable w ater as of 12/31/09 in the Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Banking and Recovery Program.

(8) Supplies show n are the total amounts currently in storage. As of December 31, 2009, there is 18,828 af of w ater stored in the Semitropic Groundw ater
Storage Bank by The New hall Land and Farming Company for the New hall Ranch Specific Plan. The stored w ater can be extracted form the bank in dry
years in amounts up to 4,950 afy. New hall Ranch is located w ithin the CLWA service area.
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5.2 Normal Water Year

Table 5-2 summarizes water supplies available to meet demands over the 20-year planning
period during an average/normal year. As presented in the table, water supply is broken down
into existing and planned water supply sources, including wholesale (imported) water, local
supplies, transfers, and banking programs. Demands are shown with and without the effects of
an assumed 10 percent urban reduction resulting from conservation best management
practices.
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Table 5-2
Projected Average/Normal Year Supplies and Demands

Supply (af)
Water Supply Sources 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
Existing Supplies
Wholesale (Imported) 69,727 69,727 69,727 69,727 69,727
SWP Table A Supply (1) 57,120 57,120 57,120 57,120 57,120
Buena Vista-Rosedale (4) 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000
Nickel Water - Newhall Ranch 1,607 1,607 1,607 1,607 1,607
Flexible Storage Account (CLWA) (2) 0 0 0 0 0
Flexible Storage Account (Ventura County) (2) 0 0 0 0 0
Local Supplies
Groundwater 46,000 46,000 46,000 46,000 46,000
Alluvial Aquifer 35,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 35,000
Saugus Formation 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000
Recycled Water 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700
Total Existing Supplies 117,427 117,427 117,427 117,427 117,427
Existing Banking Programs
Semitropic Water Bank (2) 0 0 0 0 0
Rosedale-Rio Braw (2) 0 0 0 0 0
Semitropic Water Bank - Newhall Land (2) 0 0 0 0 0
Total Existing Banking Programs 0 0 0 0 0
Planned Supplies
Local Supplies
Groundwater 0 0 0 0 0
Restored wells (Saugus Formation) (2) 0 0 0 0 0
New Wells (Saugus Formation) (2) 0 0 0 0 0
Recycled Water - CLWA (3) 0 1,600 6,300 11,000 15,700
Recycled Water - Newhall Ranch 0 1,500 2,500 3,500 5,400
Total Planned Supplies 0 3,100 8,800 14,500 21,100
Planned Banking Programs
Additional Planned Banking (2) 0 0 0 0 0
Total Planned Banking Programs 0 0 0 0 0
Total Existing and Planned Supplies and Banking 117,427 120,527 126,227 131,927 138,527
Total Estimated Demand (w/o conservation) (4) 100,050 109,400 117,150 128,400 138,300
Conservation (5) (8,600) (9,700) (10,700) (11,900) (12,900)
Total Adjusted Demand 91,450 99,700 106,450 116,500 125,400

Notes:

(1) SWPsupplies are calculated by multiplying CLWA's Table A Amount of 95,200 af by 60%.

(2) Not needed during average/normal years.

(3) Recycled w ater supplies based on projections provided in the 2005 UWMP Chapter 4, Recycled Water.

(4) Demands are for uses w ithin the existing CLWA service area. Demands for any annexations to the CLWA service area are not included.

(5) Assumes 10 percent reduction on urban portion of total demand resulting from conservation best management practices, as discussed in
the 2005 UWMP, Chapter 7.
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5.3 Single-Dry Year

The water supplies and demands for CLWA'’s service area over the 20-year planning period
were analyzed in the event that a single-dry year occurs, similar to the drought that occurred in
California in 1977. Table 5-3 summarizes the existing and planned supplies available to meet
demands during a single-dry year. Demand during dry years was assumed to increase by 10
percent.
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Table 5-3
Projected Single-Dry Year Supplies and Demands

Supply (af)
Water S ly S
aler supply sources 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
Existing Supplies
Wholesale (Imported) 25,331 26,283 25,855 26,807 27,759
SWP Table A Supply (1) 6,664 7,616 8,568 9,520 10,472
Buena Vista-Rosedale 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000
Nickel Water - Newhall Ranch 1,607 1,607 1,607 1,607 1,607
Flexible Storage Account (CLWA) 4,680 4,680 4,680 4,680 4,680
Flexible Storage Account (Ventura County) (2) 1,380 1,380 0 0 0
Local Supplies
Groundwater 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500
Alluvial Aquifer 32,500 32,500 32,500 32,500 32,500
Saugus Formation 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000
Recycled Water 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700
Total Existing Supplies 74,531 75,483 75,055 76,007 76,959
Existing Banking Programs
Semitropic Water Bank (3) 17,000 0 0 0 0
Rosedale-Rio Brawvo (5) 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000
Semitropic Water Bank - Newhall Land (10) 4,950 4,950 4,950 4,950 4,950
Total Existing Banking Programs 41,950 24,950 24,950 24,950 24,950
Planned Supplies
Local Supplies
Groundwater 10,000 10,000 20,000 20,000 20,000
Restored wells (Saugus Formation) 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000
New Wells (Saugus Formation) 0 0 10,000 10,000 10,000
Recycled Water - CLWA (4) 0 1,600 6,300 11,000 15,700
Recycled Water - Newhall Ranch 0 1,500 2,500 3,500 5,400
Total Planned Supplies 10,000 13,100 28,800 34,500 41,100
Planned Banking Programs
Additional Planned Banking (6) 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000
Total Planned Banking Programs 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000
Total Existing and Planned Supplies and Banking 126,481 133,533 148,805 155,457 163,009
Total Estimated Demand (w/o conservation) (7) (8) 110,100 120,300 128,900 141,200 152,100
Conservation (9) (9,500) (10,700) (11,700) (13,100) (14,200)
Total Adjusted Demand 100,600 109,600 117,200 128,100 137,900
Notes:
(1) SWPsupplies are calculated by multiplying CLWA's Table A Amount of 95,200 af by percentages of single dry year deliveries projected to
be avaible on Tables 6-4 and 6-13 of DWR's "Draft State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2009". Year 2030 figure is calculated by
multiplying by DWR's 2029 percentage of 11%.
(2) Initial term of the Ventura County entities' flexible storage account is ten years (from 2006 to 2015).
(3) The total amount of w ater currently in storage is 50,870 af, available through 2013. Withdraw als of up to this amount are potentially
available in a dry year, but given possible competition for withdraw al capacity with other Semitropic banking partners in extremely dry years,
it is assumed here that about one third of the total amount stored could be w ithdraw n.
(4) Recycled w ater supplies based on projections provided in the 2005 UWMP Chapter 4, Recycled Water.
(5) CLWA has banked 64,898 af as of 12/31/09 in the Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Banking and Recovery Program.
(6) Assumes increase in total demand of 10 percent during dry years.
(7) Assumes additional planned banking supplies available by 2014.
(8) Demands are for uses w ithin the existing CLWA service area. Demands for any annexations to the CLWA service area are not included.
(9) Assumes 10 percent reduction on urban portion of total normal year demand resulting from conservation best management practices
([urban portion of total normal year demand x 1.10] * 0.10), as discussed in the 2005 UWMP, Chapter 7.
(10) Delivery of stored w ater from the New hall Land Semitropic Groundw ater Bank requires futher agreements betw een CLWA and New hall Land.
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5.4 Multiple-Dry Year

The water supplies and demands for CLWA'’s service area over the 20-year planning period
were analyzed in the event that a four-year multiple-dry year event occurs, similar to the drought
that occurred during the years 1931 to 1934. Table 5-4 summarizes the existing and planned
supplies available to meet demands during multiple-dry years. Demand during dry years was
assumed to increase by 10 percent.
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Table 5-4

Projected Multiple-Dry Year Supplies and Demands®

Water Supply Sources 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
Existing Supplies
Wholesale (Imported) 46,485 46,485 47,097 47,097 47,097
SWP Table A Supply (2) 32,368 32,368 33,320 33,320 33,320
Buena Vista-Rosedale 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000
Nickel Water - Newhall Ranch 1,607 1,607 1,607 1,607 1,607
Flexible Storage Account (CLWA) (3) 1,170 1,170 1,170 1,170 1,170
Flexible Storage Account (Ventura County) (3) 340 340 0 0 0
Local Supplies
Groundwater 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500 47,500
Alluvial Aquifer 32,500 32,500 32,500 32,500 32,500
Saugus Formation (4) 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000
Recycled Water 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700
Total Existing Supplies 95,685 95,685 96,297 96,297 96,297
Existing Banking Programs
Semitropic Water Bank (3) 12,700 0 0 0 0
Rosedale-Rio Bravo (6) (7) 5,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000
Semitropic Water Bank - Newhall Land (12) 4,950 4,950 4,950 4,950 4,950
Total Existing Banking Programs 22,650 19,950 19,950 19,950 19,950
Planned Supplies
Local Supplies
Groundwater 6,500 6,500 6,500 6,500 6,500
Restored wells (Saugus Formation) (4) 6,500 6,500 5,000 5,000 5,000
New Wells (Saugus Formation) (4) 0 0 1,500 1,500 1,500
Recycled Water (5) 0 1,600 6,300 11,000 15,700
Recycled Water - Newhall Ranch 0 1,500 2,500 3,500 5,400
Total Planned Supplies 6,500 9,600 15,300 21,000 27,600
Planned Banking Programs
Additional Planned Banking (7) (8) 0 5,000 15,000 15,000 15,000
Total Planned Banking Programs 0 5,000 15,000 15,000 15,000
Total Existing and Planned Supplies and Banking 124,835 130,235 146,547 152,247 158,847
Total Estimated Demand (w/o conservation) (9) (10) 110,100 120,300 128,900 141,200 152,100
Conservation (11) (9,500) (10,700) (11,700) (13,100) (14,200)
Total Adjusted Demand 100,600 109,600 117,200 128,100 137,900

Notes:

(1) Supplies show n are annual averages over four consecutive dry years (unless otherw ise noted).
(2) SWPsupplies are calculated by multiplying CLWA's Table A Amount of 95,200 af by percentages of average deliveries projected to

be available during the w orst case four-year drought of 1931-1934 as provided in Tables 6-4 and 6-13 of DWR's "Draft

State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2009." Year 2030 figure is calculated by multiplying by DWR's 2029 perectage of 35%.
(3) Based on total amount of storage available divided by 4 (4-year dry period). Initial term of the Ventura County entities' flexible storage

account is ten years (from 2006 to 2015).

(4) Total Saugus pumping is the average annual amount that w ould be pumped under the groundw ater operating plan, as

summarized in Table 3-6 ([11,000+15,000+25,000+35,000]/4).

Assumes additional planned banking supplies available by 2014.
Assumes increase in total demand of 10 percent during dry years.
10) Demands are for uses w ithin the existing CLWA service area. Demands for any annexations to the CLWA service area are not included.
11) Assumes 10 percent reduction on urban portion of total normal year demand resulting from conservation best management practices
([urban portion of total normal year demand x 1.10] * 0.10), as discussed in the 2005 UWMP, Chapter 7.

