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Letter No. C1 Letter from Newhall School District, November 15, 2010

Response 1

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

Response 2

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

Response 3

The comment restates information contained in the Draft EIR for the City of Santa Clarita’s (City) General

Plan 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 4

The comment states that payment of state mandated fees do not mitigate the impact of future

development because the fees alone cannot assure adequate housing for children. The comment further

notes that additional students will stress the capacity of the Santa Clarita Valley School Districts (School

Districts). The comment concludes that mitigation is not guaranteed without stronger goals, objectives

and policies in the City’s proposed General Plan and Los Angeles County’s (County) proposed Area Plan,

and therefore the Draft EIR for the City’s General Plan and the Revised Draft EIR for Los Angeles

County’s (County) Area Plan should not conclude that impacts would be less than significant.

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.

That being said, County staff has added the following policies to the proposed Area Plan’s Land Use

Element:

Policy LU 8.1.12: The City, County and the school districts shall cooperate to identify appropriate

land to construct new school facilities throughout the planning area. Annual

information and update meetings between the planning agencies and the

districts are encouraged.

Policy LU 8.1.13: In meeting state law for mitigation, there may be times when additional

resources are required in order for the district to fully provide necessary services.

Accordingly, Developers are encouraged to reach full mitigation agreements
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with the appropriate school districts impacted by their proposed project.

Mitigation may include but might not be limited to modifications to existing

school sites.

Policy LU 8.1.14: Developers of infill projects shall be aware of the potential cumulative effect that

these smaller projects have on schools. Pre and Post construction, infill projects

shall be monitored to evaluate student generation rates.

Policy LU 8.1.15: Proposed school sites shall be sufficiently sized, pre-identified and on California

Department of Education and Department of Toxic Substances Control

approvable land. Further site design considerations shall include appropriate

pedestrian and bicycle access.

Response 5

The comment indicates that the School Districts require school mitigation agreements that ensure full

mitigation, rather than relying upon statutory fees, and requested assistance from both the County and

City in this endeavor.

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 6

The comment indicates that the requirements of SB 50 do not provide adequate mitigation for the needs

of the School Districts.

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

being said, the commenter is referred to the proposed Area Plan policies listed in Response 4, above.

Response 7

The comment restates information contained in the Revised Draft EIR 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.
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Response 8

The comment states that master planned communities can adequately mitigate for schools only through

“full mitigation” agreements.

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.

That being said, the commenter is referred to the proposed Area Plan policies listed in Response 4, above.

Response 9

The comment suggests policies for the proposed Area Plan in order to provide full mitigation for the

School Districts. Please see Response 4, above.

Response 10

The comment states that a basic concept of the “One Valley One Vision” (OVOV) joint planning effort is

to place higher densities in the core of the City of Santa Clarita instead of outlying unincorporated areas

of the Santa Clarita Valley. The comment notes that most large developments occur in the outlying areas

and that higher density at the core is the most troublesome for existing schools.

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. That being said, the commenter is

referred to the proposed Area Plan policies listed in Response 4, above.

Response 11

The comment notes that small incremental development approved over the years have cumulatively

impacted the School Districts. The comment suggests that small developers need to work with the School

Districts. The commenter is referred to the proposed Area Plan policies listed in Response 4, above.

Response 12

The comment suggests that modifications to existing school sites to expand capacity be identified. The

comment states that this may be inadequate given the desire to maintain schools at reasonable and

manageable sizes. The commenter is referred to the proposed Area Plan policies listed in Response 4,

above.
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Response 13

The commenter suggests that adequate nearby land to construct new facilities in the core areas be

identified, however difficult this may be. The commenter is referred to the proposed Area Plan policies

listed in Response 4, above.

2.0-157



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

Letter No. C2

1

2

3

2.0-158



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-159



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-160



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

Impact Sciences, Inc. Santa Clarita Valley Area Plan Update Final EIR

0112.023 County of Los Angeles

January 2012

Letter No. C2 Letter from County of Los Angeles Sheriff Department, December 14, 2010

Response 1

The County of Los Angeles (County) Sheriff’s Department Headquarters noted that they received the

notice of completion (NOC) and notice of availability (NOA) for the Revised Draft EIR. This comment is

an introduction to comments that follow. No further response is required.

