.of Santa Clarita. However, my client is concerned that One Valley One Vision,

 significant diminished sales potential.

Impact Sciences, Inc.

0112.023

Letter No. D1

Law Orrices oF Kwanc M. Lee
3731 WIiLsHIRE BOULEVARD, SUITE 514
Los ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90010

TELEPHONE (213) 927-8007
FACSIMILE (213) 927-8001

October 19, 2010

VIA FACSIMILE and U.S. MAIL

Planning Department .

Attn: Maggie Sanchez -

23920 Valencia Blvd., Suite 300
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

RE: Calgrove Kennels
Dear Ms. Sanchez:
Thank you for taking my call and answering a few of.my questions today. Irepresent
Mr. Michael Lovingood at Calgrove Kennels locatéd at 24314 The Old Road, Newhall,
CA 91321. Irealize that the property is part of the County of Los Angeles and not a part

“OVOV”, will result in the City of Santa Clarita expanding spheres of influence and

a few specific questions if and when OVOV is adopted and implemented. One, will
Calgrove Kennels be allowed to continue operations as usual? Two, will there be any
building restrictions placed on Calgrove Kennels? If yes, what are the potential types of
restrictions?| This question results from the fact that Mr. Lovingood has a lot of

undeveloped areas on his property. | Three, will Calgrove Kennels be allowed to be sold
in the future without restrictions of any kind? [Any type of restrictions may result in

1
causing changes to zoning laws that may have an adverse affect on his place of business, | 5
The open ended question is what effect will OVOV have on Calgrove Kennels? [There are

3

4

5

6

Sincerely, ' o
g B
/&"“— Pmm’g IEE o
R g s HIDN
John Lee, Esq. C?’ 2 f P
. s @I ?"‘;“ e 010
cc: Michael Lovingood ity OF o \x

ANTA CEAH Tﬁ
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. Zone -- 1 acre minimum lot size). Pursuant to the One Valley an“éb\,,/légm e
Department of Regional Plannihg staff is proposing changes to the fand use and Zoning

Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning
Planning for the Challenges Ahead

Director
“October 26, 2010 )
Co REg =
John Lee, Esq. F‘LANNIK% é;\%,bﬁ&,
. 3731 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 514 o ) " o
Los Angeles, CA 80010 . : QV B2 2o
RE: ONE VALLEY ONE VISION . GITY OF SANTA, 0 apyzs

o Deqr»Mr. Lee;

I am in receipt of your letter to Maggi Sanchez, City of Santa Clarita staff, daféd October
18, 2010, regarding One Valley One Vision, a joint planning effort between'thgﬂCity of
Santa Clarita and the County of Los Angeles to update each jurisdiction’s long-range
planning documents for the Santa Clarita Valley.. It is my, understanding that you
represent Calgrove Kennels, which operates a dog kennel on a property. locafed at

24314 The Old Road. Since your client's property is located in the Jurigdiction of the

County of Los Angeles, your letter has been referred to the Department of Regionhal |

Planning for a response, with a copy-provided to City of Santa Clarita staff.

' “The currently adopted land use designation of the property is W (Ffoddwiaqy!ﬁ[gggpf{aig),' e

The currently adopted zoning designation of the property is A-2-1 {Hea riculttral

designations of the property. The proposed land use desigration of the property is IL
(Light Industrial). The proposed zoning designation .of the property is M-1 (Light
Manufacturing Zone). Please refer to the aftached maps.” These maps were generated
by the OVOV-NET interactive mapping application, which can be accessed online ‘at
http:/fplanning.lacounty.gov/ovovnet. ‘ ’ .

According o Section 22.32.040 of the County Zoning Ordinance, a dog kennel is a

-permitted use in the M-1 zoning designation. Therefore, the existing dog kennel will be

able to continue operations if the proposed land use and zoning designation changes
are adopted by the Board of Supervisors.

If the proposed land use and zoning designation chénges are adopted by the Board of
Supervisors, any future development of the property would need fo be consistent with

. the IL. land use designation and the M-1 zoning designation. "The County's Draft Santa -

Clarita Valley Area Plan (developed pursuant to the One Valley One Vision effort) states
that the IL land use designation “provides for industrial districts in areas with adequate
access, infrastructure, and services and is intended to accommodate the most intensive
types of industrial uses allowed in the planning area.  Allowable uses in this designation

Richard J. Bruckner

Ciis il

320 West Temple Street « Los Angeles, CA 90012 « 213-974-6411 = Fax: 213-626-0434 « TOD: 213-617.229%

Impact Sciences, Inc.

0112.023
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John Lee, Esq.

" October 28, 2010

Page 2 of 2

include storage and distribution of goods; vehicle storage; contractor’s storage facllities;
batch plants; heavy equipment repair and sales; wholesale sales; heavy vehicle repair;
and suppottive commercial uses. Allowable uses shall have a maximum Floor Area
Ratio (FAR) of 1.0. Specific allowable uses and development standards shall be
determined by the underlying zoning designation.” Regulations concerning the M-1
zoning designation, including specific allowable uses and development standards, are
contained-in Part 2 of Chapter 22.32 of the County Zoning Ordinance. The County's

‘Draft Santa ™ Clarita Valley Area .Plan can be viewed " online at

hitp:/fplanning.lacounty.gov/ovoy, while the County Zomng Ordinance can be viewed
online at hitp: [’plannlng lacounty.gov/uz. .

| hope that this information is useful to you. If you have any questions, please’ contact

me at mglaser@planning.lacounty.gov or (213) 974-6476 between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30

p.m. Monday through Thursday Ouir offices are closed on Fndays

Sincerely, _

DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING
Richard J. Bruckner,
Director

Mitch Glaser, ACP
Supetrvising Regional Planner
Countywide Studies Section
MWG:mwg

Attachments

G: - - Jason Smigko, City of Santa Clarita ., ., . R, B

TR
v WPNINEAT s
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D1 Letter from Law Offices of Kwang M. Lee, October 19, 2010

Response 1

The comment acknowledges that while the property in question is located within the Los Angeles County
(County) unincorporated area, there is concern with regard to the City of Santa Clarita and its sphere of
influence. The comment raises economic and political issues that do not appear to relate to any physical
effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the
decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment does

not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
Response 2

The comment asks what would happen to the Calgrove Kennels located on 24314 The Old Road,
Newhall, California. The current County Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan land use designation of the
property is W (Floodway/Floodplain). The current County zoning designation of the property is A-2-1
(Heavy Agricultural Zone, 1-acre minimum lot size). The proposed County Area Plan land use
designation of the property is IL (Light Industrial). The proposed County zoning designation is M-1
(Light Manufacturing Zone). A dog kennel is a permitted use in the M-1 zoning designation. Therefore,
the dog kennel will be able to continue operations if the proposed County Area Plan land use and

proposed County zoning designations are adopted by the Board of Supervisors.
Response 3

The comment asks if the kennels will be allowed to continue and will there be any building restrictions.
Please see Response 2 above with regard to continuance of use. Regulations concerning the County’s M-1
zoning designation, including specific allowable uses and development standards, are contained in Part 2
of Chapter 22.32 of the County Zoning Ordinance. The proposed M-1 zoning designation would be
adopted concurrently with the proposed Area Plan.

Response 4

The comment addresses the undeveloped land at 24314 The Old Road, Newhall, California. The comment
does not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part
of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area
Plan. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is

required.
Response 5

The comment raises economic issues with regards to limitations of selling of the subject property that do

not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-196 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan.

However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Response 6

The comment only expresses the opinions of the commenter. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan.

However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-197 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
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Letter No D2

' CHATTEN-BROWN?& CARSTENS e
2601 OCEAN PARK BOULEVARD ~ * - “EMaAL:

'IZELE HONE(B 10) 3l4—8040

L FACSMILE: (310)314 8050 SHBA0S e e
’ ' SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA 90405 Ll
wwwcbcqarﬂrlaw com
‘November 23, 2010

Vza Emazl and U.S. Mail

Mr Mltch Glaser
Superwsmg Regronal Planner
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles
320 W. Temple Street

 ‘Los Angeles, CA 90012

‘Re:. Proposed Changes 1o Des1gnat10n of Sloan Canyon Road in- One '
Valley ‘One Vision Plan

Dear Mr. Glaser:

, This firm represents Cltlzens for Castalc, a commumty group dedicated to the
- sensible developmerit for the community of Castaic and protection of its equestnan
llfestyle Citizens for Castaic strongly opposes the proposed removal of Limited

Secondary Highway des:gnatlon of Sloan Canyon Road north of Hlllcrest Parkway

The area a_r_ound Sloan Canyon Road is prone to wildfires and flooding,
necessitating adequate emergency access. The continued designation of Sloan Canyon
Road as a Limited Secondary Highway will help provide the required emergency access. :
- The removal of the Limited Secondary Highway designation for Sloan: Canyonwould - | | 1
- also remove Sloan Canyon Road from the nghway Plan and Bridge and Thoroughfare '
“District, llmltmg the funds that could be used to improve emergency access along this
road.

The retention of the Limited Secondary Highway designation is partlcularly
important in llght of arecent proposal to construct a new high school at a location to
‘which Sloan Canyon Road could provide access. Sloan Canyon Road should remain
designated as a Limited Secondary Highway to ensure there could be a safe route to the

- proposed school and adequate funding to provide that route in a ~timély manner.

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-198 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
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C izens for Castalc

: - Will am S Haxt UHSD Govermng Board
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D2 Letter from Chatten-Brown & Carstens, November 23, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that Citizens for Castaic, a community group, opposes the proposed removal of the
Limited Secondary Highway designation of Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway, as the route
would help provide emergency access. The commenter also states that removal of this designation will
remove Sloan Canyon Road from the Master Plan of Highways and Bridge and Thoroughfare District,
limiting funds that could be used to improve emergency access along this road. Lastly, the commenter
states that the retention of this designation could provide a safe route to a proposed high school in the

area.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding emergency access and safe routes to school
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on November
30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning Ordinance).
These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots exceed a net area
of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the county fire
department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks are
prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-200 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Response 2

The comment is noted. No further response is required given that the comment does not address or

question the content of the Revised Draft EIR.

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-201 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
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Letter No. D3

DON-E-BROOK FARMS

28680 San Francisquito Canyon Road
Saugus, California 91390

November 27, 2010
Dear Planning Commission,

As the owner of Don-e-brook Farms on San Francisquito Cyn. Rd., I am writing
to inform you about the extreme negative impact the extension of McBean Parkway
onto San Francisquito Cyn. Road would have on my business.

