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Letter No. G1 Maureen Davidheiser, September 21, 2011

Response 1

The commenter expresses her opposition to the proposed Santa Felicia Significant Ecological Area (SEA)

designation and reiterates comments made in Letter No. D63 and Letter No. D86.

Please see responses to Letter No. D63 and Letter No. D86.
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Letter No. G2 Sierra Club, September 22, 2011

Introduction

This response addresses the letter from the Sierra Club, dated September 22, 2011. Please note that this

letter included a number of attachments, all of which are presented with this response.

Response 1

General Comment

This comment is introductory in nature and does not require a response. Responses to substantive issues

raised in this letter are provided below.

Response 2

Response to Chloride Comments

Comments point out that on May 27, 2011, the Los Angeles RWQCB issued administrative notices of

violation to SCVSD regarding the Valencia and Saugus WRPs. On June 27, 2011, the SCVSD responded to

the RWQCB and recommended to its Board of Directors that staff prepare a Wastewater Facilities Plan

and EIR for facilities to comply with a final effluent chloride limit of 100 mg/L at the point of discharge

and begin design of the facilities. On July 26, 2011, the SCVSD Board of Directors approved the staff

recommendation. The SCVSD estimates that it will complete the Wastewater Facilities Plan and EIR by

December 31, 2012.

As part of the Wastewater Facilities Plan and EIR, SCVSD intends to address an alternative compliance

approach that responds to changed chloride conditions as of 2011, which would fully protect all

designated beneficial uses in the Santa Clara River watershed. The SCVSD believes that changed

conditions will show that it is more environmentally and economically sound to implement an alternative

compliance approach, rather than an advanced treatment approach, in meeting a 100 mg/L final effluent

limit. As part of this effort, the SCVSD also intends to perform the modeling and scientific and technical

studies necessary to demonstrate the adequacy of its alternative compliance approach and to request

reopening of the chloride TMDL at a later time based on the modeling in those studies.

The comment also disputes the position of the Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) and the Sanitation

Districts that water from the Kern area serves to reduce the chloride concentration in State Water Project

(SWP) water. Chloride levels in the Upper Santa Clara River have improved significantly since 2009, in

part as a result of court-imposed pumping restriction on State Water Project (SWP) operations, coupled

with implementation of groundwater banking and pump back operations along the SWP aqueduct. Peak

SWP chloride concentrations at Castaic Lake during drought conditions have been reduced from

historical values exceeding 100 mg/L to a current range of 80 – 85 mg/L.
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SCVSD has achieved a significant reduction of effluent chloride levels through the water softener renewal

program. As a result of this program and the improved SWP water quality, effluent chloride levels have

dropped approximately 70 mg/L since 2003. Further actions by the SCVSD, including a water softener

ban enforcement program that has been initiated and the commitment to upgrade the Valencia and

Saugus WRPs to ultraviolet disinfection, will further lower effluent chloride levels by 10 mg/L to 15 mg/L.

Further responses to these topics can be found in Topical Response 4: Chloride, which is included in this

document.

Response 3

Response to Comments Regarding Health Concerns Related to Perchlorate

In the letter, the Sierra Club provides information regard the health effects from perchlorate. The

comment also indicates that the public in the Santa Clarita Valley was not alerted to the closure of a

drinking water well due to perchlorate pollution.

The Revised Final EIR contains a thorough update of the detection of perchlorate in the local

groundwater basin, including the recent detection of perchlorate in Valencia Water Company’s Well 201

(see Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update). The topical response summarizes the current status of the

perchlorate cleanup in the groundwater basin.

Response 4

Response to Comments Regarding “New Information” Associated with Perchlorate Discovered in

Well 201

This comment claims that the recent discovery of perchlorate in Well 201 is not disclosed or addressed in

the Revised EIR. This is incorrect as this topic is specifically described in the Revised Final EIR Topical

Response 1: Perchlorate Update. In summary, a total of seven municipal drinking water wells, each

located relatively near the site of the former Whittaker-Bermite munitions facility, have been taken out of

service for varying periods of time since perchlorate was first detected in the groundwater in 1997. The

seven closed wells include six originally impacted wells and the recent closure of Valencia Water

Company Well 201.