Response 2

The comment stated that the County Sheriff’s Department concurred with the findings of the Revised

Draft EIR concerning Sheriff services but reserved the right for future comment. The County

acknowledges your input and comment. 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.

Response 3

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. C3 Letter from County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County,

January 20, 2011

Response 1

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

Response 2

The comment restates information contained in the Revised Draft EIR 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 from the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District (District) states that the estimated

greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from wastewater treatment are overstated by two orders of magnitude.

According to the District, the methane generated from the anaerobic digesters at the Valencia Water

Reclamation Plant (VWRP) is collected and combusted in a flare or boiler. The GHG emission calculations

for wastewater treatment used methodologies and factors from the U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency’s AP-42 Compilation of Air Pollutant Emissions Factors (AP-42), 1998. The AP-42 methodology

assumes that none of the methane from the wastewater treatment process is recovered for energy or

flared. However, according to the District’s comment, “based on emissions tests at the VWRP, the

uncombusted amount of methane is significantly less than one percent.” The District requests that the

GHG emissions calculations be revised to account for the capture and subsequent destruction of methane

that occurs at the VWRP.

Pursuant to the District’s comment, if a conservative recovery value of 99 percent (1 percent emitted to

the atmosphere) were assumed, the GHG emissions from the wastewater treatment process would be

reduced to approximately 38 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents (MTCO2e) per year under existing

conditions and 66 MTCO2e per year at full buildout of the City of Santa Clarita’s (City) proposed General

Plan and Los Angeles County’s (County) proposed Area Plan, both of which were developed as part of

the “One Valley One Vision” (OVOV) joint planning effort. The emissions at full buildout of the City’s

existing General Plan and the County’s existing Area Plan would be approximately 67 MTCO2e per year.

When the aforementioned GHG emissions are combined with the electricity-related wastewater

treatment GHG emissions, the total wastewater GHG emissions would be reduced to approximately

15,041 MTCO2e per year under existing conditions and 20,631 MTCO2e per year at full buildout of the

City’s proposed General Plan and the County’s proposed Area Plan. The emissions at full buildout of the

City’s existing General Plan and the County’s existing Area Plan would be approximately 20,632 MTCO2e
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per year. The revised GHG emissions from wastewater treatment, as described above, have been

included in 3.4, Global Climate Change, in Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

Response 4

The requested correction to Section 3.17, Utilities and Infrastructure, pages 3.17-1 and 3.17-15 of the

Revised Draft EIR has been made. The requested correction to Section 4.0, Cumulative Scenario, page 4.0-

30 of the Revised Draft EIR, has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final EIR entitled,

“Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for the actual text revision.

Response 5

The requested correction to Section 3.17, Utilities and Infrastructure, page 3.17-4 of the Revised Draft EIR

has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final EIR entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for

the actual text revision.

Response 6

The requested correction to Section 3.17, Utilities and Infrastructure, page 3.17-13 of the Revised Draft

EIR has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final EIR entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,”

for the actual text revision.

Response 7

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. C4 Letter from South Coast Air Quality Management District, January 21, 2011

Response 1

The comment is an introductory statement that refers to comments presented in the letter from the South

Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The comments contained therein are addressed

below in Responses 2 through 5. No further response to this comment is required.

Response 2

The comment states that the lead agency has not stipulated specific measures or targets to reduce the

increase in mobile source emissions that would occur from development under the City of Santa Clarita’s

(City) proposed General Plan and Los Angeles County’s (County) proposed Area Plan. The comment

notes that the project’s operational emissions are primarily from mobile sources related to the increase in

vehicle trips compared to existing conditions.