) Recycled w ater supplies based on projections provided in the 2005 UWMP Chapter 4, Recycled Water.
) CLWA has banked 64,898 af as of 12/31/09 in the Rosedale-Rio Bravo Water Banking and Recovery Program.
7) Average dry year period supplies could be up to 20,000 af for each program depending on storage amounts at the beginning of the dry period.
)
)

(12) Delivery of stored w ater from the New hall Land Semitropic Groundw ater Bank requires futher agreements betw een CLWA and New hall Land.
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6.0 CONCLUSION

Based on the analysis set forth in this WSA and as supported by the documents relied on for its
preparation, NCWD's total projected water supplies available during the ensuing twenty years
will meet the projected water demands associated with the Proposed Project, Disney/ABC
Studios at The Ranch and existing and other planned uses within NCWD's service area. This
determination is consistent with current information and NCWD's 2005 UWMP.

This Water Supply Assessment shall expire and be of no further force and effect after (3) three
vears from the date of submittal.
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DAVID EVANS
aNnD ASSOCIATES inc.

April 25,2012

VIA U.S. MAIL

Ms. Ashley Rogers

Principal Planner

Matrix Environmental

6701 Center Drive West, Suite 900
Los Angeles, California 90045

Re: Disney | ABC Studios at The Ranch
Domestic and Fire Water Service Technical Report
Sanitary Sewer Service Technical Report

Dear Ms. Rogers,

After the completion of the Domestic and Fire Water Service Technical Report, the Sanitary
Sewer Service Technical Report, and the Sewer Area Study and subsequent review by the County of Los
Angeles Department of Public Works, minor modifications to the Project were made that do not affect
these technical reports. In particular, the Development Area was increased from 56 acres to
approximately 58 acres and an associated change to the Development Area boundary was made. In
addition, the elevation of the southern portion of the Development Area (i.e., south of Placerita Creek)
was increased by approximately five feet to improve circulation through the Development Area. This
vertical change was made uniformly across the southern portion of the Development Area. Other minor
changes to the design of certain drainage improvements and vehicular access between the Development
Area and the eastern portion of the Ranch were also made that are not relevant to these studies. Overall,
these changes do not affect the prior water and sewer analyses or proposed infrastructure as the increase
in elevation of the southern portion of the Development Area was uniform and will not affect water or
sewer flows. Further, all suggested mitigation measures and engineering recommendations would
continue to be implemented, in addition to compliance with all applicable regulatory requirements.

While the Domestic and Fire Water Service Technical Report, the Sanitary Sewer Service
Technical Report, and the Sewer Area Study may reflect slightly different Project conditions than
addressed in the Draft EIR, the modifications do not affect the conclusions in our reports, and, with the
Project design features and mitigation measures set forth in the Draft EIR, the Project’s impacts on the
environment would remain less than significant.

Very truly yours,

T

Robert Bathke
David Evans & Associates

cc: Ms. Christina Tran
County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning

4200 Concours Suite 200 Ontario California 91764 Telephone: 909.481.5750 Facsimile: 909.481.5757
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1.0

2.0

INTRODUCTION

Disney | ABC Studios at The Ranch (the “Proposed Project”) would be located on
the westernmost portion of Golden Oak Ranch (“Ranch”) in the unincorporated
Santa Clarita Valley area of Los Angeles County. The Proposed Project site is
generally bounded by State Route (SR)-14 to the west, Placerita Canyon Road to
the south, and mostly undeveloped land to the north and east. The site is
approximately 56 acres in size, over 23 acres of which are two large, mostly
barren fill pads deposited by Caltrans during construction of SR-14 in the early
1970s. The site is currently used for agriculture, film sets and parking. Placerita
Creek generally bisects and flows east to west across the site.

The Proposed Project would provide for the development of studio uses and
associated motion picture and television production facilities within the 56-acre
site. The northern portion of the Proposed Project site would contain an electrical
substation, four soundstages, production offices and two mills (or, with the option
project, studio offices instead of four soundstages, production offices and two
mills). The southern pad would contain eight soundstages, production offices,
four mills, six writer/producer bungalows, an administration building, a
commissary, a warehouse, and a central utility plant, as well as a surface parking
lot to the east of the soundstages.

The grading for the Proposed Project would lower the height of the northern fill
pad and create a smoother slope towards the east for the southern fill pad. The
northern and southern portions of the Proposed Project site would be connected
by two access roadways, a road on the west side along the embankment for the
SR-14 and a bridge on the east side that would span Placerita Creek. Proposed
water and sewer utilities would be constructed under the west access road to
minimize loads on the proposed bridge. The main entrance for the Proposed
Project would be directly across the northbound SR-14 exit to Placerita Canyon
Road.

EXISTING WATER FLOW LEVELS AND SYSTEM
CAPACITY

The Proposed Project site is mostly undeveloped and used for agriculture, film
sets, and parking. The existing demand for domestic water within the Proposed
Project site is limited. There are no public water service distribution
infrastructure facilities on or near the Proposed Project site. The Project Site
includes an uninhabited structure that would be removed and the Ranch foreman’s
mobile home, which would be relocated to another portion of the Ranch east of
the Proposed Project site. The relocated mobile home would use the existing
private water well system that is used currently by other residential buildings and
the Ranch office in the eastern area of the Ranch.



With the relocation of the mobile home, the private well water system would have
no more than four connections for human consumption (three for the residential
buildings and one for the Ranch office). This system currently serves and would
continue to serve approximately nine Ranch residents (including the Ranch
Manager and the Ranch Foreman) and four additional, permanent Ranch staff.
Other Ranch visitors, including all residents’ guests, film location scouts, or
managers, and Ranch meeting attendees, number less than 1 person per day on
average. Accordingly, the total daily average of possible consumers of the
Ranch’s private well water system is less than 14 people.

Film crews at the Ranch are required to be completely self-contained and are not
served in any way by the Ranch’s private well water system; each crew provides
its own power, water, food and restroom facilities. There was a total of 500
filming days over the two-year period including 2008 and 2009, with the average
stay of a film crew at the Ranch being 2.84 production days and crews, during
roughly the same period, ranging in size from 3 to 185 people. None of these film
crew used the Ranch’s private well water system in any way that involves human
consumption.

Accordingly, the Ranch’s private well water system does not qualify as a “state
small water system”, which is defined as “a system for the provision of piped
water to the public for human consumption that serves at least five, but not more
than 14, service connections and does not regularly service drinking water to
more than an average of 25 individuals daily for more than 60 days out of the
year.” (Cal. Health & Safety Code, § 116275(n).)

Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) is a water wholesaler that provides
approximately half the water for Santa Clarita households and businesses and is a
public agency that serves an area of 195 square miles in Los Angeles and Ventura
counties. CLWA supplements local groundwater supplies with State Water
Project (SWP) water from northern California. This water is treated and delivered
to the local water retailers. The four retail purveyors served by CLWA are the
Valencia Water Company (VWC), Los Angeles County Waterworks District 36
(LA36), Newhall County Water District (NCWD), and the Santa Clarita Water
Division of CLWA (SCWD).

The Proposed Project site is within the service area of NCWD, which provides
water supplied from local groundwater wells and CLWA-imported water. At
present, NCWD does not have an existing distribution system that is adjacent to
or near the Proposed Project site. However, NCWD has provided preliminary
information on proposed improvements to its system required to serve the
Proposed Project site via two alternatives:



Alternative A

A reservoir tank and waterline distribution system exists southwest of the
Proposed Project site at Dockweiler Drive that is within the 1704 Pressure Zone,
which, with improvements, would meet the Proposed Project’s requirements.
This system currently lacks sufficient reserve capacity and pressure to meet the
projected fire flow demands of the Proposed Project. As a result, Alternative A
would require the construction of a new booster pump station, a water tank, a
water main and associated piping to serve the Proposed Project site.

Alternative B

An existing 12-inch water line is located along Placerita Canyon Road west of
Sierra Highway that is supplied by two existing water tanks on a hilltop located
north of Deputy Jake Drive and southwest of the Proposed Project site. These
tanks and water distribution system are in the 1487 Pressure Zone, which, with
improvements would meet the Proposed Project’s requirements. This system
currently lacks sufficient reserve capacity and pressure to meet the projected fire
flow demands of the Proposed Project. As a result, Alternative B would require
the construction of a new water tank, a booster pump station, a water main and
associated piping to serve the Proposed Project site.

3.0 THEPROPOSED PROJECT’S WATER DEMAND

The Proposed Project would provide up to twelve soundstages, production offices,
six mills, writers/producers bungalows, a commissary, an administration building,
a warehouse, and a central utility plant. The proposed structures are listed in

Table 1 below:
TABLE 1
PROPOSED PROJECT BUILDINGS
PREFERRED OPTION

BUILDING TYPE QTY UNIT (SQ FT) TOTAL (SQFT)
Soundstages 12 19,800 237,600
Production Offices 6 28,125 168,750
Mills 6 11,500 69,000
Warehouse 1 23,000 23,000
Writer/Producer Bungalows 6 1,725 10,350
Commissary 1 17,250 17,250
Administration 1 30,000 30,000

Total Gross Square Footage (Sg. Ft.) 555,950



In addition, the Proposed Project would include an option to develop studio
offices in lieu of four soundstages and two mills within the northern portion of the
Proposed Project site with the following proposed structures listed in Table 2
below:

TABLE 2
PROPOSED PROJECT BUILDINGS - OPTION PROJECT

BUILDING TYPE QTY UNIT (SQ FT) TOTAL (SQFT)
Soundstages 8 19,800 158,400
Production Offices 4 28,125 112,500
Mills 4 11,500 46,000
Warehouse 1 23,000 23,000
Writer/Producer Bungalows 6 1,725 10,350
Commissary 1 17,250 17,250
Administration 1 30,000 30,000
Studio Offices 1 112,500 112,500

Total Gross Square Footage (Sg. Ft.) 510,000

4.0

The Proposed Project also would contain a 20,000-square foot central utility plant
and a 46,300-square foot electrical substation.

According to accepted standards, approximately 80 percent of domestic water use
is discharged as wastewater. Therefore, in order to calculate the water demand,
the sewer flows are multiplied by 1.20. The total domestic water demand for the
Proposed Project is generally determined as 120% of wastewater flows, based on
the projected wastewater generation from the Proposed Project. The Los Angeles
County Sanitation District has a Connection Fee Loadings, Capacity Units, and
Unit Rates Table that identifies structure category, type, size, and use. Based
upon the Sanitation District’s rates, the estimated wastewater and sewer flows for
the Proposed Project would be approximately 66,800 gallons per day (GPD) while
wastewater and sewer flows under the Option Proposed Project would be
approximately 75,495 GPD.

As set forth in the calculation below, the water demand would be equivalent to
approximately 33,066,810 gallons per year, or approximately 102 acre-feet per
year.

75,495 GPD x 1.20 = 90,594 gallons per day (GPD)

90,594 GPD x 365 days = 33,066,810 gallons per year (GPY)

33,066,810 GPY / 325,851 gallons per acre-foot (AF) = 102 AFY

THE PROPOSED PROJECT’S SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS

A. On-site Water System Improvements



The on-site water distribution system would be a looped system at each of the
building pad areas on the north and south side of Placerita Creek designed to meet
fire flow requirements established by the County of Los Angeles Fire Department.
The system would be designed to maintain a minimum pressure of 20 pounds per
square inch (PSI) at ground level at all points in the distribution system under all
conditions of flow. The soundstages, production offices, mills, writer/producer
bungalows, administration building, commissary, and studio office building
would have fire sprinkler systems throughout the buildings. The on-site water
distribution system layout as well as the locations of proposed fire hydrants are
shown on the exhibit in Appendix A.