Five of the six originally impacted wells have been either returned to service with perchlorate treatment

facilities or replaced by new wells drawing from the non-impacted portion of the groundwater basin. The

five wells collectively restore much of the temporarily lost well capacity. An additional two wells will be

drilled to restore the operational flexibility that existed prior to the detection of perchlorate.
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Specific to Well 201, Valencia Water Company plans to actively seek remediation and restore the

impacted well capacity in the near term. With that said, however, Well 201 remains out of service since

August 2010. Valencia Water Company’s plan is to either replace the closed well with a new replacement

well in a non-perchlorate impacted portion of the groundwater basin, or install wellhead treatment at the

well site in order to treat the water to non-detect levels, which has been successfully accomplished by

Valencia Water Company at another well site (Well Q2). Nonetheless, it is important to emphasize that

Well 201 was taken out of service in August 2010, and has not been returned to municipal supply service

since that time. Before either remediation option takes place, Valencia Water Company has committed to

working with CLWA and the regulatory agencies (e.g., Department of Public Health, or DPH) before

implementation of either remediation option. This includes an ongoing effort by the Valencia Water

Company and CLWA to update the existing groundwater modeling to assist in addressing questions

from the regulatory agencies.1

The Well 201 capacity also is not included in the active groundwater sources listed in the 2010 Urban

Water Management Plan (UWMP),2 and its capacity will not be "counted" in water supply calculations

until it is remediated. The recently adopted 2010 UWMP also finds that there are sufficient water supplies

to meet the Santa Clarita Valley's existing and planned water demand through 2050 — without taking

into account the capacity from the inactivated Well 201.

In response to Sierra Club claims surrounding Valencia Water Company’s detection of perchlorate in

Well 201, the County provided responses based on the OVOV Draft EIR, Section 3.13, Water Service, and

Final EIR Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update.

In summary, in August 2010, perchlorate was detected at Well 201 at levels below the regulatory

standard (i.e., level of 5 ppb was detected and the standard is 6 ppb). The Valencia Water

Company, owner and operator of Well 201, immediately took the well out of service and notified the state

DPH, of the detection. The DPH directed Valencia Water Company to perform quarterly testing at the

inactive well to track perchlorate levels. The Valencia Water Company has voluntarily elected to perform

monthly testing.

By April 2011, the Valencia Water Company had gathered sufficient data to conclude that: (1) the

perchlorate levels at Well 201 were above the adopted maximum contaminant level (MCL) on a regular

basis; and (2) remediation would be required. The Valencia Water Company notified CLWA, the other

water purveyors, the County,3 the City, and others that the well was impacted by perchlorate at levels

1 Pers. Comm. Keith Abercrombie, General Manager, Valencia Water Company, September 30, 2011.

2 For a copy of the 2010 UWMP, please see Appendix F3.13.

3 For a copy of the letter from Valencia Water Company to the County, please see Appendix F3.13.
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over the regulatory standard. The Valencia Water Company also requested that Well 201's supply be

excluded from the 2010 UWMP supply calculations until the well is fully remediated. The Valencia Water

Company took this action to ensure that the 2010 UWMP would adequately address the impacted well.

In summary, CLWA’s "pump and treat" program has been endorsed by DPH, and has been successful in

containing the spread of perchlorate in the basin. The detection of perchlorate in Well 201 is attributable

to the length of time it took to get the "pump and treat" program up and running, not to the effectiveness

of the program.

Before issuing a permit to a water utility for use of an impaired source as part of the utility's overall water

supply permit, DPH requires that studies and engineering work be performed to demonstrate that

pumping the well and treating the water will be protective of public health for users of the water. The

DPH approved the return to service of the previously closed Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 wells, and

specifically approved the Final Interim Remedial Action Plan for the containment and extraction of

perchlorate in January 2006. Therefore, DPH determined that the local water agencies devised a treatment

approach that adequately contains the perchlorate contamination and is protective of public health;

otherwise, DPH would not have authorized and permitted the Saugus 1 and 2 "pump and treat" program.

The DPH endorsement of CLWA's "pump and treat" program is consistent with multiple technical

reports referenced in the EIR and 2010 UWMP that have determined that the pumping rates at the

restored Saugus wells are sufficient to prevent further migration of perchlorate in the Saugus Formation

groundwater.

According to the 2010 UWMP, the primary reason for the recent detection of perchlorate in Well 201 is

the length of time it took between the initial detection of perchlorate in the basin in 1997 and actual

implementation of the "pump and treat" containment program in 2010. As reported in the 2010 UWMP,

Appendix I, the combination of litigation, settlement, permitting, and construction constrained actual

implementation of the containment program until 2010, six years after the impact of the containment

program on perchlorate migration in groundwater was analyzed. That time, combined with the

preceding seven years since perchlorate first impacted water supply wells, resulted in a greater risk of

downgradient migration of perchlorate in the Saugus Formation, and is considered the primary reason

for the recent detection of perchlorate in Well 201.

Responsive to the Sierra Club’s call for additional testing, on August 4, 2011, the DPH sent letters to both

Valencia Water Company and Newhall County Water District requesting that the local water agencies

increase perchlorate monitoring from annually to quarterly at specified wells. The County has confirmed
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that both water agencies will conduct the perchlorate monitoring quarterly as requested by the DPH;

therefore, adequate oversight from the appropriate regulatory agency, DPH, is in place.