The proposed Area Plan contains goals, policies, and objectives that contain specific measures or targets

that the County will adopt if it adopts this Area Plan that will reduce vehicle miles traveled associated

with development that would occur under the proposed Area Plan. In particular, Section 3.3, Air Quality,

of the Revised Draft EIR lists Goal CO 8, Objective CO 8.1 which specifically requires the lead agency to

comply with state law, including AB 32, SB 375, and implementing regulations to reach targeted

reductions of GHG emissions. While Objective CO 8.1 specifies meeting targeted GHG emissions

reductions, the SCAQMD states that a “reduction in GHGs will very likely provide co-benefits by

reducing criteria pollutant emissions.” The County agrees with the SCAQMD’s statement herein since a

large portion of the GHG emissions are due to fossil fuel combustion in motor vehicles. The policies

under Objective 8.1 would require the lead agency to reduce motor vehicle GHG emissions using a

variety of strategies, such as a Climate Action Plan, the County’s General Plan Update, which sets policy

for all of the County’s unincorporated areas, including those within the Santa Clarita Valley, and

participation in the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Plan being developed by the Southern

California Association of Governments (SCAG), which would also reduce associated criteria pollutant

emissions. The specific measures and targets that the County would adopt if it adopts this Area Plan to

reduce mobile source emissions, are contained in the following policies:

Policy C 1.2.1: Develop coordinated plans for land use, circulation, and transit to promote

transit-oriented development that concentrates higher density housing,

employment, and commercial areas in proximity to transit corridors.

Policy C 1.2.2: Create walkable communities, with paseos and walkways connecting residential

neighborhoods to multi-modal transportation services such as bus stops and rail

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

development plans.

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

development areas to promote transit use, where appropriate.

Policy C 1.2.7: In pedestrian-oriented areas, provide a highly connected circulation grid with

relatively small blocks to encourage walking.

Policy C 1.2.9: Emphasize providing right-of-way for non-vehicular transportation modes so

that walking and bicycling are the easiest, most convenient modes of

transportation available for short trips.

Policy C 1.2.10: Protect communities by discouraging the construction of facilities that sever

residential neighborhoods.

Policy C 1.2.11: Reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) through the use of smart growth concepts.

Policy C 1.2.12: Balance the anticipated volume of people and goods movement with the need to

maintain a walkable and bicycle friendly environment.

Policy C 3.1.1: In evaluating new development projects, require trip reduction measures as

feasible to relieve congestion and reduce air pollution from vehicle emissions.

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

home-to-work trips.

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

to work trips.

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

work.

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

Policy C 3.1.6: Promote the provision of showers and lockers within businesses and

employment centers, in order to encourage opportunities for employees to

bicycle to work.
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Policy CO 8.1.1: Create and adopt a Climate Action Plan within 18 months of the adoption date of

the County’s General Plan Update that meets State requirements and includes

the following components:

a. Plans and programs to reduce GHG emissions to State-mandated targets,

including enforceable reduction measures;

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

reduction targets established by the Climate Action Plan;

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

d. Procedures for revising the plan as needed to meet GHG emissions reduction

targets; and

e. Allocation of funding and staffing for Plan implementation.

After adoption of the Climate Action Plan, amend this Area Plan if necessary to

ensure consistency with the adopted Climate Action Plan.

Policy CO 8.1.2: Participate in the preparation of a regional Sustainable Communities Strategy

(SCS) Plan to meet regional targets for greenhouse gas emission reductions, as

required by SB 375.

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

Program.

Policy CO 8.1.4: Provide information and education to the public about energy conservation and

local strategies to address climate change.

Policy CO 8.1.5: Coordinate various activities within the community and appropriate agencies

related to GHG emissions reduction activities.

As noted in the comment, SCAG has adopted regional GHG emissions reductions targets under SB 375.

SB 375 requires SCAG, as the Metropolitan Planning Organization for the region, to develop an SCS Plan

that will achieve GHG reductions of 8 percent, compared to the 2005 baseline year, by 2020 and 13

percent, compared to the 2005 baseline year, by 2035 through land use and transportation, policies. The

SB 375 reductions are exclusive of reductions from the low carbon fuel standard and the vehicle tailpipe

emissions standard. As a result, the primary method for achieving the target would be from a reduction

in vehicle miles traveled. As shown above, the lead agency will adopt policies, if the County adopts this

Area Plan that require participation with SCAG’s mandated SCS Plan to meet its obligations under SB

375.
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Furthermore, if the County adopts the proposed Area Plan, the County will adopt Policy CO 8.1.1, which

requires the development of a Countywide Climate Action Plan that would implement plans and

programs to reduce GHG emissions to state-mandated targets and would include enforceable reduction

measures. The Climate Action Plan would also include mechanisms to ensure regular review of progress

towards the emission reduction targets, procedures for reporting on progress to officials and the public,

procedures for revising the plan as needed to meet GHG emissions reduction targets, and procedures for

allocating funding and staffing for Plan implementation.