B. Offsite Water System Improvements

As previously indicated, the Proposed Project site would be serviced by NCWD.
This water purveyor could serve the Proposed Project by two alternative means,
as described below. See Appendix B for the exhibit regarding each alternative.

Alternative A

Alternative A would construct a water main from a point of connection to the
existing water main at the intersection of Oakhurst Drive and Dockweiler Drive.
The proposed water main would then run easterly along Dockweiler Drive to
Sierra Highway, then northerly along Sierra Highway to Placerita Canyon Road,
and then easterly to the Proposed Project site for a total length of approximately
6,300 feet. To supply the proposed water tank on the Ranch south of the
Development Area, a proposed booster pump station would be constructed on
NCWD property next to the two existing water tanks located west of the point of
connection at Dockweiler Drive and north of Deputy Jake Drive.

Alternative B

Alternative B would have a point of connection to the existing water main that
currently terminates near the City of Los Angeles Department of Water and
Power (LADWP) aqueduct along Placerita Canyon Road west of Sierra Highway.
This water line would be extended easterly along Placerita Canyon Road to the
Proposed Project site for a total length of approximately 3,100 feet. The existing
water tanks that supply this water distribution system are at a lower pressure zone
elevation and NCWD has indicated the current system would not meet the
required fire flow and residual pressure requirements of the Proposed Project. As
a result, a booster pump station would be constructed along Placerita Canyon
Road past all residential service connections in the lower pressure zone to provide
the required pressure to the distribution system. An easement for placement of
the booster pump on private property along Placerita Canyon Road would need to
be obtained and be dedicated to NCWD.
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Proposed Water Tank

For both Alternatives A and B, a water tank would be constructed on the Ranch
on a hilltop south of Placerita Canyon Road. The elevation of the proposed tank
would be such that the tank would be at the same water pressure zone as that of
the existing tank north of Dockweiler Drive and NCWD would require this
proposed water tank to be interconnected with its existing tanks. A water main
along an existing unpaved maintenance road from the proposed water tank to
Placerita Canyon Road and the Proposed Project’s onsite water system would be
constructed for a total length of 2,300 feet.

ANALYSIS OF AVAILABLE WATER SUPPLY TO MEET
THE PROPOSED PROJECT’S DEMAND

The Los Angeles County Fire Department (LACFD) requires sufficient capacity
for fire flows of 5000 GPM at 20 PSI for a five-hour duration for new
commercial land development. LACFD Regulation #8 allows for fire flow
reductions to be granted for building type construction and fully sprinklered
buildings. However, for structures that total 70,000 square feet or greater, such as
the studio office building in the Option Proposed Project fire flows shall not be
reduced below 3,500 GPM at 20 PSI for three hours. This demand quantity is
used to perform the hydraulic analysis to size the Proposed Project’s water
delivery system that would consist of a 12- to 18-inch water main and, depending
on which Alternative is selected, would generally follow Placerita Canyon Road
and/or Sierra Highway.

Alternatives A and B would both require the construction of a water tank.
NCWD would require construction of a 2,000,000 gallon tank to meets its
projected service area needs based on other known related projects, even though
the Proposed Project would require only a 730,000 gallon tank to meet the fire
flow and domestic demands, calculated as follows:

Fire Flow Demand:
3,500 GPM x 60 Min. x 3 Hour = 630, 000 gallons

Domestic Average Daily Demand:
From Section 4.0 above = 90,594 gallons
720,594 gallons

Both alternatives would have a minimum of four fire hydrants along Placerita
Canyon Road fronting the Proposed Project site. The Proposed Project’s onsite
water distribution system would be designed to provide sufficient capacity for
domestic and fire flow requirements.
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A summary of the proposed water delivery system improvements for both of the
alternatives follows:

ALTERNATIVE A

12- to 18-inch Water Main 6,300 Linear Feet
Booster Pump Station 1

Water Tank one 2,000,000 gallon
12- to 18-inch Water Main (Tank to Site) 2,300 Linear Feet

ALTERNATIVE B

12- to 18-inch Water Main 3,100 Linear Feet
Booster Pump Station 1

Water Tank (1) one 2,000,000 gallon
12- to 18-inch Water Main (Tank to site) 2,300 Linear Feet

ANALYSIS OF CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The California Urban Water Management Planning Act (Act) requires most water
utilities to develop and update an Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) every
five years to identify short-term and long-term water demand management
measures to meet growing water demands during normal, dry, and multi-dry
years. The Act requires urban water suppliers to assess water supply reliability
that compares total projected water use with the expected water supply over the
next twenty years in five-year increments.

The 2005 UWMP (Plan) for the Castaic Lake Water Agency service area, which
includes NCWD, concluded that a reliable and high quality water supply would
be available to Santa Clarita VValley water customers, based on conservative water
supply and demand assumptions and implementation of conservation measures.
The projected 2030 water demand is estimated at 138,300 acre-feet. This estimate
is in line with population growth projections prepared for the update of the City of
Santa Clarita General Plan and the County’s Santa Clarita VValley Area Plan. The
Castaic Lake Water Agency determined there are sufficient water supplies
available for pending and future development within the CLWA service area for
the foreseeable future through 2030, as set forth in the 2005 UWMP.,

The geographic boundary for the cumulative potable water analysis is the NCWD
water service area, generally located to the west of the Proposed Project site and
from which water service would be provided to the Development Area. Only one
planned project falls within the cumulative impact boundary. The Kellstrom
Project would include 102,700 square feet (SF) of office and commercial uses
proposed at the southwest corner of Sierra Highway and Placerita Canyon Road.
The Kellstrom Project would connect to the proposed NCWD system
improvements for the Proposed Project described in Section 4.0.



Following the same accepted standards to calculate water demand as used for the
Proposed Project, where approximately 80 percent of domestic water use is
discharged as wastewater, and therefore, in order to calculate the water demand
the sewer flows are multiplied by 1.20. Based upon the Sanitation District’s rates,
the estimated wastewater and sewer flows for the Kellstrom Project would be
calculated as follows:

Office 95,000 SF
Restaurant (Drive-Up) 7,700 SF
95, 000 x 200 Gallons/KSF = 19,000 GPD
7,700 x 1000 Gallons/KSF = 7,700 GPD

26,700 GPD
Therefore water demand would be,

26,700 x 1.20 = 32,040 GPD.

The maximum fire protection water demand would be the same as that of the
Proposed Project that requires sufficient capacity for fire flows of 5,000 GPM at
20 PSI for a five-hour duration.
Fire Flow Demand:
5000 GPM x 60 Min. x 5 Hour = 1,500,000 gallons

The total water demand for the Kellstrom Project would be 1,532,040 gallons.

This demand, in combination with the water demand for the Proposed Project,
would be well within the capacity of the proposed water supply mains, storage
capacity, and the extension of the existing NCWD’s water supply system to be
developed as part of the Proposed Project. Therefore, the Proposed Project in
combination with other foreseeable development in the vicinity would not impair
NCWD’s ability to provide water service within its service area.
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On-Site Water Service Plan Exhibit
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Off-Site Water Service Alter native Exhibit
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DAVID EVANS
aNnD ASSOCIATES inc.

April 25,2012

VIA U.S. MAIL

Ms. Ashley Rogers

Principal Planner

Matrix Environmental

6701 Center Drive West, Suite 900
Los Angeles, California 90045

Re: Disney | ABC Studios at The Ranch
Domestic and Fire Water Service Technical Report
Sanitary Sewer Service Technical Report

Dear Ms. Rogers,

After the completion of the Domestic and Fire Water Service Technical Report, the Sanitary
Sewer Service Technical Report, and the Sewer Area Study and subsequent review by the County of Los
Angeles Department of Public Works, minor modifications to the Project were made that do not affect
these technical reports. In particular, the Development Area was increased from 56 acres to
approximately 58 acres and an associated change to the Development Area boundary was made. In
addition, the elevation of the southern portion of the Development Area (i.e., south of Placerita Creek)
was increased by approximately five feet to improve circulation through the Development Area. This
vertical change was made uniformly across the southern portion of the Development Area. Other minor
changes to the design of certain drainage improvements and vehicular access between the Development
Area and the eastern portion of the Ranch were also made that are not relevant to these studies. Overall,
these changes do not affect the prior water and sewer analyses or proposed infrastructure as the increase
in elevation of the southern portion of the Development Area was uniform and will not affect water or
sewer flows. Further, all suggested mitigation measures and engineering recommendations would
continue to be implemented, in addition to compliance with all applicable regulatory requirements.

While the Domestic and Fire Water Service Technical Report, the Sanitary Sewer Service
Technical Report, and the Sewer Area Study may reflect slightly different Project conditions than
addressed in the Draft EIR, the modifications do not affect the conclusions in our reports, and, with the
Project design features and mitigation measures set forth in the Draft EIR, the Project’s impacts on the
environment would remain less than significant.

Very truly yours,

T

Robert Bathke
David Evans & Associates

cc: Ms. Christina Tran
County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning

4200 Concours Suite 200 Ontario California 91764 Telephone: 909.481.5750 Facsimile: 909.481.5757
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INTRODUCTION

Disney | ABC Studios at The Ranch (the “Proposed Project”) would be
located on the westernmost portion of Golden Oak Ranch (*Ranch”) in the
unincorporated Santa Clarita Valey area of Los Angeles County. The
Development Area is generally bounded by State Route (SR)-14 to the west,
Placerita Canyon Road to the south, and mostly undevel oped land to the north
and east. The Development Area is approximately 56 acres, over 23 acres of
which are two large, mostly barren fill pads deposited by Caltrans during
construction of SR-14 in the early 1970s. The Development Area s currently
used for agriculture, film sets, and parking. Placerita Creek generally bisects
and flows from east to west across the Development Area.

The Proposed Project would provide for the development of studio uses and
associated motion picture and television production facilities within the 56-
acre site. The northern portion of the Development Area would contain an
electrical substation, four soundstages and two mills (or, with the option
project, studio offices instead of the four soundstages and two mills). The
southern pad would contain eight soundstages, four mills, six writer/producer
bungalows, an administration building, a commissary, a warehouse, and a
central utility plant, as well as a surface parking lot to the east of the
soundstages.

The grading for the Proposed Project would lower the height of the northern
fill pad and create a smoother slope toward the east and in the direction of the
southern fill pad. The northern and southern portions of the Development
Area would be connected by two access roadways, a road on the west side
along the embankment for the SR-14, and a bridge on the east side that would
span Placerita Creek. Proposed water and sewer utilities would be constructed
under the west access road to minimize loads on the proposed bridge to the
east. The main entrance for the Proposed Project would be directly across
from the northbound SR-14 exit to Placerita Canyon Road.