Our ranch is home to * Don-e-brook’s riding school (100°s of students)
(english, western, jumping, gymkhana) -

*Public trail riding
*75 boarded horses
* *100 Lesson and trail ride horses
*ETI Corral # 77
*C;lifornia Rangers Post 2 (4 troops)

*California Rangers Eégle tfoop
(currently Western states champion)

*Ride’n dine (trail ride and dinner)

*15 yrs. equestrian program for City
of Santa Clarita Parks and Rec.

Widening the road with an extension from McBean would increase traffic and

v/t

traffic speed making it more difficult to cross safely on a horse or by foot. | Reaching

the county trails would be very dangerous.

Our water supply (well) is also on our property to the west side of the existing
road. It would definitely impact our well.

Please leave San Francisquito Cyn. Rd. the pretty country road that it is for our
_ safety and equestrian lifestyle in our canyon.

SERNE

Sincerely,

Elizab€th Farinella - Ekeberg

1 2.0-202 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D3 Letter from Don-E-Brook Farms, November 27, 2010

Response 1

The comment only expresses the opinions of the commenter with regard to the extension of McBean
Parkway onto San Francisquito Canyon Road would have on their business. The comment will be
included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the
proposed Area Plan. No further response is required because the comment does not raise an
environmental issue. However, it should be noted that County staff has added the following language to

the Circulation Element in the proposed Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
Response 2

The comment provides factual background information only concerning Don-E-Brook Farms and does
not raise an environmental issue within the meaning of CEQA. The comment will be included as part of
the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan.
Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-203 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
Please see Response 1, above, regarding language that has been added to the Circulation Element in the

proposed Area Plan.

Response 3

The comments states widening of McBean Parkway would increase traffic and create safety issues for
horses and pedestrians. The comment addresses general subject areas, which received extensive analysis
in the Revised Draft EIR. The comment does not raise any specific issue regarding that analysis and,
therefore, no more specific response can be provided or is required. However, the comment will be
included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the
proposed Area Plan. Please see Response 1, above, regarding language that has been added to the

Circulation Element in the proposed Area Plan.

Response 4

The comment states that reaching County trails would be dangerous. Please see Response 3 above, and
also please see Response 1, above, regarding language that has been added to the Circulation Element in

the proposed Area Plan.
Response 5

The comment states that widening of the road would impact their well. The comment provides factual
background information only concerning Don-E-Brook Farms and does not raise an environmental issue
within the meaning of CEQA. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to
the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment
does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required. Please see Response 1, above,

regarding language that has been added to the Circulation Element in the proposed Area Plan.
Response 6

The comment is noted. No further response is required given that the comment does not address or

question the content of the Revised Draft EIR.

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-204 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
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Letter No. D4

1§ @sbeglo
vember 27, 2019‘7296_

sad not needed or wanted

,E:dqie Reinsma
v2'30‘93 zL'_o'\mf'_d'ge';p,ace
Saugus;Ca 91390
.661-29742547

661-713-3089

270
© - MeMitch Glaser,
?Dépar‘,tmehf of Regional Planning
320 W. Temple Street,

Los Angeles ,:Ca 90012

DearMr. Glaser: ' Re: OVOV - Highway Plan

 Asaresident off San Francisquito Canyon and Lowridge Place | wish to express ‘my opposition to the proposed extension
. of Mc Bean from Copper Hill Drive to San Francisquito Canyon Road . o ' :

There are several reasons that | oppose this. First of ali. itis not needed.

In 1995, when Copper Hill Drive was built, canyon residents were polled on where they wanted San Francisquito ‘Canyon

. Road to join Copper Hill Drive. The decision was unanimous. We wanted the connection made where it now is. This wat
done, the temporary connection at Mc Bean during construction was removed, and traffic lights were installed at the o

current location. . ' ' ' o

We now find out that the extension of Mc Bean was put back into the highway plans for tﬁe County in 1996. There isno

1
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| 1. 1tis ot wanted nor neaded by the residents of the canyon that five on ornear the cany

] 2. The traffic that commutes daily that runs up and down San Francisquito Canyon Road is already to heavy and needsto
| have a traffic study done, the speed they drive atis unsafe and this plan yoi: have will only make itworse.San

| Francisquito Canyon is a very dangerous road the way it is now, you will make it even more unsafe than it is today and

/| the speeds will go up by adding this connection. : ) LI ' ’ NN

| 3.1t would connect onto San Francisquito Canyon Road in front of Don E Brook Farms, one of the fargesthorse” ..

* | boarding and training facilities in the Santa Clarita Valley, and home to California Rangers youth group. Don E Brook has
| heavily used arenas on both sides of the road. Traffic has to be stopped for horsés-and riders to cross. Cars wouldbe

| traveling at a high rate of speed by the time they reached Don E Brook. This would create an unnecessary safety hazard
-1 to both ‘equestrians and automobiles. ’ a8, T mo

1 4. The San Francisquito-Canyon Community Standards District is for a rural-equestrian area. Today San Francisquito
-} Canyon Road makes an obvious visual transition from urban to rural. This two lane road winds down past-horse ranches
-] and bridle trails, giving the driver notice that this is not a-road to speed on. Mc Bean connects to Copper Hill Road as a

- | four lane, urban thoroughfare. Extendin r
~Aforthecsp. .

5. With so many road fimprove’na_enté‘ﬁeeded in Los Angeles County , this would be a total waste of money. It‘w‘ouldg_b"‘e
- | throwing money at a “need” that does not exist. : ' :

| 6. The'land set aside for this road-could be much more wisely. utilized by-enlarging a proposed equestrian trailhead and
| parking facility at Mc Bean and Copper Hill Road and including additional parking for persons wishing to access the Santa
Clarita City multi-use trails. Currently there is no place for people wishing to get to these trails to park. This would allow
pedestrians and bicycle riders to park and enter the City trails. It would also provide space for additional parking for
| horseback riders’ trucks and trailers since this will be needed in the future as the Cliffie Stone Trail and other City/County
| trails are they are built out and connectivity is achieved throughout the area. In addition, there is probably room for a
| mini-park in this easement; which would serve the community too. ‘ a0t

1 Inthe interest of protecting our rural CSD, safety, and fiscal responsibility, | hope the Regidna'lPlanning Commissioners
will remove the extension of Mc Bean into San Francisquito Canyon from the Highway Plan. I

| Sincerely,
Eddie Reinsma
2
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D4 Letter from Eddie Reinsma, November 27, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states his opposition to the proposed extension of McBean from Copper Hill Drive to San
Francisquito Canyon Road in that it is not wanted or needed by the residents of the canyon and that it
would negatively impact the Don E Brook Farms equestrian facility. The commenter also states that San
Francisquito Canyon Road is a heavily traveled road with unsafe traffic conditions and that the proposed

extension of McBean Parkway will only make traffic conditions worse.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. D5

) {thomasber an89@gmauloo
' ‘Sunday, November 28, 2010 9:55 AM -
T .ovoN T ‘
.~ OVOV Mc Bean Extension

er,wh artlclpates in horseback ndmglessons,pleasurendmg and tr on-¢-brook Farms

* equestrian ¢ am opposed to the extension of Mc Bean Parkway onto San Fra

lan ancisquito Canyon Road.

* The proposed extension would threaten riders' safety when riding horses to ‘and from the arena and trails on the
‘West side of San Francisquito Canyon Road. ‘Currently, San Francisquito Canyon Road is a rural, winding road

~ which causes drivers to slow.” The proposed extension route would direct traffic directly ‘onto the equestrian
crossing and would encourage higher traffic speeds imperiling riders, horses and vehicle.occupants. In the

interest of public safety as well as good rural street design I ask that this extension be removed from the

.. planning process. : ‘ ‘ T e '

" Thomas Berman

1826 N. Fairview St.
' Burbank, €A 91505
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D5 Letter from Tom Berman, November 28, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito
Canyon Road in that the proposed extension would direct traffic onto the equestrian crossing and would
encourage higher traffic speeds imperiling riders, horses, and vehicle occupants. The comment addresses
general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive analysis in the Revised
Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62 to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2,

Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. D6
[ / 2

c/o Henry Urick

28631 Sloan Canyon Rd.

Castaic, CA 91384

(661) 257-2222 henryu@earthlink.net

November 29, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mitch:

I appreciate your meeting with Rusty Russell and myself today. As discussed, we
request a change in zoning from A2-2 to H2 for the property in TTM 67278 consisting
of the following properties:

2865-018-033 40 acres Allen B. & Mary S. Russell Jr.

2865-018-034 40 acres Henry G. Urick & Linda Clements
2865-023-006 10 acres Karen Allard
2865-023-007 10 acres Astonisas Trust - Dan Haratunian*

¢ Owner interested in joining us with property located directly adjacent
to our map and the urban zone.

These properties encompass approximately 100 acres straddling an unimproved
section of Sloan Canyon Road in Castaic one mile West of the I-5 Freeway. The
following factors indicate consideration for H-2 zoning:

- The recent decision by Hart School District to locate the future Castaic High
School less than one mile west of our properties. Access is exclusively via
Sloan Canyon Road past our property. The Hart District made this decision
recently and is very timely.

- The Castaic School District has purchased land to build an elementary
school adjacent to the Southwest corner of our property.

- Our properties comprise the developable area closest to the core of Castaic,
providing central access to both the community core and proposed
elementary and high schools sites.

- The Southern property line is directly adjacent to U2/H2 zoning. The
- Eastern property line is less than 700 feet to U2/H2 zoning.

- Affordable single family residential housing is the highest and best to serve
the demographic of school age families for the future development of the
Castaic community.
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Page 2
Mr. Mitch Glaser
November 29, 2010

We request that staff recommend an urban designation for the above properties in
the OVOV Plan and Zone Amendment equal to the U2/H2 designation of the adjacent
urban zone. We appreciate staff’s consideration in this matter.

This request is being made as a timely response decision by the Hart School District

which is changing the land use issues of the Castaic area. As land owners, we are
compelled to respond to these changes within a timely manner as it relates to OVOV.

As discussed, we will be working to receive the approval of our neighboring property
owners as well as approval from the Castaic Town Council.

Sincerely,

T
[
>

2
c
3
(@]

$31 Sloan Canyon Road, Castaic, CA 91384

G0

Allen B. Russell Jr.; 28711 Sloan Canyon, Castaic, CA 91384
.2865-018-33

s 224K

Karen Allard / Karen Allard Trust; 28701 Sloan Canyon Road, Castaic, CA 91384
2865-023-06 g

cc: Wayne Rew, Chair, Regional Planning Commission
cc: Richard J. Bruckner, Director, Department of Regional Planning
cc: Mr. Paul Novak, Planning Deputy, Office of Michael D. Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D6 Letter from Henry Urick, November 29, 2010

Response 1

The commenter requests a zone change from A2-2 to H2 for the property in Tentative Tract Map 67278,

consisting of four parcels. The commenter lists several factors to support consideration of his request.