Response 3

The comment requests that the County include quantitative targets and/or performance standards to

minimize the significance of the air quality impacts. As stated in Response 2, the County has

incorporated goals, objectives, and policies into the proposed Area Plan that include quantitative targets

that would reduce GHG and criteria pollutant emissions. The comment also states that potential

quantifiable mitigation measures are included in the California Air Pollution Control Officer’s

Association’s (CAPCOA) publication, “Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures,” which was

published in August of 2010. The County’s Revised Draft EIR was released in November 2010, soon after

the CAPCOA publication became available. It is not possible to accurately estimate the amount of GHG

reductions from the list of GHG reductions measures in the CAPCOA publication because they are

geared toward project-level analyses where specific detailed project-level information is known. The

Revised Draft EIR is a programmatic-level analysis of the County’s proposed Area Plan and the City of

Santa Clarita’s (City’s) proposed General Plan (both of which were developed through the joint “One

Valley One Vision” (OVOV) planning effort), which do not propose specific developments within the

City or County unincorporated areas within the Santa Clarita Valley. However, the CAPCOA publication

does list potential ranges of GHG reductions that could be expected from the implementation of the

various project-level measures. The potential ranges for transportation-related measures are shown below

in Table 2, CAPCOA Measures for Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled. The table also lists the related

policies in the proposed Area Plan that would generally fall into each of the strategies. Policies may be

related to one or more of the CAPCOA measures; therefore, the estimated range of reduction in VMT due

to the policies may overlap to some extent. The County would adopt these policies only if the County

adopts the proposed Area Plan.
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Table 2

CAPCOA Measures for Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled

CAPCOA

Measure

Number Strategy

Reduction in Vehicle

Miles Traveled

Related OVOV Area Plan

Policies

LUT-1 Increase Density 0.8 – 30.0% LU 1.1.5; LU 5.2.1; LU 5.2.4; C 1.2.5; C
5.3.2

LUT-2 Increase Location Efficiency 10 – 65% LU 1.1.5; LU 2.1.2; LU 2.3.4; LU 2.3.6;

LU 3.1.3; LU 4.2.3; LU 5.2.1; LU 5.2.2;
LU 5.2.3; LU 5.2.4; C 1.2.5

LUT-3 Increase Diversity of Urban and Suburban

Developments (Mixed Use)

9 -30% LU 2.1.2; LU 2.3.2; LU 2.3.4; LU 2.3.5;

LU 2.3.6; LU 3.1.3; LU 4.2.3; LU 5.2.1;
LU 5.2.2; LU 5.2.3; LU 5.2.4; LU 5.2.5;

C 1.2.5

LUT-4 Increase Destination Accessibility 6.7 – 20% LU 2.1.2; LU 2.3.2; LU 2.3.4; LU 3.1.3;

LU 3.1.4; LU 4.2.3; LU 5.2.1; LU 5.2.2;
LU 5.2.3; LU 5.2.5; C 1.2.1; C 1.2.4; C

1.2.5; C 1.2.11; C 5.3.2;

LUT-5 Increase Transit Accessibility 0.5 – 24.6% LU 3.2.2; LU 4.2.3; LU 5.1.1; LU 5.1.3;

LU 5.2.1; 5.2.2; LU 5.2.4; C 1.1.1; C
1.1.2; C 1.1.3; C 1.1.6; C 1.1.12; C
1.1.13; C 1.2.2; C 1.2.3; C 1.2.4; C 1.2.5;

C 1.2.6; C 1.2.7; C 1.2.8; C 1.2.9; C
1.3.1; C 1.3.3; C 2.2.6; C 4.1.1; C 4.1.2;
C 4.1.3; C 4.1.4; C 4.1.5; C 4.1.6; C

4.1.6; C4.1.7; C 4.2.1; C 4.2.2; C 5.1.1;
C 5.1.2; C 5.1.4; C 5.1.5; C 5.2.1; C
5.2.4; C 5.2.5; C 5.3.1; C 5.3.2

LUT-6 Integrate Affordable and Below Market Rate

Housing

0.04 – 1.20% LU 3.1.4; LU 3.1.7; LU 4.2.2; LU 4.2.3

LUT-9 Improve Design of Development 3.0 – 21.3% LU 1.2.13; LU 2.1.2; LU 2.3.2; LU