EXISTING SANITARY SEWER INFRASTRUCTURE

The Development Area is in the unincorporated area of Los Angeles County
and within the Santa Clarita Valey. There is no sanitary sewer infrastructure
on or near the Development Area. As part of the Proposed Project, the Santa
Clarita Valley Sanitation District (SCVSD), which is part of the County
Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (CSDLAC), would need to annex
the Development Area into the SCVSD before sanitary services could be
provided, as the Development Areais currently outside the service boundaries
of the CSDLAC.

The CSDLAC wastewater collection system is composed of service
connections that tie into the local collection network. This local network,



composed of secondary and primary collectors, flows into the CSDLAC's
trunk wastewater mains and the water reclamation plants. The CSDLAC
maintains the wastewater trunk mains and the two water reclamation plants,
and Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (Sewer Maintenance)
maintains the local collection network for the City of Santa Clarita.

Most wastewater generated within the Santa Clarita Valey is treated at two
existing water reclamation plants (WRPs), which are operated by CSDLAC.
These two treatment facilities, the Saugus WRP, which is located at
Springbrook Avenue in Saugus, and the Vaencia WRP, which is located at
The Old Road in Vaencia, have been interconnected to form a regional
treatment system known as the Santa Clarita Valley Joint Sewerage System
(SCVJISS) operated by the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District (SCV SD).
The two facilities provide primary, secondary, and tertiary treatment to
wastewater. The SCVJSS has a combined permitted and design capacity of
28.1 million gallons per day (MGD) and currently treats an average daily flow
of 20.5 MGD. As of 2009, approximately 7.6 MGD of treatment capacity is
available for future development.*

The Development Area is mostly undeveloped and used for agriculture, film
sets and parking. The Development Area includes an uninhabited structure
that would be removed, and the Ranch foreman’s mobile home, which would
be relocated to another portion of the Ranch east of the Development Area.
The limited wastewater and sewage generated by the mobile home is
accommodated by an existing private septic system that would be removed
and a new septic system to be installed when relocated as part of the Proposed
Project. The other residential buildings and Ranch office in the eastern
portion of the Ranch use private septic sewer systems. The Proposed Project
would not change those uses.

The surrounding areas to the east and west of the Development Area along
Placerita Canyon Road are largely undeveloped. Any developed properties
are on private septic sewer systems.

There are two possible points of connection for the Development Areato join
the existing SCVSD sanitary sewer collection system. The aternative
alignments and conveyance methods are summarized as follows:

Option 1 — Oak Orchard Alignment

The proposed point of connection is at the intersection of Placeritos Boulevard
and Meadview Avenue at an approximate distance of 9,800 feet west of the
Development Area. The existing sanitary sewer main at thislocation is an 18-
inch vitrified clay pipe (VCP) flowing westerly and is at a grade elevation

!_etter from LACSD dated Feb. 2, 2010. See Appendix D.



approximately 164 feet lower than the Development Area, which would allow
for agravity flow system improvement design.

Option 2 — Force Main System to Golden Valley Road

This aternative point of connection is near the intersection of Sierra Highway
and Golden Valley Road at an approximate distance of 9,750 feet northwest of
the Development Area. The existing sanitary sewer main at this location is an
8-inch vitrified clay pipe (VCP) flowing northwesterly and is a a grade
elevation approximately 300 feet higher than the Development Area. The
proposed improvements for this option include a sewer lift station,
approximately 7,750 linear feet of dual force main sewer, and 6,400 linear feet
of gravity flow sewer system.

3.0 THE PROPOSED PROJECT’S SEWAGE GENERATION

The Proposed Project would provide up to twelve soundstages, production

offices, six mills, writers/producers bungalows, a commissary, an

administration building, a warehouse, and a central utility plant. The proposed

structures are listed on Table 1 below:

TABLE 1
PROPOSED PROJECT BUILDINGS

BUILDING TYPE QTY UNIT (SQ FT) TOTAL (SQFT)
Soundstages 12 19,800 237,600
Production Offices 6 28,125 168,750
Mills 6 11,500 69,000
Warehouse 1 23,000 23,000
Writer/Producer Bungalows 6 1,725 10,350
Commissary 1 17,250 17,250
Administration 1 30,000 30,000

Total Gross Square Footage (Sg. Ft.) 555,950

In addition, the Proposed Project would include an option to develop studio
officesin lieu of four soundstages and two mills within the northern portion of
the Development Area with the following proposed structures listed in Table 2
below:



TABLE 2
PROPOSED PROJECT BUILDINGS — OPTION PROJECT

BUILDING TYPE QTY UNIT (SQ FT) TOTAL (SQFT)
Soundstages 8 19,800 158,400
Production Offices 4 28,125 112,500
Mills 4 11,500 46,000
Warehouse 1 23,000 23,000
Writer/Producer Bungalows 6 1,725 10,350
Commissary 1 17,250 17,250
Administration 1 30,000 30,000
Studio Offices 1 112,500 112,500
Total Gross Square Footage (Sg. Ft.) 510,000

The Proposed Project also would contain a 20,000 sguare foot-central utility
plant and a 46,300 square foot-electrical substation.

DEA calculated the projected average wastewater flows in galons per day
(GPD) that would be generated by the Proposed Project and the Proposed
Project Option using wastewater loading flows from the Los Angeles County
Sanitation Districts, which has a Connection Fee Loadings, Capacity Units,
and Unit Rates Table that identifies structure category, type, size, and use.
Thetableis attached as Appendix A.

TABLE 3
PROPOSED PROJECT PROJECTED WASTEWATER FLOWS

BUILDING TYPE (SF/UNIT) NO. UNITS FLOW/UNIT (GPD)>  SUBTOTAL (GPD)

Soundstages (19,800) 12 25/K SF 5,940
Production Offices (28,125) 6 200/K SF 33,750
Mills (11,500) 6 25/K SF 1,725
Warehouse (23,000) 1 25/K SF 575
Writer/Producer Bungalows (1,725) 6 260/DU 1,560
Commissary (17,250) 1 1000/K SF 17,250
Administration Building (30,000) 1 200/K SF 6,000
TOTAL 33 66,800

?CSDLAC Loadings for Each Class of Land Use See Appendix A.
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TABLE 4
POSED PROJECT OPTION PROJECTED WASTEWATER FLOWS

BUILDING TYPE (SF/UNIT) NO.UNITS FLOW/UNIT (GPD)> SUBTOTAL (GPD)

Soundstages (19,800) 8 25/K SF 3,960
Production Offices (28,125) 4 200/K SF 22,500
Mills (11,500) 4 25/K SF 1,150
Warehouse (23,000) 1 25/K SF 575
Writers/Producers Bungalow (1,725) 6 260/DU 1,560
Commissary* (17,250) 1 1000/K SF 17,250
Administration Building (30,000) 1 200/K SF 6,000
Studio Offices (112,500) 1 200/K SF 22,500
TOTAL 26 75,495

As indicated from the calculation tables above, the Proposed Project Option
would have a higher average daily sewer flow of approximately 75,495 GPD,
which is 8,695 GPD more than the Proposed Project wastewater flows.

The Proposed Project uses would not generate wastewater that would require
additional treatment beyond that provided to domestic wastewater and sewage
lines from bathrooms, restrooms, and kitchens. Kitchen drains would be
provided with oil separators, in accordance with CSDLAC requirements, to
treat wastewater prior to discharge into the onsite sewer system.

Sanitary sewer pipelines are generally designed to accommodate the expected
peak flow generated from the adjoining land uses. Average daily flows are
converted to peak flows through aformulathat yields a peak flow two to three
times the average daily flow, depending upon the volume of the average daily
flow. With smaller average daily flows, there is a higher peak flow factor.
For the purposes of this study, a peaking factor of three was used to calculate
peak flow from the Proposed Project.

Proposed Project:

Average Daily Flow:

66,800 Gal./Day * 1 Day/24 Hours* 1 Hour/60 Minutes = 46.39 GPM
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Peak Flow (Design Flow):

46.39 GPM * 3.0 = 139.17 GPM = 0.31 Cubic Feet/Second (CFS)

Proposed Project Option:

Average Daily Flow:
75,495 Gal./Day * 1 Day/24 Hours* 1 Hour/60 Minutes = 52.43 GPM
Peak Flow (Design Flow):

52.43 GPM * 3.0 = 157.29 GPM = 0.350 Cubic Feet/Second (CFS)

The higher peak flow amount from the Proposed Project Option will be used
to design the sewer lines serving the Proposed Project.

SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS REQUIRED FOR THE
PROPOSED PROJECT

A. On-Site Sanitary Sewer System

The Proposed Project would need an on-site wastewater collection system to
convey wastewater flow from the Development Area to existing sewer lines
and treatment plants located off-site. On-site gravity sewers would be sized
no smaller than 8 inches in diameter, except for building laterals, which would
be a minimum of 6 inches. See Appendix B for a diagram of the proposed
onsite sanitary sewer collection system. The sewer collection system would
consist of a lower and upper branch of sewer pipes at the southern and
northern buildings pads. All flows from the Development Area would flow
by gravity toward Placerita Canyon Road.

Sanitary sewer service for the Proposed Project would be provided by
connection to the existing City of Santa Clarita's local wastewater collection
system through the construction of a new sanitary sewer main along Placerita
Canyon Road. As described in detail below, two optional alignments have
been identified that would provide connections to existing City of Santa
Clarita sewer facilities.

In addition to obtaining permits from the City of Santa Claritato tie into local
sewer lines, the Proposed Project would need to file service and annexation
applications with the CSDLAC. The CSDLAC would be responsible for
processing and completing annexation proceedings with the Local Area
Formation Commission (LAFCO) of Los Angeles County.

B. Off-Site Sanitary Sewer Service Alternate Options




There are two alignment options to connect to the existing City of Santa
Clarita's local wastewater collection network situated west of the
Development Area. See Appendix C for a figure depicting the two alignment
options.

Option 1 - Oak Orchard Alignment

Under this option, the new sewer main would convey flows westerly along
Placerita Canyon Road for an approximate distance of 2 miles to the existing
City of Santa Clarita's loca wastewater collection system to a point of
connection tentatively identified at the intersection of Placeritos Boulevard
and Meadview Avenue. This alignment allows for gravity flow and is
described as follows:

From the on-site sewer collection system, the proposed off-site gravity sewer
line would run westerly along Placerita Canyon Road to the west side of AES
Pacific Inc. property, north along a proposed easement to Placeritos
Boulevard, west on Placeritos Boulevard to Golden Oak Lane, north on
Golden Oak Lane to Oak Orchard Road, west on Oak Orchard Road to
Quigley Canyon Road, south on Quigley Canyon Road to regjoin Placeritos
Boulevard, and then west on Placeritos Boulevard to join the existing Santa
Clarita's local sewer system at Meadview Avenue. The total distance of the
sewer line would be approximately 9,800 feet (1.86 miles).

Option 2 - Force Main System to Golden Valley Road

An dternate alignment would consist of a force main system to convey
wastewater to an existing gravity sanitary sewer system at Golden Valley
Road northwest of the Development Area.