The comment raises issues pertaining to the proposed Area Plan’s land use designation of a particular
property that do not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment will be
included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the
proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further

response is required.
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Letter No. D7

7

AN]]EL ENGINEERING COMPANY

Impact Sciences, Inc.

23655 San Fernando Road, Suite B, Newhall, CA 91321 Tel: (661) 259-1920

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 220428, Newhall, CA 91322-0428 Fax: (661) 259-0511
' November 29,2010

Mr. Richard J. Bruckner, Director

Los Angeles County

Department of Regional Planning

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attn: Mitch Glaser, Planner
Re: J.N. 5168, Howell
Sloan Canyon Road
One Valley One Vision

Dear Sir: _

My client, Mr. & Mrs. Howell, own 12.74 acres of land fronting on Sloan
Canyon Road. The current General Plan designation for their property is N2
and HM. Your map of current designations shows N1 and HM. '

Your proposed plan for this land is RLS, which limits the Howell’s to the
.existing lots that they own. The purpose for buying and owning this property is
for investment, to build a hedge against inflation and cost of living increases as
one plans for their survival. To deny my client this right and privilege in a
democratic, capitalistic country is unfair, illogical and unreasonable. If you
reclassify the use of their property with a broad, indiscriminate brush, you-have
instantly reduced the value of their investment. Why would anyone want to do
that, except. for use of power over a neighbor? Use of such power cannot be
classified as amicable, but detrimental. :

The subject property is within an area proposed as RL5 that is a peninsula
Jutting into proposed RL2 and essentielly joining to dense multiple units per
acre of existing residential.

I am arguing that your RL5 limits should not arbitrarily jut into the RL2 and
leave isolated pockets of RL2 in the RLS area. Logic for me would surround
the school and City lots with a band of RL2 and then a band of RLS. Your plan
has spots of RL2 inside the RL5. It has been my experience that the Los
Angeles County Regional Planning Commission has always frowned upon spot
zoning.

I am suggesting that the boundary between the RL2 and RLS5 should look like
the Map 2 suggestion where the RLS5 line is moved westerly. The Map 1 is the
proposal per your plan. o v

If you do this, you avoid the jump from high-density and one-acre existing

CIVIL ENGINEERING and SURVEYING
“Happiness is a Satisfied Client” s
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-2-

Mr. Richard J. Bruckner, Director, Los Angeles County November 29, 2010
Department of Regional Planning '
J.N. 5168, Howell, Sloan Canyon Road, One Valley One Vision

properties to RL5. You would have high-density and one-acre existing adjacent to RL2, then
from a band of RL2 you would move to RLS5.
Further, this would eliminate the spot zoning of RL2 surrounded by RLS. Important to my
client, whose property is near the one-acre and high-density residential property, the
classification on their property would be RL2.
Sincerely,
ANDEL ENGINEER
L
Y,
ELB/me
ANDEL Engineering Company, Civil -Engineets & Land Surveying
?.O. Box 220428, Newhall, CA 91322-0428.
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D7 Letter from Andel Engineering Company, November 29, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses the opinion that the 12.74 acres of land fronting Sloan Canyon Road owned by
his clients should not be proposed to be designated as Rural Land 5 (RL5), and that this proposed land
use designation would reduce their property value. The commenter requests a designation of Rural Land

2 (RL2) instead of RL5.

The comment raises issues pertaining to the proposed Area Plan’s land use designation of a particular
property that do not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment regarding
reduced property value only expresses the opinion of the commenter. The comment will be included as
part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed

Area Plan. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is

required.
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Letter No. DS

Please 'Help Keep Sloan Canyon Rural e

I am a Castaic reSIdent l1vmg off of Hillcrest Pkwy, very close to Sloan Canyon Road I agree with the

County’s proposed. changes to the Master Plan of Highways that would remove ‘the “limited secondary

highway” designation from Sloan Canyon Road. The rural canyons of Castalc are pnceless and should be
‘ ..protected not-made i ",‘to major hlghways for new development :

Sloan Canyon an
Coyotes, Mountai
environment. Th
-perfect for fire as |

s lls surroundmg it isa thoroughfare for wxld anin als natural to the area mcludlng,
ons, Bobcats and Deer to name a few, buta ‘busy "hig hway" will endanger those animals
way would be an even hlgher risk of ﬁre toan: area‘_ « at is already overgrown w1th fuel

. Pl‘ease}'fhélp:keepfom rea natural -and rural

 Thank sou, |

“'Mehssa Kunber y-Blair
30425 Canagen ace
'Castalc CA 91384
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D8 Letter from Melissa Kimberly, November 29, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that she is in agreement with the proposed Area Plan’s change to the Master Plan

of Highways that would remove the Limited Secondary Highway designation from Sloan Canyon Road.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
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Letter No. D9

W _ tersectio '";arid negatlvely 1mpactmg our |
' equesman facnhty Tlns extensmn would destroy akey equestnan crossing,’ ‘trail access, ‘cotton wood grove
(acting as a buffer between us and the Tesoro development) and 1mper11 access to our water well. Increase

,trafﬁc flow: would end ger nders horses and vehicle occupants

Don-e-brook Farms (http /donebrookfarms.com) was estabhshed in the 1960 and it one of the few publxc
__ riding facﬂmes left in the Santa Clarita Valley Our large riding school has taught three generations of nders
- ‘the skills and enjoyment of horseback riding. Additionally, Don-e-brook Farms is home (since 1968) to the -
- California Rangers (http://www. cahfomlarangers org/), a large non—proﬁt youth equestnan drill team '
- established in 1944 B »

X f'Your 1nput and assmtance would greatly be apprecnated' e ' o | N IR R ‘7

EricE Ekeberg (LACOFD retlred)
g brook Farms .
28680-28710 San Franc1squ1to Canyon Road
3 ‘Santa Clarita, CA 91390
‘ 6_61:297-7669 A
- Fax: 661-297-7025

Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-223 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
0112.023 County of Los Angeles
January 2012



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

Letter No. D9 Letter from Eric Eckeberg, November 29, 2010

Response 1

The commenter petitions for the removal of the McBean extension to San Francisquito Canyon Road as
proposed by the Los Angeles County Regional Planning and the proposed Area Plan’s Master Plan of
Highways. The commenter states that the proposed extension would have a negative impact on his
equestrian facility and would endanger riders, horses, and vehicle occupants through the increase in

traffic flow.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. 10

A :ffSﬁif)ﬁ‘ieé'tI . - Re Sloan Canyon Road
" Dear Mr _:G“llasér,,‘ :

Tama Castam remdent, close to Sloan Canyon Road Sloan Canyon Road is hidden in a beautiful canyon full of workmg
ranches and farm animals; it is a gem in our community. I agree with the County’s proposed changes to the Master Plan of
Highways that would remove the “limited secondary highway” designation from Sloan Canyon Road so that it would be
just a “local street”, The rural canyons of Castaic are priceless and should be protected not made into major highways.
Please help us to keep our. rural canyons rural.

" We thank you and appreéiate your -support‘!‘

R_e"sépég:tﬁﬂly fsubmitted_, o

Daniel & Kathleen Henry
3'1508 Karena Ave

Castaic, CA. 91384
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D10 Letter from Kathy Henry, November 30, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that she is in agreement with the County’s proposed changes to the Master Plan of
Highways that would remove the Limited Secondary Highway designation from Sloan Canyon Road so

that it would be just a “local street.”

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
Response 2

The comment is noted. No further response is required given that the comment does not address or

question the content of the Revised Draft EIR.
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Letter No. D11

equestrianevents@aol.com - - o
4 “Tuesday, November 30,2010 1:23 PM
- Subject: - - trouble brewing on McBean Parkway, Copper Hill, 'San Francisquito, Calex Dr

- This is a very unsafe idea. Please don't encourage faster traffic to injuré horses and r_idérs_.; :

~The County of Los Angeles and the City of Santa Clarita have proposed to extend Mc Bean Parkway, North of
Copper Hill drive. The route is directly behind Calex Drive (North Park tract) intersecting San Francisquito
‘Canyon Road at the old Farmer John entrance. This route would destroy the Don-e-brook equestrian crossing,
removing the Cotton Wood tree grove that acts as a buffer between the ranch and the canyon, Additionally, it
imperils our well access, the new arena, etc. The detrimental effect on property values in the North Park tract
-could be significant. o : g
‘Mr. Mitch Glasser Attn: QVOV
Regional Planning Commission =
County of Los Angeles
320 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

' “Dear Planning Commission:

Stibject: Extension of McBean Parkway- onto San Francisquito Cyn Road ' One'Vélley One Vision-

_ On behalf of the San Francisquito Cyn Preservation Association, the newly adopted Community Standards District approved-in
“Nov. 2009, T:am respectfiilly requesting that the consideration and implementation of this extension be disapproved and abandoned.
This community worked three years to acquire their Community Standards to protect the rural equestrian nature of this caniyon. The
community has retained and added 4 more horse boarding facilities, retained 100% ‘horskeeping and trails on the approved SunCal
Project in the canyon and also four new horsekeeping lots on the recently approved San Francisquito Cyn Ranchos adjacent to Don E
- Brook Farms. ’ : D : A AT ; :
- ETI members are active in the Santa Clarita Trails Advisory Committee and currently working on the plans fora required trailhead
~at this location of McBean and Copperhill Road. The ‘area for this proposed trail head is approximately-oné-half acre. If this extension
is deleted, this trail head would be of an adequate size to accommodate future Supervisor Antonovich Trail Rides and the safety-of this |-
_ trail head would be greatly enhanced for all who come here to ride the ‘Cliffie Stone Trail and others in ‘the vicinity. ‘This extension
~does not uphold Supervisor Antonovich’s motion to protect, enhance, expand, and preserve the-equestrian lifestyle. ' '
- Please deny this extension for the safety of all of the ranches and horseback riders to safely cross the street to the Regional, -
backbone, and other proposed horse keeping lots and protect our rural standards. ‘ '
This extension will only increase the speed of vehicles, deny safe crossings without signals, and defeats the purpose of our
Community Standards. '

Sincerely,

The ETI magazine can be found online http://iwww.etinational.com/eti ‘magazinel

Please forward and share these messages. If you'd like to be removed from this ,Iist'pleazseljetme know.
All ETl events require a Waiver and Release. Non members also need to sign the Single Event Form and Pay $5.00.