2.3.5; LU 3.2.1; LU 3.2.2; LU 5.1.1; LU
5.1.2; C 1.1.1; C 1.1.6; C 1.1.13; C 1.2.2;
C 1.2.3; C 1.2.4; C 1.2.5; C 1.2.7; C

1.2.8; C 1.3.1; C 1.3.3; C 2.2.6; C 2.2.7;
C 3.3.6; C 6.1.5; C 7.1.1; C 7.1.2; C
7.1.3; C 7.1.4; C 7.1.5; C 7.1.6; C 7.1.7;

C 7.1.8; C 7.1.9; C 7.1.10; CO 1.5.7

SDT-1 Neighborhood/Site Enhancements 0 – 2% LU 1.2.13; LU 2.1.2; LU 2.3.2; LU

2.3.5; LU 3.2.1; LU 3.2.2; LU 5.1.1; LU
5.1.2; C 1.1.1; C 1.1.6; C 1.1.13; C 1.2.2;

C 1.2.3; C 1.2.4; C 1.2.5; C 1.2.7; C
1.2.8; C 1.3.1; C 1.3.3; C 2.2.6; C 2.2.7;
C 3.3.6; C 6.1.5; C 7.1.1; C 7.1.2; C

7.1.3; C 7.1.4; C 7.1.5; C 7.1.6; C 7.1.7;
C 7.1.8; C 7.1.9; C 7.1.10; CO 1.5.7

SDT-2 Provide Traffic Calming Measures 0.25 – 1.00% LU 2.3.5; C 2.2.6; C 2.2.7; C 7.1.8; C

7.1.9

SDT-3 Implement a Neighborhood Electric Vehicle
(NEV) Network

0.5 – 12.7% C 1.1.2; C 1.1.3; C 1.1.10; C 1.3.2; C
2.2.6; C 2.2.7; C 3.2.3; C 3.2.4

PDT-1 Limit Parking Supply 5 – 12.5% C 1.2.6; C 2.2.6; C 3.3.2; C 3.3.3; C
3.3.4

PDT-2 Unbundle Parking Costs from Property Cost 2.6 – 13% No specific policies.
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CAPCOA

Measure

Number Strategy

Reduction in Vehicle

Miles Traveled

Related OVOV Area Plan

Policies

PDT-3 Implement Market Price Public Parking (On-

Street)

2.8 – 5.5% C 1.2.6; C 2.2.6; C 3.3.2; C 3.3.3; C

3.3.4; C 3.3.7

TRT-1 Implement Commute Trip Reduction

Program – Voluntary

1.0 – 6.2% LU 4.4.3; LU 4.5.4; C 1.1.3; C 1.2.1; C

3.1.4; C 3.1.6; C 4.1.3; C 6.1.5; C 6.2.1;
C 6.2.2; C 6.2.3; CO 8.2.13

TRT-2 Implement Commute Trip Reduction
Program – Required

Implementation/Monitoring

4.2 – 21.0% C 1.2.1; C 4.1.3; C 6.1.5; C 6.2.1; C
6.2.2; C 6.2.3

TRT-3 Provide Ride-Sharing Programs 1 – 15% C 1.1.3; C 1.1.11; C 3.1.5; C 3.3.4; C

4.1.1; C 4.1.3; C 5.2.5; C 6.2.2

TRT-4 Implement Subsidized or Discounted Transit

Program

0.3 – 20.0% C 3.1.4; C 3.1.7

TRT-6 Encourage Telecommuting and Alternative

Work Schedules

0.07 – 5.50% LU 4.5.3; C 3.1.3

TRT-7 Implement Commute Trip Reduction
Marketing

0.8 – 4.0% C 7.1.2; CO 8.1.4; CO 8.1.5

TRT-9 Implement Car-Sharing Program 0.4 – 0.7% C 1.1.3; C 1.1.11; C 3.1.5; C 3.3.4; C
4.1.1; C 4.1.3; C 5.2.5; C 6.2.2