The on-site gravity sewer collection system would convey wastewater from
the Development Area to a proposed pump lift station, which would be
constructed on Golden Oak Ranch south of Placerita Canyon Road. The
wastewater would then be conveyed via a dual force main along Placerita
Canyon Road west to Sierra Highway, then north along Sierra Highway to
Golden Valley Road for a total distance of approximately 7,750 feet. From
this point, the wastewater would then flow by gravity west along Golden
Valley Road to join the existing Santa Clarita's local sewer system at an
approximate distance of 2,000 feet from the intersection of Golden Valley
Road and Sierra Highway. This gravity sewer main continues to the north
aong Golden Valley Road towards the CSDLAC trunk sewer, where the
construction of a portion of this gravity sewer main has not been completed.
This portion of the gravity sewer main, with a length of approximately 4,400
feet, would need to be constructed for the Proposed Project.



C. Off-Site Gravity Sewer Pipe Sizing

Sewer main sizing needs to consider wastewater flows generated by future
development in the areas surrounding the Development Area, including
wastewater flows from the Development Area, as well as connection of
existing developed areas situated to the west.

Pipe sizing for gravity mainsis determined on the basis of the design flow rate
using the "Manning" formula with the following criteria:

Q=A 1.486 R**S"
n

Where: Q = flow capacity, cfs
A = cross-sectional ares, ft?
n = coefficient of roughness
R = hydraulic radius, ft
S=dope

For computing the design capacity of a new sewer system, Manning's
coefficient of roughness n = 0.013 is used and, because of the uncertainty in
peak flow factors and to provide an adequate safety factor sewer pipelinesin
the smaller diameters, eight to twelve-inches in diameter, are designed to flow
half full.

The difference in vertical grade elevations at Placerita Canyon Road and the
Development Area entrance to the tentative point of connection on Placeritos
Boulevard and Meadview Avenue is approximately 164 feet, which allows for
gravity flow. Using a pipeline length of 9,800 feet, the slope for the sewer
main would be 0.0167 (1.67%). For the purpose of this pipe-sizing
calculation, aminimum slope of 1% was used.

Minimum slope and velocity criteria are used for gravity sewer pipelines in
order to provide velocities that re-suspend solids under peak hour sewer flow
rates. Maximum slope and velocity criteria for gravity sewer pipelines are
used to prevent scour and liquid/solid separation. The velocity criteria for
pipe diameters 6 to 15 inches range from a minimum of 2 feet/second to a
maximum of 10 feet/second.

Thus, the proposed off-site sewer main should be sized with the following
parameters:

Using an 8-inch (0.67 feet) diameter pipe,

S=Pipe Slope=0.01
n=0.013



R = pipe area/wetted perimeter = A/P

Area (A) = 3.14(0.67)%4 =0.35
Half full: ¥ (0.35) =0.18

Wetted Perimeter (P) = 3.14159(0.67/2) = 1.05 feet

Hydraulic Radius (R) = A/P=0.17

Then,
Q=(0.18) (1.486 R?*S"?) / 0.013
=0.61 cfs
QB-inch (1/2 FU”) =0.61cfs> QD&ﬁgn
= 0.35cfs (Acceptable)
Check Ve ocity,

V =Q/A =347 fps
2.0vin <3.47 < 10.0ya (Acceptable)

The caculation shows that wastewater can be conveyed from the
Development Area to the existing sewer system in the City of Santa Clarita
via an 8-inch sewer main for either the Proposed Project or the Proposed
Project Option. The sewer main would encroach on Caltrans right-of-way at
the SR-14 freeway and encasement of the sewer main for a length of 500 feet
would be required. From Sierra Highway and westerly towards the existing
City of Santa Clarita sewer line, the proposed sewer main would be sized per
the City of Santa Clarita Development Services Department and the County's
Department of Public Works guidelines and requirements.

As part of the standard project approva process, the City of Santa Claritas
Department of Public Works requires the project applicant to prepare a Sewer
Area Study which assists the City in determining potential project-related
impacts upon local conveyance facilities. The City of Santa Clarita reviews
the Sewer Area Study and approval of thisreport is required prior to review of
project sewer plans. If its determined that new or expanded facilities are
required, the City of Santa Clarita would require the project applicant to either
construct the necessary facilities or pay in-lieu fees to offset wastewater
demand.

A Sewer Area Study® has been prepared for the area which is between the
Development Area and the existing local collection network for the Option 1
Oak Orchard Alignment. This study indicates that the existing wastewater

% Disney | ABC Studios at the Ranch Sewer Area Study, David Evans & Assoc., March, 2010.
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conveyance system from the Proposed Project point of connection to the
CSDLAC trunk mains has adequate capacity and, therefore, it is not
anticipated that any upgrades to the existing City of Santa Clarita collection
system at the point of connection for Option 1 would be required due to the
additional sewage flows generated by the Proposed Project.

ANALYSIS OF CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The two existing WRPs operated by the CSDLAC in the Santa Clarita Valley
have available capacity to serve the wastewater treatment needs of the
Proposed Project. Asindicated above, thereis 7.6 MGD of unused capacity in
the existing WRPs. Thus, the existing WRPs have sufficient capacity to
accommodate the estimated 66,800 GPD of sewage and wastewater from the
Proposed Project and related projects within the cumulative impact boundary
area of the CSDLAC and the local sewer service area of the City of Santa
Clarita, generally located to the west of the Proposed Project site, and from
which wastewater service would be provided to the Development Area. Only
one planned project falls within the cumulative impacts boundary. The
Kellstrom Project would include 102,700 sguare feet (SF) of office and
commercia uses at the southwest corner of Sierra Highway and Placerita
Canyon Road. The Kellstrom Project would connect to the proposed Option 1
Oak Orchard sewer alignment described in Section 4.0.

Following the same accepted standards to calculate wastewater and sewer
flows as used for the Proposed Project, based upon the Sanitation District’s
rates, the estimated wastewater and sewer flows for the Kellstrom Project
would be calculated as follows:

Office 95,000 SF
Restaurant (Drive-Up) 7,700 SF

95, 000 x 200 Gallons’KSF = 19,000 GPD
513 x 1000 GallonsKSF = _7,700 GPD
26,700 GPD

This wastewater flow in combination with the wastewater flows for the
Proposed Project are well within the capacity of the proposed sewer mains to
the point of connection at the City of Santa Clarita’ s local sewer system.

The mechanism used to fund expansion projects is the CSDLAC's Connection
Fee Program. Prior to the connection of the local sewer network to the
CSDLAC system, all new users are required to pay their fair share of the
CSDLAC sewerage system expansion through a connection fee. The fees
fund treatment capacity expansion and construction of trunk lines, while on-
site sewer mains are the responsibility of the developer. The rate at which
connections are made and revenues accumulate drives the rate at which

10



periodic expansions of the system are designed and built. The cyclical
process of building phased expansions and collecting connection fees can
continue indefinitely. The ultimate capacity of the WRPs is 34.1 MGD,
which is sufficient to meet demand of total flows projected from the Santa
Clarita Valey in 2015.* In addition, current projections indicate there would
be sufficient capacity through anticipated construction build out.

In addition to sufficient existing and future capacity, it is anticipated that upon
payment of applicable connection fees and compliance with the CSDLAC's
permitting requirements, adequate capacity would be available on a
cumulative basis. Approval of points of connection, encroachment permits,
service area annexation, and quantification of available capacity would ensure
that cumulative impacts to wastewater conveyance and treatment facilities
would be less than significant.

* Final 2015 Santa Clarita Valley Joint Sewerage System Facilities Plan, CSDLAC, January 1998.
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APPENDIX A

Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts Loadings for Each Class of Land Use



TABLE 1

LOADINGS FOR EACH CLASS OF LAND USE

DESCRIPTION

RESIDENTIAL

Single Family Home

Duplex

Triplex

Fourptex

Condominiums

Single Family Home
{reduced rate)

Five Units or More

Mobile Home Parks

COMMERCIAL

Hotel/Motel/Rodming House
Store
Supermarket
Shopping Center
Regional Mall
Office Building
Professional Building
Restaurant
Indoor Theatre
Car Wash
Tunnel - No Recyeling
Tunnel - Recycling
Wand
Financial Institution
Service Shop
Animal Kennels
Service Station
Auto Sales/Repair
Wholesale Qutlet
Nursery/Greenhouse
Manufacturing
Dry Manufacturing
Lumber Yard
Warehousing
Open Storage
Drive-in Theatre

SUSPENDED

FLOW COD SOLIDS

(Gallons (Pounds (Pounds

UNIT OF MEASURE Per Dav) Per Day) Per Day)
Parcel 260 1.22 0.59
Parcel 312 1.46 0.70
Parcel 468 2.19 1.05
Parcel 624 292 1.40
Parcel 195 0.92 0.44
Parcel 156 0.73 0.35
No. of Dwlg. Units 156 0.73 0.35
No. of Spaces 156 0.73 0.35
Room 125 0.54 0.28
1000 100 0.43 0.23
1000 f* 150 2.00 1.00
1000 £t 325 3.00 1.17
1000 f* 150 2.10 0.77
1000 ft* 200 0.86 0.45
1000 f* 300 1.29 0.63
1000 ft* 1,000 16.68 5.00
1000 ft* 125 0.54 0.28
1000 ft* 3,700 15.86 8.33
1000 ft* 2,700 11.74 6.16
1000 ft* 700 3.00 1.58
1000 f* 100 0.43 0.23
1000 f* 100 0.43 0.23
1000 100 0.43 0.23
1000 i 100 0.43 0.23
1000 2 100 0.43 0.23
1000 fi? 100 0.43 0.23
1000 £ 25 0.11 0.06
1000 200 1.86 0.70
1000 fi? 25 0.23 0.09
1000 ft* 25 0.23 0.09
1000 £ 25 0.23 0.09
1000 £ 25 0.23 0.09
1000 f* 20 0.09 0.05



APPENDIX B

Proposed On — Site Sanitary Sewer Distribution System
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APPENDIX C

Off — Site Sanitary Sewer Service Alignment
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APPENDIX D

Letter to LAC Regional Planning from County Sanitation Districts of LAC



WATER
HECLAMATION

BOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601-1400

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whiltier, CA 90607-4998
Telephone: {562) 6997411, FAX: (562) 699-5422

www.lacsd.org

February 2, 2010

File No: SCV-00.04-00

Ms. Christina Tran

Impact Analysis Section

Los Angeles County

Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Tran:

Disney/ABC Studios at the Ranch,
Tract Map No. 071216, Conditional Use Permit No. RCUPT200900126,
Zone Change No. RZCT200900012, Plan Amendment No, RPAT200900010,

Oak Tree Permit No, ROAKT2(0900041, Environmental No. RENVT2009001 12
The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts) received a Notice of

Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the subject prOJect on January 11, 2010 We
offer the fo]lomng‘bonnnents regarding sewerage SErvice:

L.

~ Sections 1,2,3, &4

The project area is outside thi: jurisdictional boundaries of the Districts and will require
annexation into the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District before séwerage séivice can be
provided to the proposed development. For a copy of the Disfricts’ Annexation Information and
Processing Fees sheets, go to www.lacsd.org, Information Center, Will Serve Program, Obtain
Will Serve Letter, and click on the appropriate link on page 2. For more specific information
regarding the annexation procedure and fees, please contact Ms. Donna Kitt at extension 2708.