A Kimbel‘ly DWight www.PaImdak;:-Boardin .com
. Just promoting equestrian events in So California. o

httg:l/www.etinational.com/eti' magazine/ )
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D11 Letter from Etinational, November 30, 2010

Response 1

The commenter raises concerns about the proposed extension of McBean Parkway north of Copper Hill
Drive. The commenter states that this route would destroy the Don-e-Brook equestrian crossing, imperil

his well access, and have a significant detrimental effect on property values in the North Park tract.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter N

wight@aolcom © oo
sesday, November 30, 2010 10:33 AM =~
oyov@planning:lacounty.gov; ovov B

~don't extend McBeak Parkway =

.d-

Please don'tinfringe on the equestrian lifestyle. We're being squeezed out-everywhere. Hikers may not have a problem
. with-cars racing along the road but horses will. : ' BRI -
. ““Kimberly Dwight www PalmdaleBoarding.com - : o _
*“Equestrian Trails, Inc. www.ETInational.com editor ETl-magazine@ETinational.com ETI
. Magazine http://www etinational.com/eti rr inef ' . B S
We have anew ETI Corral 138 the Barrel Springs Riders in the Antelope Valley www.Eti138.com is our web site. We
. also.communicate through hitp://gi .yahoo.com/groupi ider ' '

/barrelspringsriders/

-Send letters and petitions to:

-Mr. Mitch'Glasser - Attn: "OVOV
.- Regional Planning Commission .

County of Los Angeles o » ‘ PR
320 West Temple Strest - : S
"Los Angeles, CA90012

Dear Planning Commission: | | |
- Subject: Extension of McBean Parkway orito San Francisquito Cyn Road One Vally Q_.ne:‘ViSi.on

. Nov. 2009, Tam respectfully requesting that the consideration and implementation of this extension be disapproved and abandoned.
This community woiked three years to acquire their Community Standards to protect the rural equestrian nature of this.canyon. The

On ‘behalf of the San ] ran'g;i_s'(;luitp‘ ‘Cyn Presetvation Ass'ociatici)n;-LIhe newly adopted Community Standards District 'aﬁpf6Véd m .

community has retained and added 4 more horse boarding facilities, retained 100% horskeeping and trails on the dpproved SunCal
Project in‘the canyon and also four new horsekeeping lots on the recently approved San Francisquito Cyn Ranchos adjacent to Don E
Brook Farms. : o S : ' Lt :
| ETI members are active in the Santa Clarita Trails Advisory Committee and currently working on the plans for a required trailhead
_-at this location of McBean and Copperhill Road. The area for this proposed trail head is approximately one-half acre. If this extension
is-deleted, this trail head would be of an adequate size to accommodate future Supervisor Antonovich Trail Rides and the safety of this
 trail head would be greatly erihaiiced for all who come here to ride ‘the Cliffie Stone Trail and others in the vicinity. This extension
‘does not uphold ‘Supervisor Antonovich’s motion to protect, enhance, expand, and preserve the equestrian lifestyle. ]
Please deny ‘this extension for the safety of all of the ranches and horseback riders to safely cross the ‘street to the Regional,
backbone, and other proposed horse keeping lots and protect our rural standards. '
"This extension will only increase the speed of vehicles, deny safe crossings without signals, and defeats the purpose of our
Community Standards.

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

Letter No. D12 Letter from Kimberly Dwight, November 30, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito
Canyon Road in that this extension would increase traffic on San Francisquito Canyon Road and infringe

on equestrian lifestyle for those utilizing this road as a crossing route.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. D13

(/3

November 30, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

This letter is in regards to Los Angeles Planning Commission plan to change the property usage known as
One Valley One Vision (OVOV) in the Sloan Canyon area of Castaic, California. This plan will change
the property usage from one (1) house per two (2) acres to one (1) house per five acres. Since our property
is in this area, this change will lower the chance for us to sell our property.

Our family donated the easement for Mandolin Canyon Road to go through our property to help us develop
our land and open Castaic to neighboring properties,and will now be built due to the new Castaic High
School site being chosen on Romero Canyon site.

We also think the secondary school road should be on Sloan Canyon Road instead of Romero Canyon Road
with a locked gate.

The property north of us under OVOV will be RL1. Other properties directly around us on all sides are
RL2. Without Mandolin Canyon Road this could not have been possible. The chosen school site is in this
area and would use Mandolin Canyon Road for access. We feel it is unfair that the county can use our
property for a road, but we can not use it to develop it under the new RL 5 OVOV Plan.

Under this new plan it will be difficult to develop and sell our property. At the Castaic Town Council
meeting, September 17, 2009, they agreed in favor of their current CSD Plan which is 1 house per 2 acres,
and agrees that the change to RL5 is unfair to our family and several of our neighbors. Why would the
County of Los Angeles take this upon themselves to ruin our plans and dreams for our property?

In addition, Sloan Canyon Road, which is currently designated as a limited secondary highway from Parker
Canyon Road which provides a loop road for better emergency response and traffic flow in the area, is also
being changed. The new OVOV Plan terminates the highway designation at Hillcrest and then re-
designates it to a rural road. This really does not make good planning sense and provides much less safety
and security to the residents and the new school.

NOV 30 2010
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‘Enclosed is a map of the proposed OVOV Plan that shows that our property is designated for RL5 (marked
inred) but is surrounded by RL1 and RL2 properties. We feel this is unfair and would appreciate your

attention to this matter.

Thank you for your time, We hope you can help us with this matter.

Vernon C. Sprankl

The Sprankle Family :

(80 acres) Map Book 3247, Page 026, Parcels 055 and 056

Vernon C. Sprankle
Frances J. Sprankle
Norman H. Sprankle
Helen E. Sprankle Gubrud

Contact Information:

Vernon C. Sprankle

28393 Borgona

Mission Vigjo, CA 92692

Home Phone #: (949)457-9112

Cell Phone #: (714)501-8711
E-Mail: vesperformance@gmail.com

c: Supervisor, Michael D. Antonovich
County of Los Angeles
500 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Pat Modungno, Planning Commissioner
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Paul Novak, Planning Deputy
County of Los Angeles

- 500 West Temple Street, Room 869
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy
County of Los Angeles District Office
23920 Valencia Blvd., Suite 265
Santa Clarita, CA 91355
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D13 Letter from Vernon C. Sprankle, November 30, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that the proposed Area Plan’s Rural Land 5 (RL5) land use designation for his
property will make it difficult for him to develop and sell it.

The comment raises issues pertaining to the proposed Area Plan’s land use designation of a particular
property that do not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment regarding
difficulty to develop and sell the property only expresses the opinion of the commenter. The comment
will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision
on the proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no

further response is required.

The commenter also expresses concern about the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation of Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway in that it does not make good planning
sense and would provide much less safety and security to the residents and to the proposed high school

in the area.

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any physical
effect on the environment. The comments regarding good planning sense and safety and security only
express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on November
30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning Ordinance).
These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots exceed a net area
of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the county fire
department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks are
prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for

public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also
provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.

Response 2

The comment is noted. No further response is required given that the comment does not address or

question the content of the Revised Draft EIR.
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Letter No. D14

71 l

From: Rauch [susanfyr@yahoo oom]
Sent: November 30 2010 12: 27 PM
o To R R itch
o Subject: o loan Canyon Road

'De_'a'r’M r. »G'leseir, O

dam a resndent on Sloan Canyon Road in ‘Castaic and lam IN FAVOR OF DOWNGRADING SLOAN ‘CANYON ROAD to alocal
_.street: and removrng it from the Master Plan of Hrghways :

b am ;aware that a 'he Sept 23'd IEC heanng on the One Valley One Vrsron Master Plan Of nghways proposed changes
: pport.o __f removmg the “Limited Secondan Hrghwav" desrgnatlon from Sloan Canyon Road,as

ors tha also attended | I understand that the lEC‘s decnsnon regardrng their: recommendatlon

- ._nerghbors, they were developers concemed wrth the B&T fees and future development in our rural community.

' Many commun yfmembers attendmg the September Castalc Area Town Councsl meeting and were able to get
-clanflcatlon on ' e -CATC standmg regarding Sloan Canyon. The CATC wrote a letter that shows that they areiin
: ‘.agreement wrth the residents o Sloan. Canyon Road. The letter states that Sloan-Canyon Road SHOULD BE
0 DOWNGRADED TO A LOCAL STREET The requested amendment is only for the very north end of Sloan Canyon ‘Road.

‘ 'Since,re[y{ o
'suséh Rédéh’
30470 Sloan Canyon Rd

'_Castalc “CA 91384
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D14 Letter from Susan Rauch, November 30, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that she is in favor of downgrading Sloan Canyon Road to a local roadway and
removing from the Master Plan of Highways. The comment only expresses the opinions of the
commenter. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision
makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment does not

raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
Response 2

The commenter states that, after observing a discussion at a meeting of the County’s Interdepartmental
Engineering Committee (IEC) on September 23, 2010, the commenter believes that County staff was in
support of removing the “Limited Secondary Highway” designation from Sloan Canyon Road. The
comment provides factual background information only and does not raise an environmental issue
within the meaning of CEQA. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to
the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment

does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
Response 3

The comment addresses the postponement of the IEC’s recommendation regarding Sloan Canyon Road
and states that those in opposition to the removal of Sloan Canyon Road from the Master Plan of
Highways were not residents from Castaic or Sloan Canyon but were developers concerned with B&T
fees and future development. The commenter raises economic, social or political issues that do not appear
to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record
and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Response 4

The commenter notes that the Castaic Area Town Council is in support of downgrading Sloan Canyon
Road to a local street. The commenter raises economic, social or political issues that do not appear to
relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
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Letter No. D15

H L L

November 30, 2010
Mr. Mitch Glaser =Y
Attn: OVOV

Department of Regional Planning
320 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Concerns on extending McBean Parkway north of Copperhill, Santa Clarita Valley

Dear Mr. Glaser, N
I'm writing to share my concerns with you about the impending plan to extend McBean Parkway north

of Copperhill. This extension would feed a potentially heavier volume and. faster flow of traffic onto the
existing San Francisquito Canyon-Road where it would connect just south of Don E Brook Farms.

As an equestrian, my daughter, my friends, and | often cross San Francisquito on horseback to use the
trails in the wash area and surrounding hills. Traffic is already a concern for us who frequently cross this
street. We have a crosswalk, but 9.5 out of 10 drivers do not slow or even stop for us when we are in
the crosswalk. This is dangerous to us, our horses, and these drivers. In fact, there have been car versus
horse collisions in this crosswalk previously injuring the horse, vehicle driver, and damaging the car. It is

already a hazardous situation and extending McBean will only add to this dangerous road.

I would like to ask that you remove the proposed extension of McBean Parkway north of Copperhill for
the mere concern of safety. Without having any measures proposed in regards to how to make our
“crosswalk on San Francisquito safer, there should be no discussion of changing the traffic pattern to
endanger our horses, riders, and citizens using this stretch of the road.

0 appreciate your time in hearing my concerns and sincerely hope that you will consider my objection a
valid point for removal of this proposal. ’

I have enclosed petitions signed by concerned citizens from the Santa Clarita Valley.