TRT-10 Implement a School Pool Program 7.2 – 15.8% C 1.1.3; C 1.1.11; C 3.1.5; C 3.3.4; C

4.1.1; C 4.1.3; C 5.2.5; C 6.2.2

TRT-11 Provide Employer-Sponsored

Vanpool/Shuttle

0.3 – 13.4% C 1.1.3; C 1.1.11; C 3.1.5; C 3.3.4; C

4.1.1; C 4.1.3; C 5.2.5; C 6.2.2

TRT-13 Implement School Bus Program 38 – 63% School bus program already exists.

TRT-14 Price Workplace Parking 0.1 – 19.7% No specific policies.

TRT-15 Implement Employee Parking “Cash-Out” 0.6 – 7.7% No specific policies.

TST-1 Provide a Bus Rapid Transit System 0.02 – 3.2% Bus rapid transit system already
exists.

TST-3 Expand Transit Network 0.1 – 8.2% C 1.1.12; C 4.1.1; C 4.1.3; C 4.1.7; C

4.2.1; C 4.2.2; C 4.2.3; C 5.3.3; C 5.4.3;
C 5.4.3; C 7.1.10

TST-4 Increase Transit Service Frequency/Speed 0.02 – 2.5% C 1.1.12; C 4.1.1; C 4.1.3; C 4.1.7; C

4.2.1; C 4.2.2; C 4.2.3; C 5.3.3; C 5.4.3;
C 5.4.3; C 7.1.10

RPT-1 Implement Area or Cordon Pricing 7.9 – 22.0% C 3.3.7

Source: California Air Pollution Control Officer’s Association, Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures, (2010).

Response 4

The comment recommends that the lead agency include mitigation in the Revised Final EIR that is

consistent with the advisory recommendations in the California Air Resources Board’s (CARB)

publication, Air Quality and Land Use Handbook, 2005. The comment states that these measures would

reduce potential health risk impacts to future sensitive receptors that may locate near light industrial land

uses as allowed under the City’s proposed General Plan and the County’s proposed Area Plan (both of

which were developed through the joint OVOV planning effort). Based on the recommendations from the
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SCAQMD’s comment, the following additional mitigation measures have been included in 3.3, Air

Quality revisions, in Section 4.0, Revised Draft EIR Pages.

3.3-10 Prior to implementing project approval, tract maps and other sensitive uses located

within 1,000 feet of a distribution center (that accommodates more than 100 trucks per

day, more than 40 trucks with operating transport refrigeration units [TRUs] per day, or

where TRU unit operations exceed 300 hours per week) shall be required to conduct a

health risk assessment.

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

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

3.3-12 Prior to implementing project approval, tract maps and other sensitive uses located

within 300 feet of any dry cleaning operation shall be required to conduct a health risk

assessment.

3.3-13 Prior to implementing project approval, tract maps and other sensitive uses located

within 300 feet of a large gas station (defined as a facility with a throughput of 3.6 million

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

3.3-14 Prior to implementing project approval, tract maps and other sensitive uses located

immediately downwind of petroleum refineries shall be required to conduct a health risk

assessment.

Response 5

The comment requests that all written responses should be provided to SCAQMD pursuant to Public

Resources Code Section 21092.5. Furthermore, the comment states that SCAQMD staff is available to

work with the County to address these comments and other questions that may arise. The comment will

be forwarded to the decision-makers for their review and consideration prior to any approval action on

the proposed Area Plan. Responses to Comments will be provided to all public agencies 10 days prior to

action taken by the decision-makers. Since this comment is not directed at the environmental analysis or

conclusions contained in the Revised Draft EIR, no further response is required.
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Letter No. C5 Letter from County of Ventura, Resource Management Agency, January 24,

2011

Response 1

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

Response 2

The comment restates information contained in the Revised Draft EIR 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 states that future development may require site-specific environmental documentation.

Subsequently, these documents should include site-specific or cumulative impacts to the Ventura County

local roads and Regional Road Network.