As to the Sierra Club’s modeling comments, it should be noted that Well 201 has been taken out of

service, and is not a supply relied upon in the recently adopted 2010 UWMP. As such, Well 201 is not

currently in operation or being pumped; and, therefore, it is not causing perchlorate to “spread” as

claimed. As to requests by DPH for modeling, the modeling would not be needed, unless and until

Valencia Water Company were to place Well 201 back into service as a municipal supply source with

wellhead treatment installed. Under such circumstances, Valencia Water Company would coordinate its

efforts with CLWA and the regulatory agencies in the event additional modeling were needed in the

future.4

Based on the information presented in the Revised Final EIR, Section 3.13, Water Service, and Topical

Response 1: Perchlorate Update, an adequate supply of existing and planned water exists to meet the

needs of Santa Clarita Valley residents now and in the future, despite the loss in capacity due to the

perchlorate-impacted wells.

In summary, two of the originally impacted Saugus wells, Saugus 1 and 2, were placed back in service in

January 2011, restoring approximately 3,544 acre-feet (af) of water supply in a normal year. (2010 UWMP,

Table 3-9.) The contaminated Stadium Well and VWC Well 157 have been replaced and the pumping

capacity lost due to that contamination has been restored with two new replacement wells in non-

impacted portions of the basin.

Based on this information, the conclusions reached in the Revised Final EIR that groundwater from

existing and replacement wells is available to assist in meeting the current and projected water demands

for the Santa Clarita Valley is reasonable and supported by the evidence.

In addition, the Sierra Club’s reliance on the 2004 Court of Appeal decision is not applicable. First, the

County is not responsible for the ongoing efforts to remediate perchlorate in the groundwater basin. This

clean-up effort remains with CLWA, the retail suppliers, and the regulatory agencies providing oversight.

Second, as evidenced in Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update, substantial progress has been made in

responding to the detection of perchlorate, and substantial facilities needed for remediation/treatment are

in place and actively monitored by CLWA, the local retail suppliers, and several regulatory agencies,

which was not necessarily the case in the early 2000 era.

4 Pers. Comm. Keith Abercrombie, General Manager, Valencia Water Company, September 30, 2011.
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Third, there is a timeline for remediation (replacement or wellhead treatment) of Valencia Water

Company’s Well 201. The Valencia Water Company plans to actively seek remediation (replacement or

wellhead treatment) under the Whittaker-Bermite perchlorate litigation settlement agreement and rapidly

restore the impacted well capacity. Given Valencia Water Company’s experience of: (1) bringing its Well

Q2 back into production; (2) actions under the DPH 97-005 Policy Memo; (3) participating in bringing

treatment facilities on line for the Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 wells; and (4) replacing capacity for its Well 157,

Valencia Water Company has determined that it could either install wellhead treatment to bring the well

back into service or replace the capacity with a new well within two years. As explained above, this time

estimate is conservative because of Valencia Water Company's prior success in 2005 in restoring Well Q2

to municipal-supply service within an approximate six-month period. As explained, there also are now

funds in place to remediate Well 201 upon the permitting and installation of wellhead treatment or

replacement of Well 201's capacity with a new replacement well.

Fourth, from a regional perspective, CLWA and the local retail suppliers have evaluated the perchlorate

impact upon the groundwater basin, and continue to monitor perchlorate in the basin, with the assistance

of the regulatory agencies (e.g., DPH, DTSC). For a detailed discussion of that regional effort, please see

the recently adopted 2010 UWMP, Appendix I, which is found in Appendix F3.13. Based on the

information presented in the OVOV Draft EIR and Final EIR, there is no reason to defer or delay

consideration of the OVOV Plan.
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Letter No. G3. California Department of Transportation, September 23, 2011

Response 1

The comment refers to the January 21, 2011 letter submitted by the California Department of

Transportation (Caltrans) commenting on the Draft EIR for the proposed Area Plan, and the related

County responses included in the Final EIR. The comment is an introduction to comments that follow and

no further response can be provided.

Response 2

The comment states that Caltrans, as a commenting/responsible agency under the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), has jurisdiction superceding that of the Metropolitan Transportation

Authority (MTA, or Metro) in identifying the freeway analysis necessary for the Area Plan update.

County staff acknowledges the comment, which will be made available to the decision makers prior to a

final decision on the proposed Area Plan.

Response 3

The comment states that Caltrans is responsible for obtaining measures that will offset project vehicle trip

generation that worsens Caltrans facilities and hence, it does not adhere to the Congestion Management

Program (CMP) guide of 150/50 or more vehicle trips added before freeway/highway analysis is needed.