Thank you, again. . : -

Sincerely,

T

23907 Brio Court
Santa Clarita, CA 91354

dnabrooks@ca.rr.com

enclosures: signed petitions
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o . (/1
, PETITION TO THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES TO REMOVE THE PROPOSED
~~ EXTENSION OF Mc BEAN PARKWAY (FROM COPPER HILL DRIVE NORTH TO SAN

FRANCISQUITO CANYON ROAD) FROM THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY AREA PLAN.

As a parent of a child, or an adult rider, who participates in horseback riding lessons, pleasure riding
and trail rides at Don-e-brook Farms equestrian center; we are opposed to the extension of Mc Bean
Parkway onto San Francisquito Canyon Road. The proposed extension would threaten rider's safety
when riding horses to and from the arena and trails on the West side of San Francisquito Canyon
Road. Currently, San Francisquito Canyon Road is a rural, winding road which causes drivers to
slow. The proposed extension route would direct traffic directly onto the equestrian crossing and
would encourage higher traffic speeds imperiling riders, horses and vehicle occupants. In the interest
of public safety as well as good rural street design we ask that this extension be removed from the
planning process. .

2 17210

NAME ADDRESS | SIGNATURE o " DATE

> NICD\C P 226D m%tmm/m | /_12/2/D
o e ADDRESS QQY‘H‘UGNKTURE e DATE

» Dahw Unt  sosse seaverct, Sauquo 4350 FMaee /%2,

Thull.£ Mo 3557 Sout o0, Bugun G 0prce

5~W¢M 25952 (q0u1d Concer. /’/Jaw\e/%w

NAME \—/U ADDRESS ( siGNATURE / | DATE

> %RWMN 20 R Cy.\__,, | p\/; | (Bjé*{i/g

- Lis MofOOIN gy, ﬂ% Yy,

8- .
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D15 Letter from Ann Brooks, November 30, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her concerns about the extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito
Canyon Road. The commenter states that this extension would pose a safety hazard in that it would feed
a potentially heavier volume and faster flow of traffic onto the existing San Francisquito Canyon Road

which is used by equestrians to cross over to the trails in the wash area and surrounding hills.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. D16

( man ovov PNovak@lacb
i Wayman ~M|guel Lanos ¥
o 'One Valley One V|S|on Meetmg 12/6/201-0

Susan; fj(;ordov,a, Rarmion; Rosalind .

o :'-Suhjeé.t:‘ o

- At the Castzuc Are T-own Councrl meetmg followmg your last, EC meetmg it came: to hght that the CATC had
actually sen T in favor of removing Sloan Canyon Rd north s Hr_llcrest Pkwy from the master plan of
highways and removing the 'limited secondary highway' designation. At the IEC meetmg it seemed as if the
moderators understood that the Town Councrl felt dlfferently ,

: Srnce that meetmg the Town Council has resent their ongmal letter and 1 hope that that has clarrﬁed their
posrtlon A map accompamed the letter hrghhghtmg the sectron of Sloan Canyon Rd that is in questron ‘

"My wife: and |8 have hved here on Sloan Canyon Rd for 9 years now havmg moved out from the city life. We

-have. develope adeeper understandmg and apprecratron for the work1 gvranches and the Ranchers and
= Cowboystha ' he '

0 1] oad qti 1s a reﬂectxon of a hentage of the ’
ever e’ rep ~ed ifi 1t were demmated by the constructron of an unnecessary hrghway '

coope or's « ‘d llttle tibbon of asphalt The only beneﬁt m
'_puttlng in hlghway would be for the mass development and the ruin it would bring to this area.

1 urge all of yo that'are mvolved in the OV-0V planmng 1o take some- tlme and v1s1t the ranches here on Sloan
Canyon Rd. Meet the -Ranchers that- own them. Get a feel for the hrstory and hentage here. Then look at the
plan and see, ‘as we ido that there is really no need for a hrghway through here.

Bud & Liz Lantzy
30801 Sloan Canyon Rd
Castaic, CA 91384

661 775-9409 .
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D16 Letter from Bud and Liz Lantzy, November 30, 2010

Response 1

The commenters agree with the Castaic Area Town Council in its support of removing Sloan Canyon
Road north of Hillcrest Parkway from the Master Plan of Highways and removing the Limited Secondary
Highway designation. The commenters state that the 2- or 3-mile stretch of Sloan Canyon Road north of

Hillcrest Parkway is rich in history and reflective of ranches and the ranchers that work there.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
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Letter No. D17
V)

ovov

From: ’ » Art Carvalho [acarvalho@ihcllp.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2010 10:59 AM

To: ovov

Subject: FW: Extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito Cyn Road; One Valley One Vision

Mr. Mitch Glasser Attn: OVOV
Regional Planning Commission
County of Los Angeles

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Planning Commission:

Subject: Extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito Cyn Road; One Valley One Vision i
As a resident of the County of Los Angeles, a small business owner and an equestrian, | urge the County of Los Angeles to

abandon the consideration and implementation of the extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito Canyon Road.

This community worked for three years to acquire their Community Standards to protect the rural equestrian nature of this

- canyon. The community has retained and added 4 more horse boarding facilities, retained 100% horse keeping and trails on the

approved SunCal Project in the canyon and also four new horse keeping lots on the recently approved San Francisquito Cyn Ranchos
adjacent to Don E Brook Farms. :

Spearheaded by ETI members, equestrians are active in the Santa Clarita Trails Advisory Committee and currently working on the
=:plans for a required trailhead at this location of McBean and Copperhill Road. The area for this proposed trail head is approximately
.one-half acre. If this extension is deleted, this trail head would be of an adequate size to accommodate future Supervisor Antonovich
Trail Rides and the safety of this trail head would be greatly enhanced for all who come here to ride the Cliffie Stone Trail and others
in the vicinity. This extension does not uphold Supervisor Antonovich’s motion to protect, enhance, expand, and preserve the
equestrian lifestyle. .

Please deny this extension for the safety of all of the ranches and horseback riders to safely cross the street to the Regional,
backbone, and other proposed horse keeping lots and protect our rural standards.

“This extension will only increase the speed of vehicles, deny safe crossings without signals, and defeats the purpose of our
‘Community Standards.

Sincerely,

Arthur Carvalho, Jr.
Lang, Hanigan & Carvalho, LLP
21550 Oxnard Street, Suite 760
‘Woodland Hills, CA 91367

Tel: 818-883-5644 | Fax: 818-704-9372

acarvalho@lhcllp.com

The information contained in the electronic message is legally privileged and confidential under applicable law, and is intended only for the use of
the individual or entity named above. If the recipient of this message is.not the above-named intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

dissemination, copy or disclosure of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify Lang,
Hanigan & Carvalho, LLP at (818) 883-5644 and purge the communication immediately without making any copy or distribution.
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D17 Letter from Art Carvalho, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter opposes the extension of the McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito Canyon Road, and
states that this extension will only increase the speed of vehicles, deny safe crossing without signals, and
defeats the purpose of the community standards that the community worked for three years to acquire.
The commenter urges the County to deny this extension for the safety of all the ranches and horseback

riders.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. D18

mday
ecembs

ednesday, D
aser,Mitch - T

is@sboglobalnet] <
01,2010 1:04PM =~

" Dear'Mr. Glaser, :

Tam a Castaic resident, close to Sloan Canyon Road. Sloan Canyon Road is hidden in a beautiful canyon full of working

ranches and farm animals; it is a gem in our community. I agree with the :Cou-'n-'ty’s_-pr'dpo_sed changes to the Master Plan of
Highways that would remove the “limited secondary highway” designation from Sloan Canyon Road so that it would be

just a “local street”. The rural canyons of Castaic are priceless and should be protected, not made in to major highways.
Please help us to keep our rural canyons rural. : o ’

' Thank you,

- DemyseDavis -
31611 Hipshot Dr

Castaic CA 91384
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D18 Letter from Michael Davis, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that he is in agreement with the proposed Area Plan’s change to the Master Plan of
Highways that would remove the Limited Secondary Highway designation from Sloan Canyon Road so

that it would be just a “local street.”

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
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Letter No. D19

l/;

Glaser, Mitch

From: J. A. Thomas, Inc./Julie Thomas [jathomasinc@earthlink.net}

Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2010 6:37 PM

To: Glaser, Mitch

Subject: Proposed changes to designation of Sloan Canyon Road in the One Valley One Vision Plan

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Supervising Regional Planner
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

VIA: E-mail: mglaser@planning.lacounty.gov

‘Re: Proposed changes to designation of Sloan Canyon Road in the One Valley One Vision
Plan '

Mr. Glaser:

1will be unable to attend the meeting on December 6th. We have lived on Sloan Canyon Road
just south of Hillcrest Parkway for 30 years. We are in favor of removing the "limited
secondary highway" deSIgnatlon from Sloan Canyon Road. | feel strongly that Sloan Canyon
south of Hillcrest Parkway to Hasley Canyon Road also should be included in the removal of
the designation. This section is only 9/10 of a mile with many equestrian ranches along it.

Thank you, e

Julie A. Thomas

30521 Sloan Canyon Road
Castaic, CA 91384
661-257-6111
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D19 Letter from J.A. and Julie Thomas, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that she is in agreement with the proposed Area Plan’s change to the Master Plan

of Highways that would remove the Limited Secondary Highway designation from Sloan Canyon Road.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

The commenter states that she is also in favor of removing the Limited Secondary Highway designation
from Sloan Canyon Road south of Hillcrest Parkway to Hasley Canyon Road, as it is only a 9/10 of a mile

stretch that contains many equestrian ranches.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
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Letter No. D20

val

Judy Reinsma
29750 San Francisquito Canyon Rd.
Saugus, CA 91390

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Glaser: Re: H2 Land Use Category- Tesoro del Valle lands

On the Land Use Pdlicy Map for OVOV, it appears as if the Northern portion of the Tesoro del
Valle development is allowed an increase in density from A-2 zoning which now exists to the
higher density H2 land use category. ‘

The original approval for the Tesoro del Valle project allowed 122 dwelling units on Planning
Area B for 595.5 gross acres of land and 115 dwelling units in Area C on 668.7 gross acres with
a zone designation throughout of A-2. This would be a total of 237 dwelling units for the entire
.area, which is even larger than the H2 section shown on the map.

If this property is designated H2, as shown on the OVOV map, the number of homes allowed
would be much higher than currently approved. This would grant the developer the right to build 1

many homes in an area that is surrounded by land designated RL-20 to RL-5, basically punching
a huge hole into the midst of the entire rural area, immediately adjacent to both the Castaic and
San Francisquito Canyon rural Community Standards Districts, and within a few hundred feet of
Angeles National Forest.