The Revised Draft EIR is a programmatic EIR for a proposed Area Plan. When applications for future

development projects requiring discretionary approval are submitted to Los Angeles County for review,

such applications may be reviewed for site-specific and cumulative traffic impacts on Ventura County

roads at that time, in accordance with 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 4

The County acknowledges the input and comment. 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.

Response 5

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

Response 6

The County acknowledges the input and comment.

The analysis with the Revised Draft EIR was conducted at a programmatic level and consequently does

not provide project-specific detention/retention basin locations. Subsequent environmental

documentation may be required when applications for future development projects requiring

discretionary approval are submitted to Los Angeles County for review. Additionally, subsequent

projects may or may not have site specific and/or cumulative impacts to runoff and water quality. Please
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see Section 3.9 Geology, Soils, Seismicity, of the Revised Draft EIR for mitigation measures which require

drainage design measures to be incorporated into the final design of individual projects including, but

not limited to, the conveyance of runoff through swales and drains before entering natural drainage

courses (MM 3.9-10). That being said, 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.

Response 7

The comment refers to the proposed Area Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, Section VI,

Water Resources, and expresses concern about the lack of evaluation of potential surface water and

groundwater quantity and quality impacts, including impacts to Ventura County, in that Section.

Please see Section 4.0, Cumulative Scenario, of the Revised Draft EIR for cumulative discussions on

hydrology and water quality impacts and water service impacts. The analysis of the Revised Draft EIR

was conducted at a programmatic level. The proposed Area Plan, as it may be amended from time to

time, is intended to serve as a long-term blueprint for development over the next approximately 20-year

planning period, except where specific policies address other target dates as set forth in the proposed

Area Plan (see discussion in Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Revised Draft EIR). The County does

not know how future development will or will not impact water and groundwater quality over time, as

this analysis is dependent upon the project-specific design of future development projects. As

project-specific environmental documents are prepared for such projects that require discretionary

approval, potential impacts to water and groundwater quality, including impacts to Ventura County,

would be reviewed at that time.
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Letter No. C6 Letter from County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation,

January 24, 2011/February 15, 2011

Response 1

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

Response 2

The requested correction concerning the heading of Existing Parklands to Section 3.16, Parks and

Recreation, page 3.16-4 of the Revised Draft EIR has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised

Final EIR entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for the actual text revision.

Response 3

The requested correction to Section 3.16, Parks and Recreation, page 3.16-7 of the Revised Draft EIR has

been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final EIR entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for the

actual text revision.

Response 4

The requested correction concerning multi-use trails to Section 3.16, Parks and Recreation, page 3.16-11 of

the Revised Draft EIR has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final EIR entitled, “Revised

Draft EIR Pages,” for the actual text revision.

Response 5

The requested correction concerning the Angeles National Forest in Section 3.16, Parks and Recreation,

pages 3.16-11 and 3.16-12 of the Revised Draft EIR has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised

Final EIR entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for the actual text revision.

Response 6

The requested correction concerning trails to Section 3.16, Parks and Recreation, page 3.16-13 of the

Revised Draft EIR has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final EIR entitled, “Revised Draft

EIR Pages,” for the actual text revision.

Response 7

The requested correction to Section 3.16, Parks and Recreation, page 3.16-13 of the Revised Draft EIR has

been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final EIR entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for the

actual text revision.
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Response 8

The requested correction to Section 3.16, Parks and Recreation, page 3.16-13 of the Revised Draft EIR has

been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final EIR entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for the

actual text revision.

Response 9

The requested correction to the Santa Clara River Trail discussion in Section 3.16, Parks and Recreation,

pages 3.16-14 and -15 of the Revised Draft EIR has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final

EIR entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for the actual text revision.

Response 10

The requested correction to the Los Pinetos Trail discussion in Section 3.16, Parks and Recreation, page

3.16-15 and 3.16-16 of the Revised Draft EIR has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final

EIR entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for the actual text revision.

Response 11

The requested correction to the Placerita Creek Trail discussion in Section 3.16, Parks and Recreation,

page 3.16-16 of the Revised Draft EIR has been made. Please see the portion of the Revised Final EIR

entitled, “Revised Draft EIR Pages,” for the actual text revision.

Response 12

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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