The referenced 150/50 or more vehicle trips is the threshold under the CMP for conducting a CMP impact

analysis; that is, if a project would add 150 or more peak hour vehicle trips in either direction to a freeway

monitoring location, or 50 or more peak hour trips to a designated CMP intersection, the CMP requires

that an impact analysis be conducted. (See 2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County,

Appendix D – Guidelines for CMP Transportation Impact Analysis, D.4 Study Area.) In this case, the EIR

does include an analysis of the proposed Area Plan’s potential impacts on Caltrans’ facilities in the study

area (i.e., Interstate 5 (I-5), State Route 14 (SR-14), and State Route 126 (SR-126), with impacts identified

and mitigation proposed, without consideration of whether the proposed Area Plan would add the

requisite CMP vehicle trips. Furthermore, as shown below, the analysis evaluated multiple freeway

locations, not just the designated CMP monitoring locations required for a CMP analysis, thereby

exceeding what is required for a CMP analysis.

EIR Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation, pages 3.2-26 through 3.2-62, and the supporting traffic

technical report, One Valley One Vision Valley-Wide Traffic Study, Austin-Foust Associates, Inc., (June 22,

2010) (AFA Technical Report), present an analysis of the potential impacts to the roadways located in the

proposed Area Plan study area, which includes the segment of SR-126 west of I-5 to the County line, the

segments of I-5 located between the SR-14 interchange to the south and the Parker Road interchange to
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the north, and the segments of SR-14 located between the I-5 interchange to the south and the Agua Dulce

Canyon Road interchange to the north.

As to SR-126, the EIR analyzes the potential impacts to roadway segments, including SR-126, at pages 3.2-

28 through 3.2-47. EIR Table 3.2-8, ADT V/C and LOS – Existing Conditions vs. OVOV Buildout

Conditions (With Highway Plan Roadways), and Table 3.2-9, Future Level of Service Summary –

Arterial Roadways, lists the volume, vehicle/capacity (V/C) ratio, and LOS for existing conditions,

conditions based on buildout of the currently adopted Area Plan, and conditions based on buildout of the

proposed Area Plan. The tables show that all of the SR-126 segments would operate at acceptable LOS C

or D under buildout of the proposed Area Plan.

As to freeways, EIR Table 3.2-13, Freeway Level of Service, lists the levels of service (LOS) for the AM

and PM peak hours in the northbound and southbound directions under existing conditions, conditions

based on buildout of the currently adopted Area Plan, and conditions based on buildout of the proposed

Area Plan. As stated in the EIR, the table shows that all of the study area freeway segments would

operate at LOS F under buildout of the currently adopted Area Plan or under buildout of the proposed

Area Plan if the additional freeway lanes to be constructed as part of the I-5 SR-14 to Parker Road project

(I-5 Improvement Project) and North County Combined Highway Corridors Study are not added to the

existing configuration. (EIR pp. 3.2-58 - 59.) As a result, the EIR concludes that “roadway conditions

would only improve with the implementation of roadway improvements. Therefore, impacts would

remain potentially significant without mitigation.” (EIR p. 3.2-62.) As a result, mitigation is proposed that

requires the County to work with Caltrans as it adds additional lanes to the I-5 freeway through the I-5

Improvement Project; and to continue to participate in implementing SR-14 improvements. (See EIR

p. 3.2-79, mitigation measures 3.2.1, and 3.2.2.)

The analysis of Caltrans facilities presented in the EIR is based on the analysis presented in the AFA

Technical Report. Analysis of the I-5 and SR-14 freeways is presented in AFA Technical Report Section

4.4, and Appendix E to the report contains the detailed demand to capacity (D/C) ratio calculations

prepared for the I-5 and SR-14 freeways. Analysis of SR-126 is included in Section 4.2.1, Long-Range

Levels of Service, Arterial Roadway Segments. The CMP analysis is presented separately in Section 4.5.

(A copy of the AFA Technical Report is included in Draft EIR, Appendix 3.2.)

Response 4

The comment states that MTA's CMP, in acknowledging Caltrans' role, stipulates that Caltrans must be

consulted to identify specific locations to be analyzed on the State Highway System.

2.0-2789



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

As noted in Response 3, the EIR analyzed the project’s potential impacts to each of the three Caltrans

facilities located within the Santa Clarita Valley planning area, namely the I-5, SR-14, and SR-126. The

traffic study derived the study area for the State Highway system based on Caltrans' response to the

project's Notice of Preparation (NOP). Caltrans' input on the proposed Area Plan and the analysis of

transportation related impacts was solicited early in the environmental review process, prior to

preparation of the traffic study as part of the NOP process. In response, Caltrans provided a letter, dated

September 15, 2008, that addressed various aspects of the traffic analysis for the proposed Area Plan. In

the letter, Caltrans noted that the State highway facilities that provide regional access to the Santa Clarita

Valley planning area and, therefore, are likely to be impacted by future development activity are I-5, SR-

14, and SR-126, each of which was subsequently incorporated into the traffic study for analysis. (See NOP

Comment Letter, September 15, 2008, p. 2.)