The developer has already stated their plan to transfer density from the un-built highly urban
southern section of the tract to this specific area. Incorporating this change from a rural A-2
zoning to the urban H-2 designation in OVOV would appear to facilitate the developer’s plans.
Any decision about this or any other development should be made by the Planning Commission
after careful consideration and public hearings. Changing the approved land use designation on a
specific development through OVOV is not good nor responsible planning.

- I would like to request that the H-2 overlay for this entire area, which extends from the already
built area of Tesoro del Valle directly North and is shown on the Land Use Policy Map in yellow 2

be changed, and RL land use designation be put in its place.

 Sincerely,

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

Letter No. D20 Letter from Judy Reisma, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter stated that it appeared that the northern portion of the Tesoro del Valle property was
being allowed an increase in density. The commenter stated that this change would facilitate the
developer’s request to transfer density within the Tesoro del Valle property site. The commenter stated

that changes to the Tesoro del Valle development plans should be made by the Planning Commission.

The comment raises issues that do not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The
comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final
decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental
issue, no further response is required. Nonetheless, it should be noted that the proposed Area Plan will
be reviewed by the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors prior to adoption. Any
subsequent changes to the Tesoro del Valle development plans will also be reviewed by the Planning

Commission prior to approval.
Response 2

The commenter requests that the proposed Residential 2 (H2) land use designation within the northern

portion of the Tesoro del Valle property be changed to a Rural Land (RL) land use designation.

The comment raises issues pertaining to the land use designation of a particular property that do not
appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan.

However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
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Letter No. D21

'/)

ovov
- From: Brenda Ofiesh [BrendaO@standardarmament.com]
- Sent: . Wednesday, December 01, 2010 12:47 PM

To: ovov

Subject: Extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito Cyn Road

Dear Planning Commission:
Subject: One Valley One Vision

On behalf of the San Francisquito Cyn Preservation Association, the newly adopted Community Standards
District approved in Nov. 2009, I am respectfully requesting that the consideration and implementation of this
extension be disapproved and abandoned.

This community worked three years to acquire their Community Standards to protect the rural equestrian
nature of this canyon. The community has retained and added 4 more horse boarding facilities, retained 100%
horskeeping and trails on the approved SunCal Project in the canyon and also four new horsekeeping lots on the

- recently approved San Francisquito Cyn Ranchos adjacent to Don E Brook Farms.

'ETI members are active in the Santa Clarita Trails Advisory Committee and currently working on the plans
for a required trailhead at this location of McBean and Copperhill Road. The area for this proposed trail head is
approximately one-half acre. If this extension is deleted, this trail head would be of an adequate size to
-accommodate future Supervisor Antonovich Trail Rides and the safety of this trail head would be greatly

- enhanced for all who come here to ride the Cliffie Stone Trail and others in the vicinity. This extension does not
“uphold Supervisor Antonovich’s motion to protect, enhance, expand, and preserve the equestrian lifestyle.

Please deny this extension for the safety of all of the ranches and horseback riders to safely cross the street to
the Regional, backbone, and other proposed horse keeping lots and protect our rural standards.

This extension will only increase the speed of vehicles, deny safe crossings without signals, and defeats the
purpose of our Community Standards.

Sincerely,

Brenda Ofiesh

(c) 626 825-3165

16217 Warmuth Road
Canyon Country, CA 91 387
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D21 Letter from Brenda Ofiesh, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that the San Francisquito Canyon Preservation Association worked for three years
to acquire their Community Standards, which has helped to retain or add more horse boarding facilities
and horsekeeping lots in San Francisquito Canyon. The commenter also states that Equestrian Trials, Inc.
(ETI) members are active in the Santa Clarita Trails Advisory Committee and are currently working on
the plans for a required trailhead at the location of McBean Parkway and Copper Hill Drive and that the
area for this proposed trailhead is approximately 0.5 acre. The commenter expresses the opinion that the
removal of the McBean Parkway extension would make it possible for this trailhead to be of adequate

size to accommodate future Supervisor Antonovich Trail Rides.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

The commenter also states that the proposed extension will only increase the speed of vehicles on San
Francisquito Canyon Road and make it difficult for horseback riders to safely cross the road to get to

equestrian facilities.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
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traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. D22

7

ovov

From: Jane Fleck [ifleck@socal.rr.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2010 12:38 PM

To: ovov ' ‘

Subject: OVOV -- Opposed to McBean Parkway Extension to San Francisquito Canyon

Mr. Mitch Glasser

Attn:  OVOV

Regional Planning Commission
County of Los Angeles

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Planning Commission:

Subject: Extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito Cyn Road One Valley One Vision

On behalf of the San Francisquito Cyn Preservation Association, the newly adopted Community Standards District
approved in Nov. 2009, | am respectfully requesting that the consideration and implementation of this extension be
disapproved and abandoned.

This community worked three years to acquire their Community Standards to protect the rural equestrian nature of this
canyon. The community has retained and added 4 more horse boarding facilities, retained 100% horskeeping and trails
on the approved SunCal Project in the canyon and also four new horsekeeping lots on the recently approved San
Francisquito Cyn Ranchos adjacent to Don E Brook Farms. ‘

ETI members are active in the Santa Clarita Trails Advisory Committee and cusrently working on the plans for a
required trailhead at this location of McBean and Copperhill Road. The area for this proposed trail head is approximately
one-half acre. If this extension is deleted, this trail head would be of an adequate size to accommodate future Supervisor
Antonovich Trail Rides and the safety of this trail head would be greatly enhanced for all who come here to ride the Cliiffie
Stone Trail and others in the vicinity. This extension does not uphold Supervisor Antonovich's motion to protect, enhance,
expand, and preserve the equestrian lifestyle.

Please deny this extension for the safety of all of the ranches and horseback riders to safely cross the street to the
Regional, -backbone, and other proposed horse keeping lots and protect our rural standards.

This extension will only increase the speed of vehicles, deny safe crossings without signals, and defeats the purpose
of our Community Standards. '

Sincerely,

Jane Fleck

1 2.0-259 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
Impact Sciences, Inc. County of Los Angeles
o120 January 2012




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

Letter No. D22 Letter from Jane Fleck, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that the San Francisquito Canyon Preservation Association worked for three years
to acquire their Community Standards, which has helped to retain or add more horse boarding facilities
and horsekeeping lots in San Francisquito Canyon. The commenter also states that Equestrian Trials, Inc.
(ETI) members are active in the Santa Clarita Trails Advisory Committee and are currently working on
the plans for a required trailhead at the location of McBean Parkway and Copper Hill Drive and that the
area for this proposed trailhead is approximately 0.5 acre. The commenter expresses the opinion that the
removal of the McBean Parkway extension would make it possible for this trailhead to be of adequate

size to accommodate future Supervisor Antonovich Trail Rides.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

The commenter also states that the proposed extension will only increase the speed of vehicles on San
Francisquito Canyon Road and make it difficult for horseback riders to safely cross the road to get to

equestrian facilities.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
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traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. D23

ovov

From: stephen citron [scitron@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2010 11:17 AM
To: ovov

‘Subject: Extension of McBean road

Mr. Mitch Glaser Attn: OVOV
Regional Planning Commission
-County of Los Angeles
320 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Planning Commission:
Subject: Extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito Cyn Road One Valley One Vision A

On behalf of the San Francisquito Cyn Preservation Association, the newly adopted Community Standards District approved in
Nov. 2009, I am respectfully requesting that the consideration and implementation of this extension be disapproved and abandoned.

This community worked three years to acquire their Community Standards to protect the rural equestrian nature of this canyon. The .
community has retained and added 4 more horse boarding facilities, retained 100% horskeeping and trails on the approved SunCal

Project in the canyon and also four new horsekeeping lots on the recently approved San Francisquito Cyn Ranchos adjacent to Don E
Brook Farms.

does not uphold Supervisor Antonovich’s motion to protect, enhance, expand, and preserve the equestrian lifestyle. '
Please deny this extension for the safety of all of the ranches and horseback riders to safely cross the street to the Regional,
backbone, and other proposed horse keeping lots and protect our rural standards.
This extension will only increase the speed of vehicles, deny safe crossings without signals, and defeats the purpose of our
Community Standards.

Sincerely,
Stephen Citron . .
1
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Letter No. D23 Letter from Stephen Citron, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that the San Francisquito Canyon Preservation Association worked for three years
to acquire their Community Standards, which has helped to retain or add more horse boarding facilities
and horsekeeping lots in San Francisquito Canyon. The commenter also states that Equestrian Trials, Inc.
(ETI) members are active in the Santa Clarita Trails Advisory Committee and are currently working on
the plans for a required trailhead at the location of McBean Parkway and Copper Hill Drive and that the
area for this proposed trailhead is approximately 0.5 acre. The commenter expresses the opinion that the
removal of the McBean Parkway extension would make it possible for this trailhead to be of adequate

size to accommodate future Supervisor Antonovich Trail Rides.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

The commenter also states that the proposed extension will only increase the speed of vehicles on San
Francisquito Canyon Road and make it difficult for horseback riders to safely cross the road to get to

equestrian facilities.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
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traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. D24

| /)

4 Glaser, Mitch

From: HaveAHunchRanch@aol.com -

Sent: : Wednesday, December 01, 2010 8:44 PM
To: Glaser, Mitch

Subject: San Francisquito Road Extension

Dear Mr. Glaser,
I am joining residents of San Francisquito Canyon in their opposition to the extension of Mc Bean

Parkway onto San Francisquito Canyon Road as proposed by the One Valley One Vision Highway
plans

Other than being chalked up for bragging rights as new road construction, the McBean Parkway
extension to offer no real benefit to the San Francisquito canyon community. The extension would
jeopardize the rural nature of this canyon, already undermined by growing traffic using San
Francisquito as a major artery over the ridge to Green Valley, Leona Valley and Palmdale. Although
Pprotected by local Community Preservation Standards, the bucolic nature of the community would
still be threatened. This road extension does not fall into the category of smart planning.

In the interest of public safety as well as.good rural street design, | am requesting that this extension
‘be removed from the planning process.