Because of the project’s location, the flow originating from the proposed project would have to be
transported fo the Districts' trunk sewer by local sewer(s) that are not maintained by the Districts,
If no local sewer lines currently exist, it is the responsibility of the developer to convey any
wastewater generated by the project to the nearest local sewer and/or Districts' trunk sewer.
Based on the information contained in the document received, the following is a list of Districts'
trunk sewers that could serve the project area.

Design Peak

Size Capacity Flow Last

Name . Location (dia.) (mgd) (mgd)  Measured

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

STEPHEN R. MAGUIN
Chief Engineer and General Manager

San Femando Road 11 @ right of way southeast of the

Trunk Sewer intersection of San Fernando Road and 18" 4.3 04 2008
Via Princessa : . 7
Soledad Canyon In Soledad Canyon Road between . . :
_Relief Trunk Sewer  Hope Way and Goldenrod Drive 24 141. . 67 2008
o ,Sl.ﬁé;?(ag e(\l‘:;yun ‘In Soledad Canyon Road between

Hope Way and Goldenred Drive- 1_8 : 3'7 20 2008 i

Doc #: 14689951

‘5 Recyclad Papenr



Ms. Christina Tran 2 Febryary 2, 2010

AR:ar

The District operates two water reclamation plants (WRPs), the Saugus WRP and the Valencia
WRP, which provide wastewater ireatment in the Santa Clarita Valley. These facilities are
interconnected fo form a regional treatment system known as the Santa Clarita Valley Joint
Sewerage System (SCVJSS). The SCVISS has a design capacity of 28.1 mgd and currently
processes an average flow of 20.5 mgd.

The expected average wastewater flow from the project site is 66,800 gallons per day. For a copy
of the Districts’ average wastewater generation factors, go to www.lacsd.org, Information Center,
Will Serve Program, Obtain Will Serve Letter, and click on the appropriate link on page 2.

The Districts are authorized by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the
privilege of connecting (directly or indirectly) to the Districts' Sewerage System or increasing the
strength or quantity of wastewater attributable to & particular parcel or operation already
connected. This connection fee is a capital facilities fee that is imposed in an amount sufficient to
construct an incremental expansion of the Sewerage System to accommodate the proposed
project. Payment of a connection fee will be required before a permit to connect to the sewer is
issued. For a copy of the Connection Fee Information Sheet, go to www.lacsd.org, Information
Center, Will Serve Program, Obtain Will Serve Letter, and click on the appropriate link on
page 2. For more specific information regarding the connection fee application procedure and
fees, please contact the Connection Fee Counter at extension 2727.

In order for the Districts to conform to the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), the
design capacities of the Districts' wastewater treatment facilities are based on the regional growth
forecast adopted by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Specific
policies ingluded in the development of the SCAG regional growth forecast are incorporated into
clean air plans, which are prepared by the South Coast and Antelope Valley Air Quality
Management Districts in order to improve air quality in the South Coast and Mojave Desert Air
Basins as mandated by the CAA, All expansions of Districts' facilities must be sized and service
phased in a manner that will be consistent with the SCAG regional growth forecast for the
counties of Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura, and Imperial. The
available capacity of the Districts' treatment facilities will, therefore, be limited to levels
associated with the approved growth identified by SCAG. As such, this letter does not constitute
a guarantee of wastewater service, but is to advise you that the Districts intend to provide this
service up to the levels that are legaily permitted and to inform you of the currently existing
capacity and any proposed expansion of the Districts’ facilities.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2717.

Very truly yours,
Stephen R. Maguin
Adriana Raza

Customer Service Specialist
Facilities Planning Department

¢: T.Molina
- D.Xitt
M. Tremblay

Boc#: 14685951
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Sewer Area Study has been prepared by David Evans and Associates, Inc. for
Disney | ABC Studios at The Ranch (Proposed Project), a motion picture and
television studio to be located on 56 acres in the westernmost portion of the 890-acre
Golden Oak Ranch (Ranch) in the unincorporated Santa Clarita Valley area of Los
Angeles County.

The purpose of this area study is to demonstrate:

a) The capacity of the existing sewer segments from the Proposed Project
site to the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (CSDLAC)
maintained trunk sewers; and

b) The ability of the existing sewer facility to adequately service the
Proposed Project.

This analysis includes all tributary flows to the sewer system from the Proposed
Project site to the CSDLAC trunk line downstream of the Proposed Project site.

2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION

The Proposed Project site is generally bounded by State Route (SR) 14 on the west,
Placerita Canyon Road on the south, and mostly undeveloped land on the north and
east. Over 23 acres of the 56-acre Proposed Project Site consist of two large, mostly
barren fill pads that were formed when Caltrans deposited dirt and gravel from
grading during the construction of SR-14 in the early 1970s. These two fill pads are
separated by Placerita Creek, which extends in an east-west direction across the
Proposed Project site. The site is currently used for motion picture and television
filming, associated set construction and parking, and agricultural activities. See
Appendix A Figure 1, Vicinity and Location.

The Proposed Project site is in the unincorporated area of Los Angeles County and
within the Santa Clarita Valley. There is no sanitary sewer infrastructure on or near
the Proposed Project site. As part of the Proposed Project, the Santa Clarita Valley
Sanitation District (SCVSD), which is part of the County Sanitation Districts of Los
Angeles County (CSDLAC), would annex the Proposed Project site into the SCVSD
before providing sanitary services, as the Proposed Project site is currently outside the
service boundaries of the CSDLAC.

The proposed point of connection is the intersection of Placeritos Boulevard and
Meadview Avenue, approximately 9,800 feet west of the Proposed Project. The
existing sanitary sewer main at this location is an 18-inch vitrified clay pipe (VCP)
flowing westerly and is at a grade elevation approximately 164 feet lower than the
Proposed Project site, which would allow for a gravity flow system improvement
design.



The surrounding areas to the east and west of the Proposed Project site along Placerita
Canyon Road are largely undeveloped. Any developed properties are on private
septic sewer systems. However, the study area for this report also encompasses the
area to the east of the Proposed Project site as the natural drainage basin continues
upstream from the Proposed Project site and the analysis must consider ultimate
build-out conditions for the entire natural drainage basin.

The CSDLAC wastewater collection system is composed of service connections that
tie into the local collection network. This local network, composed of secondary and
primary collectors, flows into the CSDLAC’s wastewater trunk mains and the water
reclamation plants. The CSDLAC maintains the wastewater trunk mains and the two
water reclamation plants, and Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
(Sewer Maintenance) maintains the local collection network for the City of Santa
Clarita.

3.0 PROPOSED PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Proposed Project includes a request for approval of Vesting Tentative Tract Map
No. 71216, which includes 20 lots. A copy of the tentative map is provided in
Appendix F. The northern portion of the Proposed Project site would contain an
electrical substation, four soundstages, production offices and two mills for set
construction. An alternative development option for this area would provide for
studio offices and the substation instead of the four soundstages, production offices
and two mills. The southern portion would contain eight soundstages, production
offices, four mills, six writer/producer bungalows, an administration building, a
commissary building, a warehouse, a central utility plant, two debris basins, as well
as a surface parking lot to the east of the soundstages.

Proposed On-Site Sanitary Sewer System

The Proposed Project would need an on-site wastewater collection system to convey
wastewater flow from the Proposed Project site to sewer lines and treatment plants
located off-site. On-site gravity sewers would be sized no smaller than 8 inches in
diameter, except for building laterals, which would be a minimum of 6 inches. See
Appendix B for a diagram of the proposed on-site sanitary sewer collection system.
The sewer collection system would consist of a lower and upper branch of sewer
pipes on the southern and northern buildings pads. All flows from the Proposed
Project site would flow by gravity via on-site reciprocal easements over the private
driveways for public utilities and maintenance purposes to a point-of-connection oft-
site at Placerita Canyon Road.

Sanitary sewer service for the Proposed Project would be provided by connection to
the existing City of Santa Clarita’s local wastewater collection system through the
construction of a new sanitary sewer main along Placerita Canyon Road. See
Proposed Off-Site sanitary sewer system description below.



In addition to obtaining permits from the City of Santa Clarita to tie into local sewer
lines, the Proposed Project would need to file service and annexation applications
with the CSDLAC. The CSDLAC would be responsible for processing and
completing annexation proceedings with the Local Area Formation Commission
(LAFCO) of Los Angeles County.

Proposed Off-Site Sanitary Sewer System

The new sewer main would convey flows westerly parallel to Placerita Canyon Road
for an approximate distance of 2 miles to the existing City of Santa Clarita's local
wastewater collection system to a point of connection tentatively identified at the
intersection of Placeritos Boulevard and Meadview Avenue. This alignment allows
for gravity flow and is described as follows:

From the on-site sewer system, the proposed off-site gravity sewer line would run
westerly along Placerita Canyon Road to the west side of AES Pacific Inc. property,
located at 20885 Placerita Canyon Road, north along a proposed easement to
Placeritos Boulevard, west on Placeritos Boulevard to Golden Oak Lane, north on
Golden Oak Lane to Oak Orchard Road, west on Oak Orchard Road to Quigley
Canyon Road, south on Quigley Canyon Road to rejoin Placeritos Boulevard, and
then west on Placeritos Boulevard to join Santa Clarita's existing local sewer system
at Meadview Avenue. The total distance of the sewer line would be approximately
9,800 feet (1.86 miles). See Appendix C for the exhibit indicating the proposed Oak
Orchard alignment and conceptual plan and profile.

Existing Sanitary Sewer System (SCVSD) to Trunk Line (CSDLAC)

From the point of connection at Meadview Avenue and Placeritos Boulevard, the
existing 18 inch sewer main continues to flow westerly along Placeritos Boulevard to
12" Street where the main proceeds northwesterly parallel to Railroad Avenue to join
the CSDLAC Trunk line.

4.0 SEWER PIPE CAPACITY ANALYSIS
The capacity analysis of the existing and proposed sewer mains was prepared in
accordance with the City of Santa Clarita and Los Angeles County sewer area study

policies.

Proposed Project

The projected average wastewater flows in cubic feet per second (CFS) that would be
generated by the proposed sewer mains for the Proposed Project shall be determined
by using the (Area) x (Coefficient) method, where the zoning coefficient is obtained
from the Los Angeles County Land Use and Coefficients, attached as Appendix E (b).



Average Daily Flow:
44.28 Acres * 0.015 CFS/Acre = 0.66 CFS

Exhibit Map 2- Area 1

Area 1 is located within the SCVSD service area and consists mostly of a developed
residential area and The Masters College. Both the Unit Count Method and the (Area)
x (Coefficient) method are used to determine wastewater loading flows. See Table 1,
Appendix E(a).

Exhibit Map 2a- Private Community

No sanitary sewer infrastructure currently exists within Private Community, which
are located between the Proposed Project site and the SCVSD existing sewer system.
These Areas consists mostly of developed residential areas. Any developed
properties in these areas use private septic sewer systems.

Both the Unit Count Method and the (Area) x (Coefficient) method are used to
calculate wastewater flows for Areas 2 and 3.

Exhibit Map 3 - Areas 2 and 3

No sanitary sewer infrastructure currently exists within Areas 2 and 3, which are
located between the Proposed Project site and the SCVSD existing sewer system.
These Areas consist of residential areas, commercially zoned properties and
undeveloped land. Any developed properties in these areas use private septic sewer
systems.