Response 5

The comment states the County is reminded that although the lead agency is required to comply with the

Los Angeles County CMP standards and thresholds of significance, Caltrans does not consider the CMP

criteria alone to be adequate for the analysis of transportation impacts pursuant to a CEQA review.

County staff acknowledges the comment, which will be made available to the decision makers prior to a

final decision on the proposed Area Plan. The County notes further that the performance criteria utilized

in the traffic impacts analysis is LOS E, which, while consistent with CMP standards, is also consistent

with the recently completed Caltrans Project Report for the I-5 Improvement Project, which showed that

long-range future conditions with the improvements in place would result in conditions no worse than

LOS E within the Santa Clarita Valley planning area. Therefore, LOS E represents a reasonable criteria by

which to evaluate the proposed Area Plan since LOS E is the expected long-range condition LOS

identified by Caltrans for I-5. (The Caltrans Project Report I-5 HOV and Truck Lane Project From SR-14 to

Parker Road in Los Angeles County (EA 07-2332E0, EA 07-2332A0), August 2009, is incorporated by

reference and available for review at the County offices.) Additionally, in response to Caltrans' previous

comments, the County has added a new policy to the proposed Area Plan's Circulation Element under

which the County will collaborate with Caltrans and Metro to revise the CMP impact thresholds. Please

see Response 7, below.

The comment states further that the Caltrans Guide directs preparers of traffic impact analyses to consult

with the local District as early as possible to determine the appropriate requirements and criteria of

significance to be used in the traffic impact analysis. The comment adds that when traffic is added to

already deficient highway conditions (LOS “F”) it is considered a cumulatively significant impact as it

may contribute to the extension of the congestion period.
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As noted in Response 4, the County sought Caltrans’ input regarding the traffic impact analysis through

the CEQA NOP process, which marked the beginning of the analyses undertaken pursuant to CEQA. As

to the comment that when traffic is added to a highway operating at LOS F it is considered a

cumulatively significant impact, the courts interpreting CEQA have rejected the position that any

incremental contribution to an existing cumulatively significant environmental condition, no matter how

small, must always be treated as a significant cumulative impact; the one additional molecule rule is not

the law. Communities for a Better Environment v. California Resources Agency (2002) 103 Cal. App. 4th 98, 120;

Kostka & Zischke, 1 Practice Under the California Environmental Quality Act (2nd ed. 2008; January 2011

Update), section 13.52.

In any event, as shown in EIR Section 3.2, only the segment of I-5 north of SR-14 currently operates at

LOS F (in the southbound direction during the AM peak hour); all other study area segments of I-5 and

SR-14 within the Santa Clarita Valley planning area are shown to currently operate at levels of service

better than LOS F during the peak hour periods. (See EIR Table 3.2-13, p. 3.2-60.) With respect to the I-5

segment currently operating at deficient conditions, as shown on EIR Table 3.2-13, with implementation

of the I-5 Improvement Project that is currently underway, this segment of I-5 would operate at LOS D/E

under “with project” conditions. (See EIR Table 3.2-13, p. 3.2-61.) As to SR-126, each of the study area

segments presently operates at LOS A. (EIR Table 3.2-8, p. 3.2-31.)

Additionally, while the currently adopted Area Plan would result in LOS F conditions at multiple

segments of I-5 and SR-14, in all instances the ADT generated by the proposed Area Plan would be less

than the currently adopted Area Plan and, therefore, by this measure, the proposed Area Plan would not

add vehicle trips to these facilities. (See AFA Technical Report, Table 4-6: Freeway Volume Summary

and Table 4-7: Freeway Level of Service Summary.) The EIR traffic impact analysis showed that the

proposed Area Plan would result in LOS equal to, or better, than conditions without the proposed Area

Plan, and that traffic volumes on the State Highway system generally would be reduced at locations

where deficiencies occur. (See, e.g., EIR Table 3.2-13, and AFA Technical Report, Table 4-6: Freeway

Volume Summary and Table 4-7: Freeway Level of Service Summary.)

Response 6

The comment states that when the Traffic Impact Analysis states that the proposed development would

not exceed Los Angeles County’s CMP criteria of significance for freeways and highways, the CMP traffic

analysis also fails to provide adequate information as to the potential cumulative effect of the added

traffic, referring to section 15065(3) of the CEQA Guidelines. The comment states further that when

analyzing State facilities, the project applicant or consultant should consult with Caltrans as early as

possible to avoid non-compliance of CEQA requirements.