‘Thank you for your considerat:ion,

Linda Tarnoff
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Letter No. D24 Letter from Linda Tarnoff, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the extension of McBean Parkway onto San Francisquito
Canyon Road as proposed in the Master Plan of Highways. The commenter states that this extension has
no real benefits to the San Francisquito Canyon community and would jeopardize the rural nature of this

canyon.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”
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In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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Letter No. D25

o

Glaser, Mitch

From: : mike fairbanks [aubriefairbanks@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, December 01, 2010 7:11 PM

To: Glaser, Mitch

Subject: Sloan Canyon

Dear Mr. Glaser,
T 'am a Castaic resident, close to Sloan Canyon Road. Sloan Canyon Road is hidden in a beautiful canyon full of working
ranches and farm animals; it is a gem in our community. I agree with the County’s proposed changes to the Master Plan of
Highways that would remove the “limited secondary highway” designation from Sloan Canyon Road so that it would be
just a “local street”. The rural canyons of Castaic are priceless and should be protected, not made in to major highways.
Please help us to keep our rural canyons rural. :

Thank you,
Aubrie Fairbanks E—
1
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Letter No. D25 Letter from Mike and Aubrie Fairbanks, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenters state that they are in agreement with the proposed Area Plan’s change to the Master
Plan of Highways that would remove the Limited Secondary Highway designation from Sloan Canyon

Road so that it would be just a “local street.”

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
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Letter No. D26

(/1

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser
Department of Regional Planning

County of Los Angeles
320 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser, —

l am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quatl Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District. ’

Thank you,

Respectfully,

f 8 Baceniet

DAied BAdoErss® Lo (piwcs
Phone: 44—~ 2ad- — a€Zif

cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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Letter No. D26 Letter from Bob Baggaley, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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- Secondary Highway.

Letter No. D27

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser
Department of Regional Planning

County of Los Angeles
320 W, Temple Street
Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Lirited

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience, Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you,

Respectfully,

Ken m}‘lﬁe [ |

_Q786R%E w
Phone L& 75 25_{2 '

,-cc: Michéel D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor

Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich

A
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Letter No. D27 Letter from Ken Miller, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D28

WA

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

T am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quatl Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
-and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for 1
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Reglonal Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

“Thank you, . -

Respectfully,

¢c:  Michael D, Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor

Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner '

Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich '
- Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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Letter No. D28 Letter from Manette Metcalf, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D29

v

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser, —_

I am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quall Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

* Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience, Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
‘the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you,

Respectfully,

Leecad /Vaof-cf

Fo o/ Lopd fns Cru 0
AR - FEeY
Phone:é&k[]) 217 -2 18

cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner '
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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Letter No. D29 Letter from Brian Metcalf, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D30
v

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

" Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
Secondary Highway. :

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the LA. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north :
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for 1
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
Community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District,

Thank you,

Nyt fetca (T

02U Lgmlry Ceq)

astad <t 987
Phone: _&tr- 742 ~095 9

cc: Michael D. Antonavich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
. ParModugno, Planning Commissioner -
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D30 Letter from Marvin Metcalf, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D31

7/

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, C2 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

1 am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for 1
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you, . ‘ —
Resp% z Z

; ool f %@441_‘.

£ 70,5 YY) 5;’42;

Gﬁ@ )] At?/f Ay
Phone: _@é@gﬁy_%___

cc:  Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D31 Letter from John B. Rusconi, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D32

v

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Déar Mr. Mitch Glaser, —

I am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

‘Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1
and south communities of Castaic. [t was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you,

Respectfull —
< '
C%% @4&&,&9

ZLIJI& &u :n«g

i G qrfﬂ
Phone: __[,&/ 27 Y- L2

cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D32 Letter from Eloisite Boyaua, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D33

L/

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser, . e

I am writing in oppoesition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Thase who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Qur Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you,
Respectfully,
Q o\oex‘\_ 04\ oV o"
Boliz. Sharp 'R

CosYaie, (P4 91384
Phone: &b l-257- 03]/

cc:  Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D33 Letter from Robert Cloyd, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on November
30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning Ordinance).
These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots exceed a net area
of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the county fire
department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks are
prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D34

1/

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser
Department of Regional Planning

County of Los Angeles
320 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser, .
1 am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from

Hillerest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District,

Thank you,

Respectfully,

L Reber
o 30535’ Romery cyy RY.

CoasTaic o A13 24
Phone; 325-206- 2504

cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D34 Letter from Lynn Reber, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D35

(/1

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser-

Department of Regional Planning
_County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser, ' —_

[ am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway. :

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you,

Respectfully,

Wagt—"7)t~

Matrthew Thavyer

2 231 Sspgmﬁ vole Lone
casyanc O A DY

Phone: Lo\ 10207133

cc. Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D35 Letter from Matthew Thayer, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D36

1/

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

[ am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for 1
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

- Thank you, : . I

Respectﬂllly, '
W/’WL7W |
Melissa Thayer
g al !
Casvaie, ¢ @3¢

Phone: (2\ 102 01

cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D36 Letter from Melissa Thayer, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D37

L/

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser
Department of Regional Planning

County of Los Angeles
320 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser, —
'am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from

Hillerest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1

* and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you,

Respectfully,

Hasitts (7L

cc:  Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner '
. Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D37 Letter from Marielle Ennis, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D38

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser
Department of Regional Planning

County of Los Angeles
320 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear(Mr. Mitch Glaser,

I'am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited

- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for

wa

decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
‘and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for 1
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorparated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.
Thank you, —
Respectfully,
: 7797@—5;%%- oA ST
C ST, . 2By
Phone: __¢oes/- S /EE G
cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich.
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D38 Letter from Daniel Lopez, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D39
WA

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

Iam writing in opposition to the propesed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillerest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway. '

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for 1
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Qur Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you, —

Respectfully,

DW (Gacun

AV Beacon ST
Cyshec, (A 91334
Phone: __ {s(p!.~ 5 -4 ¢/

cc:  Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D39 Letter from Dan Garcia, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D40
7 |

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOQV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

[ am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for 1
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you, —_—

Respectfully,

o

cc:  Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner :
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
- Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D40 Letter from Alisa Flores, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D41

1/

December 1, 2010

Mr. Miich Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,"

1 am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway. '

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for 1
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you, ' . , o
RespectﬁﬂW
ﬂi (el F-L,OQ_EI

2. % C_
(., CA . 38Y
Phone:__ 66(-2.57- YO X

cc:  Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner )
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D41 Letter from Phill Flores, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
Impact Sciences, Inc. 2.0-301 Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR
0112.023 County of Los Angeles

January 2012



Letter No. D42

{ / ;
December 1, 2010

-Mr. Mitch Glaser :
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles
320 W. Temple Street
L.os Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,
I am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from

Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for 1
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designa{:ion
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you,

L. baaeniey

ey Saod ¥
. ALYONE (<8 U
Phone: il a4 "039%

" cc: Michael D, Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
' PatModugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D42 Letter from L. Baggaley, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D43

VI
December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser :
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser, ]
1 am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from

Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change donot
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designair'ion

* in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castalc Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you,

Phone: _ o/~ 2T 7 LT LD

cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
* Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisar Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D43 Letter from Debra Walker, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D44

L/t

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser :
Department of Regional Planning

County of Los Angeles
320 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser, —_
I am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from

Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District. '

Thank yoy,

-Respectfully,

="

DU femte s 7

~—é~¢ilf
Phone: égg.g 2L M 7

cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D44 Letter from Garnett Metcalf, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D45

YA

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W, Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

1 am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L. A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for 1
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you,

Respectfully, ,
. ¥
lé_,r‘m N\%%%% -
o 4.

Phone; (o) 207 - &9

cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner ,
- Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D45 Letter from Erin Metcalf, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D46
I/

December 1, 2010

Mr, Mitch Glaser
Department of Regional Planning

County of Los Angeles
320 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser, —_
I am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from

Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited
- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circutation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our
community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation
in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Tharoughfare District.

‘ Thank you,

Respectiully,

“cc: Michael D. Antonavich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D46 Letter from Lynda Sue Brooks, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D47
WAS

Decémber 1,2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr, Mitch Glaser, -
Iam writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited

- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Cariyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for

decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north 1

and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for

emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not

speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our

community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation

in place and such an important community benefit should be incorporated back into

the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Thank you, W«

Respectfully, . |

CSrE PHIER Rl S
278 4o Beh o St ceSTAC
/a1 s e :
‘Phone: _¢4 2571 -¥¢3 5
_cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Superviso;
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner ' ‘
Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
£0//0 FYd ' GBES—LQZ*I‘B‘B 65:20 018Z/90/Z1
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D47 Letter from Stephen Brooks, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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"Thank you,

Letter

No. D48

December 1, 2010

Mr. Mitch Glaser

Department of Regional Planning

- County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Re: 2010 OVOV
Dear Mr. Mitch Glaser,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed change of Sloan Canyon Road from
Hillcrest Parkway to Quail Valley Road and removal of the planned Limited

- Secondary Highway.

Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A. County maps as a Secondary Highway for
decades and it would be great if we could use it. It is the connection for the north
and south communities of Castaic. It was meant to provide area wide circulation for
emergency access and convenience. Those who are supporting the change do not
speak for the whole community. Our Regional Planners saw the needs of our

- community 50+ years ago. Please keep this Limited Secondary Highway designation

in place and such an important community benefit should be mcorporated back into
the Castaic Bridge and Thoroughfare District.

Respectfully,

Fren Krae

Loren  Bes<
3083 Romuwo t% R
Conjare Can- Aldgy

Phone: 6bl- 5(3-277 0

cc: Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor
Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
" Paul Novak, Planning Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich
Rosalmd Wayman, Senior Deputy to Supervisor Antonovich

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

Letter No. D48 Letter from Loren Bess, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation on Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road has been on the L.A.
County maps as a Secondary Highway for decades, is the connection for the north and south
communities of Castaic, and was meant to provide area wide circulation for emergency access and

convenience.

The commenter raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any
physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding area wide circulation and emergency access
only express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and
made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However,

because the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for
public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Date:

To:

From:
Subject:

Location:

Property #:

Problem:

History:

Details:

Impact Sciences, Inc.

0112.023

Letter No. D49

vy
December 1, 2010
Mr. Mitch Glaser DEC 6 2%
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Norman H. Sprankle (wife Maureen)
Change in Present Land Usage

Map Book 3247, Page 026, Parcel 055
60 Acres Sloan Canyon

3247-026-055
The One Valley One Vision (OVOV) is unfair to our family and violates
our property rights.

This parcel is part of 240 acres originally homesteaded by my great
grandparents Isabel and James Walker. I, my brother Vern Sprankle and my
sister Helen Sprankle Gubrud inherited this property as a shared parcel in
1987. Land use was residential/agriculture

Currently the parcel is zoned for one (1) house per 2 acres. The OVOV plan
alters this to one (1) house per 5 acres. Right-of-way agreements have been
granted years ago at no cost to the county for a fire road and for the Mandolin

Canyon Road, also at no cost. These agreements were made to assist our
neighbors with fire safety and property development, and further to enhance 1

our parcel for future development using the current zoning of one (1) house
per two (2) acres. The new OVOV proposal map, that shows RL numbers
summarizing land usage changes, displays RL-1 and RL-2 on all sides of our
parcel (3247-026-055) yet our parcel is slated to become RL-5. The Castaic
Town Council, on September 17, 2009 agreed with the fact that the change is
unfair to us and it should follow the CSD Plan as one (1) house per 2 acres.