Both the Unit Count Method and the (Area) x (Coefficient) method are used to
calculate wastewater flows for Areas 2 and 3.

Exhibit Map 4 - Area 4

Sewer main sizing needs to consider wastewater flows generated by future
development in all areas surrounding the Proposed Project site. Accordingly, this
analysis includes the natural drainage basin that continues upstream from the
Proposed Project site. This area is mostly undeveloped, with a small single family
home residential development northeast of the Proposed Project site. Accordingly,
the (Area) x (Coefficient) method is used. The coefficient table is attached as
Appendix E (b).



5.0 CONCLUSION

Based on the attached sewer area study calculations, the proposed sewer line on
Placeritos Boulevard as well as the existing downstream main line to the Trunk Sewer
can accommodate the cumulative calculated flow. Therefore, the existing sewer has
adequate capacity for the Proposed Project and no improvement to the existing
system between the Proposed Project’s connection and the Trunk Sewer is required.

6.0 SEWER AREA STUDY TABLE AND MAP EXHIBITS

The data table that follows includes existing and proposed sewer mains from the
Proposed Project site to the CSDLAC trunk sewer line.

The design capacity for the existing sewer pipes was obtained by using Kutter’s
formula with n = 0.013 and per County Standard S-C4 for a maximum design at half
full.

For pipes with a diameter of 8 inches and smaller, the sewers have been designed to
convey this flow when flowing half full. For pipes with a diameter of 15 inches and
larger, the sewers have been designed to convey flow when flowing three-fourths full
by depth.



SEWER ARE STUDY - Ultimate Proposed Sewer and Existing Sewer (Private Community)

Segment Pipe : : . **Cumulative
Area : . .| Single Family Area | Zoning | Calculated
Number M#H' M#H' z’:‘; S(I;Jp)e Zoning Residence (SFR)| (Acres) [ Coeff. Flow (cfs) c'::?;&“(itfgj

1a N/A | N/A| N/A [ N/A SFR 116 0.001 0.116 0.116
2a N/A | N/A| N/A [ N/A RL 0.4 | 0.0015 0.001 0.117
3a N/A | N/A| N/A [ N/A RL 2.50 | 0.0015 0.004 0.120
4a N/A | N/A| N/A [ N/A RL 2.50 | 0.0015 0.004 0.124
5a N/A| N/A| N/A [ N/A RL 6.99 | 0.0015 0.010 0.135

Subtotal (Area 5a)= 0.135

* See Appendix F Reference a




SEWER ARE STUDY - Ultimate Proposed Sewer and Existing Sewer

A Segment Pipe Sinale Famil A Z Calculated **Cumulative Cumul PC or Cl ~% Ful
rea . ingle Family rea oning alculate! umulative . Determined | ***Flow Depth/
Number M#H‘ M#H' i'nzi S(I%p)e Residence (Acres) | Coeff. Flow (cfs) i?;&ll(it;? Depth (ft) Cor;slg:czlon by (0.5 or 9.75xPipe
Flowmaster Dia.)
12 222 | 221 | N/A | N/A 3 0.001 0.089 0.089 - PC 03-08 - -
2 2211223 | N/A | N/A 1 0.001 0.001 0.136 - PC 03-08 - -
3 223 1 180 | N/A | N/A 4 0.001 0.004 0.140 - PC 03-08 - -
4 180 | 181 18 0.60 2 0.001 0.002 0.142 0.15 PC 03-08 9.9 13.3
181 ] 182 | 18 1.70 0 0.001 0.000 0.142 0.12 PC 03-08 7.9 10.7
182 ] 183 | 18 1.52 0 0.001 0.000 0.142 0.12 PC 03-08 8.1 10.7
5 183 ] 184 | 18 1.45 |School (1500 students) 0.046 0.188 0.14 PC 03-08 9.2 12.4
6 184 | 185 | 18 0.40 3 0.001 0.003 0.191 0.19 PC 03-08 12.5 16.9
7 1851 186 | 18 0.83 4 0.001 0.004 0.195 0.16 PC 03-08 10.7 14.2
186 | 187 | 18 1.87 0 0.001 0.000 0.195 0.13 PC 03-08 8.9 11.6
Proposed Sewer Line = 4.856
Subtotal (Proposed Sewer Line + Area 7+Private Community Area) = 5.051
8 187 [ 188 | 18 0.51 4 0.001 0.004 5.055 0.91 PC 03-08 60.4 80.9
9 188 [ 189 | 18 0.81 5 0.001 0.005 5.060 0.79 PC 03-08 52.4 70.2
10 189 [ 190 | 18 0.90 2.5 ]0.0015 0.004 5.064 0.76 PC 03-08 50.8 67.6
190 [ 191 18 1.08 0 0.001 0.000 5.064 0.72 PC 03-08 48.2 64.0
11 191 [ 192 | 18 3.23 |School (150 students) 0.002 5.066 0.54 PC 03-08 35.9 48.0
12 216 | 217 | N/A | N/A 8 0.001 0.008 0.008 - PC 03-08 - -
13 217 1 218 | N/A | N/A 3 0.001 0.003 0.011 - PC 03-08 - -
14 218 | 219 | N/A | N/A 2 0.001 0.002 0.013 - PC 03-08 - -
15 2191220 [ N/A | N/A 5 0.001 0.005 0.018 - PC 03-08 - -
16 220 | 192 [ N/A | N/A 1 0.001 0.001 0.019 - PC 03-08 - -
Subtotal (Area 11+Area 16) = 5.085
17 192 [ 193 | 18 0.75 5 0.001 0.005 5.090 0.81 PC 03-08 53.8 72.0
18 193 [ 194 | 18 0.83 7 0.001 0.007 5.097 0.78 PC 03-08 52.2 69.3
194 [ 199 | 18 0.95 0 0.001 0.000 5.097 0.75 PC 03-08 50.2 66.7
18a 199 - N/A | N/A 27 0.001 0.027 5.124 - - - -
199 - N/A | N/A 9.7 | 0.0015 0.015 5.138 - - - -
199 - N/A | N/A 9.7 0.005 0.049 5.187 - - - -
18b 199 - N/A | N/A 8 0.001 0.008 5.195 - - - -
199 - N/A | N/A 4.83 | 0.0015 0.007 5.202 - - - -
19 199 [ 200 | 18 0.99 4 0.001 0.004 5.206 0.75 PC 03-08 50.2 66.7
20 200 | 201 18 0.98 4 0.001 0.004 5.210 0.76 PC 03-08 50.4 67.6
21 201 | 202 [ 18 1.11 4 0.001 0.004 5.214 0.73 PC 03-08 50.2 64.9
22 202 | 203 [ 18 1.00 4 0.001 0.004 5.218 0.75 PC 03-08 50.2 66.7
23 203 | 204 [ 18 1.56 4 0.001 0.004 5.222 0.66 PC 03-08 443 58.7

*Calculated using Kutter's Formula with n=0.013 (FlowMaster)
**Based on current land use and coefficients per City of Santa Clarita & LA County, (Appendix E, Reference A&B)

***For pipes>15" % Full should be calculated by taking the flow depth divided by 0.75 times the pipe diameter
1% Area was included in Exhibit Map-2a




SEWER ARE STUDY - Ultimate Proposed Sewer and Existing Sewer

Segment Pipe *% Full
**Cumulative : PC or CI
Area : Single Family | Area | Zoning | Calculated Cumulative . Determined | ***Flow Depth/
Number et || Lo S,'Ze Slgpe Residence | (Acres) [ Coeff. Flow (cfs) ?:Ialcula;ed Depth (ft) CorFl)sItruczlon by (0.5 Orp
i) ) ) (@) ow (cfs) an Flowmaster | 0.75xPipe Dia.)
24 210 | 211 [ N/A | N/A 1 0.001 0.001 0.001 - PC 03-08 - -
3 0.001 - PC 03-08 - -
25 2111215 N/A | N/A Church 777 1 0.021 0.040 0.041 - PC 03-08 - -
2151 198 8 0.92 0.000 0.041 0.1 PC 03-08 14.4 20.0
26 212 1 213 | N/A | N/A 6 0.001 0.006 0.006 - PC 03-08 - -
27 2131 214 | N/A | N/A 4 0.001 0.004 0.010 - PC 03-08 - -
28 214 1 195 N/A | N/A 3 0.001 0.003 0.013 - PC 03-08 - -
195 | 196 8 0.41 0 0.001 0.000 0.013 0.07 PC 03-08 10.4 14.0
196 | 197 8 0.42 0 0.001 0.000 0.013 0.07 PC 03-08 10.3 14.0
197 | 198 8 0.47 0 0.001 0.000 0.013 0.07 PC 03-08 10.0 14.0
Subtotal (Area 25+ Area 28)= 0.054
198 | 204 | 8 | 0.60 | 0 | 0.001 | 0.000 0.054 0.12 PC 03-08 17.9 24.0
Subtotal (Area 11, 16, 23, 25, and 28) = 5.276
29 204 | 205 | 18 1.08 5 0.001 0.005 5.281 0.74 PC 03-08 49.4 65.8
30 205 | 206 | 18 1.08 5 0.001 0.005 5.286 0.74 PC 03-08 49.4 65.8
31 206 | 207 | 18 0.80 5 0.001 0.005 5.291 0.81 PC 03-08 54.0 72.0
32 207 | 208 [ 18 0.60 6 0.001 0.006 5.297 0.89 PC 03-08 59.1 79.1
32a 208 - N/A | N/A 5.2 | 0.0015 0.008 5.305 - - - -
32b 208 - N/A | N/A 11 0.001 0.011 5.316 - - - -
208 - N/A | N/A 76 0.021 1.596 6.912 - - - -
208 - N/A | N/A 22.96 [ 0.0002 0.005 6.917 - - - -
208 | 209 | 18 1.84 0 0.001 0.000 6.917 0.74 PC 03-08 49.5 65.8
2091920 | 18 1.26 0 0.001 0.000 6.917 0.83 PC 03-08 55.3 73.8
920 | 919 | 18 1.70 0 0.001 0.000 6.917 0.76 PC 03-08 50.6 67.6
919 | 918 18 0.63 0 0.001 0.000 6.917 1.04 PC 03-08 69.6 92.4
918 | 917 | 18 0.92 0 0.001 0.000 6.917 0.92 PC 03-08 61.1 81.8
917 | 916 | 18 4.34 0 0.001 0.000 6.917 1.02 PC 03-08 39.1 90.7
916 | 915 | 18 1.04 0 0.001 0.000 6.917 0.88 PC 03-08 58.7 78.2
9151914 | 18 0.53 0 0.001 0.000 6.917 1.12 PC 03-08 74.6 99.6
914 | 913 | 18 1.14 0 0.001 0.000 6.917 0.86 PC 03-08 57.0 76.4

*Calculated using Kutter's Formula with n=0.013 (FlowMaster)
**Based on current land use and coefficients per City of Santa Clarita & LA County, (Appendix E, Reference A&B)

***For pipes>15" % Full should be calculated by taking the flow depth divided by 0.75 times the pipe diameter




SEWER ARE STUDY - Ultimate Proposed Sewer

Pipe : *% Full
. **Cumulative .
: Area [ Zoning | Calculated Cumulative | Determined | ***Flow Depth/
Node $|ze Slope |SFR/DPX/TPX (Acres) | Coeff. | Flow (cfs) Calculated Depth (ft) by (0.5 or 0.75xPipe
(in.) (%) Flow (cfs) Fi .