2.0-2791



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

As discussed in the prior responses, the EIR and supporting AFA Technical Report adequately

demonstrate the cumulative effect of the proposed Area Plan by providing a comparison of existing

conditions to the future cumulative conditions, with and without the proposed Area Plan. In doing so,

the EIR complies with CEQA’s requirements. With respect to the referenced CMP criteria, please see

Response 5, above. As to the referenced CEQA Guidelines section, the section addresses when an EIR

must be prepared, as compared to when only a negative declaration or other CEQA document may be

prepared. Specific to the comment, the section requires that an EIR be prepared when a project has

possible environmental effects that are individually limited but “cumulatively considerable.” The County

prepared an EIR in this instance, so the County has complied with the section. Moreover, the CEQA

Guidelines section does not provide specific thresholds to be applied in determining when an impact is

cumulatively considerable, nor does it provide support for the position that the application of CMP

thresholds in determining cumulative impacts is inadequate under CEQA. (See State CEQA Guidelines

section 15065.)

As to the comment that when analyzing State facilities, the project applicant or consultant should consult

with Caltrans as early as possible to avoid non-compliance of CEQA requirements, the County

acknowledges the comment, which will be made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision

on the proposed Area Plan.

Response 7

The comment states that Caltrans encourages the County to incorporate the above discussion into the

proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element. In response, the County notes the following revisions to

policies under Objective C-1.3 in the proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element that have been made in

response to Caltrans’ prior comments submitted in its letter dated January 21, 2011 (double underline

indicates new text; strikeout indicates deleted text):

Policy C-1.3.2: Participate in updates to the CMP and collaborate with Caltrans and Metro to

revise CMP impact thresholds, ensuring that they are adequate and appropriate.

Policy C-1.3.5: Continue coordination coordinating with Caltrans on circulation and land use

decisions that may affect Interstate 5, State Route 14, and State Route 126, and

support programs to increase capacity and improve operations on these

highways.
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Policy C-1.3.6: Collaborate with Caltrans and Metro to implement the recommendations of the

North County Combined Highways Corridor Study and support efforts by

Metro to update this Study after SCAG adopts a Sustainable Communities

Strategy.

Policy C-1.3.7: Support the Golden State Gateway Coalition in its advocacy efforts to improve

the Interstate 5 corridor, recognizing that the corridor facilitates regional and

international travel that impacts the Santa Clarita Valley.

In addition, the County notes the proposed Area Plan policies include the following Circulation Element

policies to facilitate funding for transportation-related improvements:

Policy C-2.6.1: Require that new development construct or provide its fair share of the cost of

transportation improvements, and that required improvements or in-lieu

contributions are in place to support the development prior to occupancy. (EIR

p. 3.2-56.)

Policy C-2.6.2: Evaluate the feasibility of establishing a joint City/County Intelligent

Transportation Management System (ITMS) impact fee for new development

that is unable to otherwise mitigate its impacts to the roadway system through

implementation of the adopted Highway Plan. (EIR p. 3.2-56.)

Policy C 2.6.3: Support local, regional, state, and federal agencies in identifying and

implementing funding alternatives for the Valley’s transportation system. (EIR

p. 3.2-56.)

As the County noted in its responses to Caltrans’ comments on the Revised Draft EIR, the County met

with Caltrans on March 24, 2011 and expressed a willingness to work with and support Caltrans and

other agencies, such as MTA, South Coast Association of Governments (SCAG), and the Golden State

Gateway Coalition, in their efforts to respond to and mitigate regional traffic impacts. In furtherance of

that effort, and in response to the comments submitted by Caltrans, the County will add the following

mitigation measure to Final EIR, Section 3.2, Transportation and Circulation:

3.2.4 In those instances in which a traffic impact analysis prepared for project-specific

development within the County's Santa Clarita Valley planning area identifies significant

impacts to State highway facilities within the meaning of CEQA, the County shall require

that the applicant work cooperatively with Caltrans to identify and implement feasible

mitigation, if any, consistent with the requirements of CEQA.
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The County appreciates the comments submitted by Caltrans as part of the EIR process for the proposed

Area Plan. The comments will be made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the

proposed Area Plan.
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September 21, 2011

Los Angeles Regional Planning Commission
Mitch Glaser, Planner
L.A.County Dept. of Regional Planning
300 W. Temple St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: One Valley One Vision Santa Clarita Area Plan Update for Wednesday Sept. 28th

Honorable Commissioners and Mr. Glaser:

ago, and reformed in 2010. The vision of the CAG is to create a future where all residents and
users of the soil, air and water in the SCV will find a clean, safe, accessible and healthy
environment for living, work, and recreation both now and in the future. One of our stated goals
is to ensure that regulatory agencies responsible for monitoring clean-up activities provide
adequate oversight to ensure that all work is conducted in the safest possible manner, and that
the health, safety and general welfare of the surrounding communities are protected at all times.