In addition, Sloan Canyon Road, which is currently designated as a limited
secondary highway from Parker Canyon Road, down to Hasley Canyon Road
which provides a loop road for better emergency response and traffic flow in
the area, is also being changed. The new OVOV Plan terminates the highway
designation at Hillcrest and then re-designates it to a rural road. This really
does not make good planning sense and provides much less safety and security
to the residents.

-1-
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Summary:  Our family has demonstrated a willingness to work favorably with Los

Angeles County and our Sloan Canyon neighbors regarding land use. Now the
new OVOV plan threatens to greatly reduce our land use options and thus

violates our property rights.

%%k/?ﬂ)w% )2-1-20)0 | —

Norman H. Sprankle

9450 SW Brant Street
South Beach, Oregon 97366
nmsprankle@charter.net
541-867-6780 -

(5 Supervisor, Michael D. Antonovich
County of Los Angeles
500 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Pat Modugno, Planning Commissioner
Department of Regional Planning
County of Los Angeles

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Paul Novak, Planning Deputy
County of Los Angeles

500 West Temple Street, Room 869
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Rosalind Wayman, Senior Deputy
County of Los Angeles District Office
23920 Valencia Blvd., Suite 265

Santa Clarita, CA 91355
Castaic Area Town Council
P.O. Box 325
Castaic, CA 91310
-
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D49 Letter from Norman H. Sprankle, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter states that the proposed Area Plan is unfair to his family in that it would change the land
use designation of his family’s property to Rural Land 5 (RL5), which in the commenter’s opinion would

greatly reduce their land use options and would violate their property rights.

The comment raises issues pertaining to the proposed Area Plan’s land use designation of a particular
property that do not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comments regarding
unfairness, reduction of land use options, and violation of property rights only express the opinion of the
commenter. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision
makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because the comment does not

raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

The commenter also expresses concern about the proposed removal of the Limited Secondary Highway
designation of Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway in that it does not make good planning

sense and would provide much less safety and security to the residents.

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to relate to any physical
effect on the environment. The comments regarding good planning sense and safety and security only
express the opinions of the commenter. The comments will be included as part of the record and made
available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed Area Plan. However, because

the comments do not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.

Nonetheless, the following information is provided. If the Limited Secondary Highway designation of
Sloan Canyon Road north of Hillcrest Parkway were to be removed, Sloan Canyon Road north of
Hillcrest Parkway would be considered a local street. The proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element
describes local streets as follows: “streets designed for full access and limited mobility, and may include
residential streets, private streets, service roads, and public alleys. For the purposes of circulation
planning at the General Plan level, local streets are not included on the adopted Highway Plan.” The
Castaic Area Community Standards District (CSD), adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
November 30, 2004, includes standards for local streets (see Section 22.44.137.D.2 of the County Zoning
Ordinance). These standards apply to “residential land divisions where at least 75 percent of the lots
exceed a net area of 15,000 square feet...as approved by the county department of public works and the
county fire department” (emphasis added). These standards specify that “(c)urbs, gutters, and sidewalks
are prohibited unless otherwise deemed necessary for public safety purposes” (emphasis added) and that
“(i)nverted shoulder cross-sections shall be required unless an alternate design is deemed necessary for

public safety” (emphasis added). Accordingly, the CSD standards for local streets provide for
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

consideration of public safety concerns, such as emergency access and safe pedestrian access, and also

provide for review and approval by the County’s Department of Public Works and the County’s Fire

Department.
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Letter No. D50

ORI udy Remsma, Charrman . ' x
.- San’ Francisquito Canyon Preservatron As_sn. o
- 29750 San Francisquito Canyon Rd.

e V'n.'Saugus, CA91390 .

g December 1, .'20‘1'0

Mr. Mitch Glaser

- Department of Reg10na1 Plannmg
320 W. Temp_le_Street .
‘Los Angeles', Ca90012

" }Dear Mr Glaser' ReN VOV IEC Decrsron to Reahgn San Fran01squ1to Cyn. Rd.

In October 1995 a meetmg was held w1th resrdents of San Franc1squ1to Canyon regarding
. keeping a temporary road into the canyon, which was used while’ Copper Hill Drive was
‘bemg built, and abandening the entrance which had been’ used for years. The temporary -
~ entrance was a straight road from thé end of Mc Bean Parkway directly onto San

Francisquito Canyon Road, a distance of less than half a mile. This was overwhelmingly

~vetoed by the re51dents Subsequently, the temporary road was removed and traffic
-signals and signage were installed at the current mtersectron of ‘San Francisquito Canyon
.Road and Copper Hxll Drive. .

1t came to our attention, durmg the OVOV. process that the plan to realign San

Francisquito Canyon so that it connects- directly to Copper Hill Drive at Mc Bean
Parkway was recommended by the IEC on June 19, 1997. Exactly why this action was

-taken, after thousands of dollars had been spent improving the current intersection, and

canyon residents had overwhelmingly disapproved of such a connection, is hard to

. understand

In 2009 San Francrsqulto Canyon was' approved as a rural CSD a desrgnanon we had all
~worked hard to achieve, and for which we are thankful to the Planning Commission and

the Board of Supervisors. Asa rural community, with many equestrian facilities as well
as county trail access points crossing the road from Copper Hill up to the National Forest

- it is important that San F ranc1squ1to Canyon Road be seen by drivers as a country road,

and not one on which excessive speed is encouraged. -

The current road does just that, forcmg drivers to slow down because it is not a stralght

‘shot, but a winding road descending into the canyon past ranches and multiple visual

signs that emphasize the need for reduced speeds. A-heavily traveled four lane road

connecting to a two lane road aimed straight at the most highly used equestrian crossing
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: .'-Closmg 1he7e:.v
only ] lead to mcreased speeds and the- probabxhty of accrdents mvolvmg pedestnans
C horseback nders and vehrcles ‘ v

Road/McBean Parkway extension (secondar
. approximately 3.000 feet north of Com)er H111 Dnve from the hrghway plans for the ‘
o -County of Los Angeles ' _ o _ ‘ Fa——

e-_canyon is an'invi

. 4 anyon entry and- extendmg MeBean Parkway mto the canyon w111

“Thisisa road to nowhere Ttisnot wanted, not needed, w111 increase speed on a rural’
- road, and will cost money that could be much better used for necessary highway

pI'O_] jects.

We urge the Planning Comm1ssron to remove the San Francisquito Canvon _
y highway) from Copper Hill Drive to

onto drsaster Such a road mrght be good ur"ban planmng but
o '1t is homble rural planmng, and this i isa rural commumty 5o .

-' Smcerely,

. -Judy Remsma )
V";Chan'man ‘San Francrsqulto Canyon Pxeservatlon Assn g
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

Letter No. D50 Letter from Judy Reinsma, December 1, 2010

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed Area Plan’s proposal to realign San
Francisquito Canyon Road so that it connects directly to Copper Hill Drive at McBean Parkway in that it
is a “road to nowhere” that is not wanted or needed. The commenter states that extending McBean
Parkway into the canyon will only lead to increased speeds and the probability of accidents involving

pedestrians, horseback riders, and vehicles.

The comment addresses general subject areas concerning circulation and safety, which received extensive
analysis in the Revised Draft EIR in Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation. Specifically, pages 3.2-62

to 3.2-63 of Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, addresses roadway safety as follows:

“The proposed Area Plan promotes changes to the designs of specific roadways that
enhance their safety. These include increasing the number of lanes on major highways
and other improvements under the proposed Highway Plan (see Appendix 3.2 for a
detailed description of the Highway Plan). Hazards due to roadway design features
would be evaluated on a project-by-project basis as buildout of the proposed Area Plan
occurs. However, the proposed Area Plan does contain several policies that would
reduce the potential for hazardous design.

The County would periodically monitor levels of service, traffic accident patterns, and
physical conditions of the existing street system, and upgrade roadways as needed
through the Capital Improvement Program (Policy C 2.1.5). Additionally, the County
would apply consistent standards throughout the Santa Clarita Valley for street design to
promote travel safety. It would accomplish this by designating roadways based on their
functional classification (Policy C 2.2.1), adopting consistent standard street cross
sections (Policy C 2.2.2), coordinating circulation plans of new development project with
each other (Policy C 2.2.3), and adopting common standards for pavement width (Policy
C 2.2.5). Within residential neighborhoods, “healthy streets” would be promoted through
traffic-calming devices, shorter block length, and other considerations (Policy C 2.2.6).
Where practical, the use of a grid or modified grid street system would be encouraged
(Policy 2.2.7), and local street patterns would be designed to create logical and
understandable travel paths for users and discourage cut-through traffic (Policy C 2.2.8).
As set forth by Policy C 2.2.10, the street system design, including block length, width,
horizontal and vertical alignments, curves, and other design characteristics, should
function safely and effectively without the subsequent need for excessive traffic control
devices to slow or deflect traffic. For intersections of collector or larger streets, four-way
intersections would be preferred over offset intersection (Policy C 2.2.11), and private
streets would typically be constructed to standards for public rights-of-way (Policy
C2.2.12)”
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2.0 Topical Responses, Comment Letters, and Responses to Comment Letters

In addition, County staff has added the following language to the Circulation Element in the proposed

Area Plan:
San Francisquito Canyon Road Extension

The Circulation Element includes a proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, north of
Copper Hill Drive that would connect directly to McBean Parkway. Prior to the adoption of this Area
Plan, the proposed extension was designated as a Secondary Highway. As mentioned earlier in this
Element, the proposed extension was recommended to be reclassified as a Limited Secondary Highway
as a result of the traffic analysis conducted for this Area Plan. Accordingly, the proposed extension is
now designated as a Limited Secondary Highway on the Master Plan of Highways (see Exhibit C-2 in this
Area Plan).

The community expressed concerns regarding the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road.
Although the community acknowledged that a Limited Secondary Highway would have fewer potential
impacts on the local community than a Secondary Highway, they requested that the proposed extension
be completely removed from the Master Plan of Highways. The request was evaluated and it was
determined that the proposed extension should remain on the Master Plan of Highways. The
determination was based on the need for safe, effective circulation in the area, as the proposed extension
is superior to the current alignment of San Francisquito Canyon Road. However, the community’s

concerns were acknowledged, especially as they related to equestrian users.

Prior to the construction of the proposed extension of San Francisquito Canyon Road, the County will
conduct outreach to the community and will investigate any concerns that are expressed. To ensure that
concerns are addressed and potential impacts are minimized, the County will also implement any
required traffic mitigations. These mitigations could include an equestrian crossing above or below the

roadway, provided that the crossing is technically, environmentally, and financially feasible.
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