owmaster Dia.)
38 0.004 0.152 0.152
2774.2| 0.0002 0.555 0.707

AtoB 12 | 3.61 814.12] 0.0002 0.163 0.870 0.39 39.4 78.0
137.53[ 0.004 0.550 1.420
44.28 | 0.015 0.664 2.084
105.5 | 0.001 0.106 2.189
304.51| 0.0015 0.457 2.646

BtoC 15 [ 2.37 2443 1 0015 0.666 3313 0.56 452 112.0
34.89 [ 0.021 0.733 4.045

CtoD 15 1.22 - - 0.001 0.000 4.045 0.68 54.6 136.0
14 0.0008 0.011 4.057

DtoE 15 [ 0.97 786 100015 0.012 2.068 0.74 58.8 148.0
14 0.0008 0.011 4.080

EtoF 15 [ 1.15 70 100015 0015 2.095 0.7 56.0 140.0
48 0.0008 0.038 4.133
34.55 [ 0.0015 0.052 4.185

FtoG 15 [ 1.15 206 1 0021 0433 2617 0.77 61.6 68.4
10 0.015 0.150 4.767
) 0.0008 0.004 4.771

GtoH 15 | 0.89 503 | 0015 0075 2847 0.85 68.1 75.6

Hto | 15 | 0.75 11 0.0008 0.009 4.856 0.91 72.8 80.9

*Calculated using Kutter's Formula with n=0.013 (FlowMaster)
**Based on current land use and coefficients per City of Santa Clarita & LA County, (Appendix E, Reference A&B)
***For pipes>15" % Full should be calculated by taking the flow depth divided by 0.75 times the pipe diameter




CITY / COUNTY BOUNDARY

CALTRANS BOUNDARY

TOPOGRAPHIC RIDGE LINE

PLACERITA CYN. COLLECTION AREA BOUNDARY
GOLDEN OAK RANCH BOUNDARY

LIMIT OF STUDY AREAS

DAVID EVANS
AND ASSOCIATES INC.

WATER CREEKS

PROPOSED PROJECT ii
(VTTM 71216)

SCALE: 1”7 = 2120’

JEFFREY
KARL
NO. 42868

LOCATION
VTTM 71216

-r.'.(“q_l.)-": & -
- £ 4 .

VICINITY MAP

NOT TO SCALE

-

PROPOSED
PROJECT SITE

e B, s
Ls'| e 1

EXHIBIT MAP-1
OVERALL MAP

y
)

e

SEWER AREA STUDY

i

et L. ¥ "

By
ko “ »
-1

c"-l'
F‘. "
o gt
5 T

-
*

{s

8,

}.‘

T L..

- i

NO. 71216
LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

DISNEY | ABC STUDIOS AT THE RANCH
VESTING TENATIVE TRACT MAP

.'}:
‘_--;5_\_ -

Copyright @2010, Digital Map Products, Aerials Express,




2
T
]
L
-
5|

City of Santa Clarita
Development Services Division

Approval Expires After 2 Years

s




— EXISTING SEWER LINE
- s = PROPOSED SEWER LINE

PLACERITA CYN. COLLECTION
AREA BOUNDARY

LOT LINE BOUNDARY

g ARECS Tl

n DAVID EVANS
AND ASSOCIATES INC.

TOPOGRAPHIC RIDGE LINE SHEET INDEX MAP
® MANHOLE .| SFR=SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE u
10FT -~ . ; BP/IC = BUSINESS PARK/INDUSTRIAL

100 FT “SL CONTOUR LINES COMMERCIAL

L == 3 RL=RESIDENTIAL LOT
L
RS = RESIDENTIAL SUBURBAN

SCALE: 1” = 300

OS = OPEN SPACE . . )

TRIBUTARY AREA TO MANHOLE

POINT OF CONNECTION

RUPP
NO. 42868

JEFFREY
KARL

AREA 1

EXHIBIT MAP-2

SEWER AREA STUDY

| - Tl U=l "B A
SEWER ARE STUDY - Ultimate Proposed Sewer and Existing Sewer
Segment Pipe **Cumulative PC or Cl o Pl
Area . Single Family Area | Zoning | Calculated Cumulative . Determined | ***Flow Depth/
Number M#H- M#H- ﬁ'nz‘; S(';p)e Residence | (Acres) | Coeff. | Flow (cfs) ?:f‘('ﬁ"(i}‘:;’ Depth (ft) C°';,‘°|‘:: oo ) by (0.5 or 0.75xPipe
owmaster Dia.)
12 | 222221 NA | NIA 3 0.001 | 0.089 0.089 - PC 03-08 - -
2 | 221223 N/A | N/A 1 0.001 | 0.001 0.136 - PC 03-08 - -
3 [ 223180 N/A | N/A 4 0.001 | 0.004 0.140 - PC 03-08 - -
4 180 | 181 18 | 0.60 2 0.001 | 0.002 0.142 0.15 PC 03-08 9.9 133 i
181182 18 | 1.70 0 [ 0.001 | 0.000 0.142 0.12 PC 03-08 7.9 10.7 - —
182|183 18 | 152 0 [ 0.001 | 0.000 0.142 0.12 PC 03-08 8.1 10.7 FOR PRO POSED
5 183 ] 184 | 18 | 1.45 [School (1500 students) 0.046 0.188 0.14 PC 03-08 9.2 124 -
6 184 | 185| 18 | 0.40 3 0.001 | 0.003 0.191 0.19 PC 03-08 125 16.9 '
7 185186 | 18 | 0.83 4 0.001 | 0.004 0.195 0.16 PC 03-08 10.7 14.2 e ! S EW E R LI N E
186 | 187 | 18 | 1.87 0 | 0.001 | 0.000 0.195 0.13 PC 03-08 8.9 116 f s =
Proposed Sewer Line = 4.856
Subtotal (Proposed Sewer Line + Area 7+Private Community Area) = 5.051 4 8 5 6 C FS S E E EXH I BIT MAP— 3
8 187 [ 188 18 [ 0.51 4 0.001 [ 0.004 5.055 0.91 PC 03-08 60.4 80.9 AaNINT ol I s
9 1881189 18 | 0.81 5 0.001 | 0.005 5.060 0.79 PC 03-08 52.4 70.2 I‘ =k — - — -
10 | 189190 18 | 0.90 25 |0.0015] 0.004 5.064 0.76 PC 03-08 50.8 67.6 F RO M P RO POS E D e : '
190 | 191 18 | 1.08 0 [ 0.001 | 0.000 5.064 0.72 PC 03-08 48.2 64.0 E
11 | 191192 18 | 3.23 |School (150 students) 0.002 5.066 0.54 PC 03-08 35.9 48.0 v i
12 | 216] 217 N/A | N/A 8 0.001 | 0.008 0.008 - PC 03-08 - - E RLI N E | B
13 | 217|218 NA | N/A 3 0.001 | 0.003 0.011 - PC 03-08 - - : —
14 [ 218|219 NA | NA 2 0.001 | 0.002 0.013 - PC 03-08 - - 'y L I 2
15 | 219220 NA | N/A 5 0.001 | 0.005 0.018 - PC 03-08 - -
16 | 220 192 | N/A | N/A 1 0.001 | 0.001 0.019 - PC 03-08 - -
Subtotal (Area 11+Area 16) = 5.085
17 [ 192 193] 18 [ 0.75 5 0.001 [ 0.005 5.090 0.81 PC 03-08 53.8 72.0
18 | 193|194 18 [ 0.83 7 0.001 | 0.007 5.097 0.78 PC 03-08 52.2 69.3
194 199 18 | 0.95 0 [ 0.001 | 0.000 5.097 0.75 PC 03-08 50.2 66.7 : :
18a | 199 - [ N/A | NA 27 0.001 | 0.027 5.124 - - - - B e
199 - | NA| NA 9.7 [0.0015] 0.015 5.138 - - - - : U
199 - | NA| NA 9.7 | 0.005 | 0.049 5.187 - - - - 5
18b | 199 | - | N/A | N/A 8 0.001 | 0.008 5.195 - - - - WV — . , z
199 - | NA| NA 4.83 [0.0015| 0.007 5.202 - - - - : \ o oty =
19 [ 199200 18 | 0.99 4 0.001 | 0.004 5.206 0.75 PC 03-08 50.2 66.7 i ¥ "“f‘:\ I , , “m . o Jh
20 [ 200[201] 18 [0.98 4 0.001 | 0.004 5.210 0.76 PC 03-08 50.4 67.6 _ -~ i R s P i e i WL e : - |
21 | 201[202] 18 [ 1.11 4 0.001 | 0.004 5.214 0.73 PC 03-08 50.2 64.9 s P i A 9 ' Y B
22 | 202[203| 18 | 1.00 4 0.001 | 0.004 5.218 075 | PC03-08 | 502 66.7 =3 _f’*{{zﬁo i S E EXH I BIT M AP_ 2 a ' / [a¥
23 | 203|204 18 | 1.56 4 0.001 | 0.004 5.222 0.66 PC 03-08 443 58.7 N N | 3 SR = m <
SEWER ARE STUDY - Ultimate Proposed Sewer and Existing Sewer A /) -. 0 1 3 5 CFS _ €L S
Segment Pipe *% Full e 0 - = = L. P
*k, i b i
NAlrea MH. [ MH. | size | siope | Sin9'eFamily | Area | Zoning | Calculated géiTuTL?ZZe SURLIELT C;c;t(r)l:gilon Determined | ***Flow Depth/ FRO M P RIVATE - 5 =
umber . Residence (Acres) | Coeff. | Flow (cfs) Depth (ft) by (0.5 or -}E__ - U =
i i (in.) 1 (%) Flow (cfs) Plan # Flowmaster | 0.75xPipe Di R AL P o
. pe Dia.) o
24 | 210 | 211 | N/A | N/A 1 0.001 0.001 0.001 - PC 03-08 - - CO M M U NI I Y < é L
3 0.001 - PC 03-08 - - -
25 |211|215| N/A | N/A Shirch 77T 0021 0.040 0.041 - 5 0308 - —— m |— O 5
215|198 | 8 | 0.92 0.000 0.041 0.1 PC 03-08 14.4 | : Ll — -
26 | 212 | 213 | N/A | N/A 6 0.001 0.006 0.006 - PC 03-08 - o > @\ ﬁ
27 | 213214 NA [ N/A 4 0.001 0.004 0.010 - PC 03-08 - - — - =
28 | 214 [ 195| N/A | N/A 3 0.001 0.003 0.013 - PC 03-08 - |_ N 2
195196 8 | 0.41 0 0.001 0.000 0.013 0.07 PC 03-08 10.4 Q < . 8
196 [ 197 8 | 0.42 0 0.001 0.000 0.013 0.07 PC 03-08 10.3
197 | 198 8 | 0.47 0 0.001 0.000 0.013 0.07 PC 03-08 10.0 : = O ‘-u’_,"
Subtotal (Area 25+ Area 28)=|  0.054 P = 4
[ 1987204 8 [ 0.60 | [0 0<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>