The County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning provides oversight for planning
issues including the General Plan Update known as One Valley One Vision. That Plan includes
the Whittaker Bermite Property. It also relies on water from the Saugus Aquifer that has been
polluted by ammonium perchlorate, TCE, PCE and other various organic compounds.
Additionally, a soil extraction clean up operation is now underway that emits pollutants into our
air.

We believe the County has not adequately addressed these issues in its One Valley One Vision
General Plan update, nor in the accompanying EIR. We therefore ask that this Plan not be

Spread of Ammonium Perchlorate Pollution to Well V201

We are especially concerned about the spread of ammonium perchlorate pollution to a new
Saugus well owned by Valencia Water Company and located just off Valencia Blvd. near City
Hall and the Whole Foods market. This information substantially changes water quality
information reported in the EIR and to the public.

We only learned of this well closure on June 9th, 2011, when the Newhall Signal ran a news
story regarding the spread of the pollution plume to Valencia Saugus water well 201. We have
attached the press release.

Interestingly, it noted that this well has been closed since August 2010. However, this
information was not provided in the OVOV Plan or the in EIR. Why was it left out of the Plan?
This seems to have been a deliberate effort to miss-inform the public and the decision-makers.
We strongly p

As the County knows, this is an extremely serious matter since it means that the pollution plume
s moving at a

much faster rate of travel than previously estimated would occur.

The Saugus Aquifer is a main source of ground water and local water supply as reported by the
EIR and the 2011 Urban Water Management Plan, available to County planners and

1

2

3

4

Letter No. G4
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Commissioners. Shutting down this well will have the effect of reducing water supply for the
OVOV build out. This impact must be reviewed and a plan provided to mitigate for any loss to
our water supply or reduction in our drinking water quality.

While Valencia Water Co. states that they will return the well to service in six months, we note
that it took over ten years to return Saugus Wells 1 and 2 to service, Further, if pumping from
this well continues, such pumping would likely also continue to draw the pollution plume in a
westerly direction, spreading the plume into an even greater portion of the Saugus aquifer and
possibly making that ground water source unusable.

This now likely possibility has major implications for water supply in the Santa Clarita Valley.
The CAG therefore believes it is imperative that the County delay approval of the One Valley
One Vision Plan and EIR in its current iteration. We believe the Plan must now be re-written to
address these areas of concern:

1. Water supply from well 201 should be permanently removed as available in the Plan until
new modeling that indicates continued pumping would not spread the plume is completed.
Pump and Treat scenarios are not acceptable if they will merely spread the plume and
pollute more wells.

2.
Agreement, along with Well Q2 should be re-tested on a monthly basis to make sure that
pollution is not occurring there again.

3. All wells in the plume area should be tested for TCE and PCE.
4. All results should be included in the OVOV EIR so that the Commissioners can fully assess

this matter.

Pollution of the Saugus Aquifer is a serious threat to the health and welfare of our community.
Ammonium perchlorate pollution is known to affect the thyroid gland and cause retardation in
small children and fetuses. This is a family community where we pride ourselves on providing a
safe environment for children. The Commission must take this new threat to our water supply
seriously by not approving an extensive buildout scenario that depends on a polluted water
supply at least until more complete information regarding the extent of the problem is obtained.

Soil Clean up by Vapor Extraction Not Included in Air Quality Analysis
A vapor extraction process is now in use for soil clean up on the Whittiker Bermite Property.
This process is supposed to burn off Volatile Organic Compounds in the soil and capture them
in a scrubber system, but not all pollutants are captured. Both the extraction system and
moving the soil will create additional particulate matter pollution and possibly add to other types
of pollution.

The Santa Clarita Valley is in a non-attainment area for ozone, PM2.5 and PM10 air pollution. In
a rating from marginal to extreme, the SCV was rated severe. Approval of the 2007 Air Quality

-

We do not see the required mitigation measures in the DEIR. Nor is there a discussion of the
milestones that must be reached in order to comply with the 2007 Air Quality Plan. The
attainment date for the PM2.5 plan, due in 2008, is still being processed with the US EPA.

Adverse health effects for particulate pollution as described by the EPA website are as follows:
(a) Exacerbation of symptoms in sensitive patients with respiratory or

cardiovascular disease; (b) Declines in pulmonary function growth in children; and (c)

PM2.5 Same as above.

4

5

6

7
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Without compliance, our children will continue to suffer the high rates of asthma now
experienced in our valley

the Whittiker Bermite Property

ll never be built or not
built in the timeframe indicated in the Plan and environmental documents. Failing to
build these roads makes not only the circulation plan fail, but it also then changes the air
quality and global warming analysis, making these analyses incorrect.

required DS 12 as a condition of approval for any development on the Whittiker Bermite
property, no development is allowed on the property until the site is cleaned of its
extensive contamination.

A lack of insurance funding may also slow or derail the completion of the clean up.

Completion of the clean up is not the only impediment to building these roads. Without
development of that property, now in bankruptcy, the City would not be financially able
on its own to construct the expensive fly over roadways envisioned to serve the higher
elevation of this project site.

The City is well aware of the need for these roads as they clearly state in their brochure
provided at the Whittiker Bermite Open House (attached as exhibit 3):

Parkway, Via Princess Road, and Santa Clarita Parkway) which must be
completed in order to ensure that the City General Plan Circulation Element does

Under the current circumstances, it seems unlikely that these roads will be built any
time soon and may never be built at all. We therefore request that an alternative
Circulation Element be provid

Sincerely,

Glo Donnelly
Chairman
Whittaker Bermite CAG

Attachments:
1. CLWA- Whittaker Bermite Settlement Agreement
2. Press release regarding closure of well 201, June 9th, 2011
3. Settlement Agreement between PERC and the City of Santa Clarita, May 21st 2002
4. Whittaker Bermite City Open House Brochure, Feb 23rd, 2011

7
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Letter No. G4 Glo Donnelly, September 21, 2011

Response 1

The commenter states that the Whittaker Bermite Citizen’s Advisory Group (CAG) was originally formed

over a decade ago and was reformed in 2010. The commenter elaborates on the vision and goals of the

CAG. The commenter then states that the Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning provides

oversight for the proposed Area Plan, which includes the Whittaker Bermite property.

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 2

The commenter states that the proposed Area Plan relies on water from the Saugus Aquifer that has been

polluted by ammonium perchlorate, TCE, PCE and other various organic compounds. The commenter

states that, additionally, a soil extraction cleanup operation at the Whittaker Bermite property is now

underway that emits pollutants into the air.

Please see Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update, Topical Response 4: Chloride, and Response 5

below.

Response 3

The commenter states that the proposed Area Plan and the EIR have not adequately addressed

ammonium perchlorate, TCE, PCE and other various organic compounds in the Saugus Aquifer. The

commenter requests that the Regional Planning Commission not approve the proposed Area Plan or

certify the EIR.

Please see Response 2 above.

Response 4

The commenter states that the CAG is especially concerned about the spread of ammonium perchlorate

pollution to a new Saugus well owned by Valencia Water Company and located just off Valencia

Boulevard near Santa Clarita City Hall and a Whole Foods Market. The commenter states that the spread

of this pollution has major implications for water supply in the Santa Clarita Valley and that the

proposed Area Plan should be re-written to address four areas of concern related to the spread of this

pollution.

Please see Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update and Topical Response 4: Chloride.
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Response 5

The commenter states that a vapor extraction process is now in use for the Whittaker Bermite property,

that this process does not capture all pollutants, and that this process was not included in the air quality

analysis in the EIR. The commenter states that the extraction system and moving the soil will create

additional particulate matter pollution and possibly add to other types of pollution and that this

[RESPONSE CUT OFF AND INCOMPLETE]

The analysis presented in Section 3.3, Air Quality, of the EIR is adequate for a programmatic document

that does not address project specific issues. Section 1.0, Introduction, of the Revised Draft EIR discusses

the level of detail for a Program EIR as follows:

“This EIR can be classified as a “program EIR.” A program EIR may be prepared on a

series of actions that can be characterized as one large project and are related either

geographically; as logical parts in the chain of contemplated actions; in connection with

issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria to govern the conduct of a

continuing program; or as individual activities carried out under the same authorizing

statutory or regulatory authority and having generally similar environmental effects

which can be mitigated in similar ways. The program EIR enables an agency to examine

the overall effects of the proposed course of action and to take steps to avoid unnecessary

adverse environmental effects. According to Section 15168 of the State CEQA Guidelines,

the program EIR will be most helpful in dealing with subsequent activities if it deals with

the effects of the program as specifically and comprehensively as possible. With a good

and detailed analysis of the program, many subsequent activities could be found to be

within the scope of the project described in the program EIR, and no further

environmental documents would be required.

This program EIR evaluates the broad-scale impacts of the County’s proposed Area Plan.

The Area Plan will be a component of the County’s General Plan. The Area Plan EIR,

addressing the potential impacts of the County’s goals, objectives, and policies for the

unincorporated portions of the Valley can be thought of as a “first tier” document. It

evaluates the large-scale impacts on the environment that can be expected to result from

the adoption of the Area Plan, but does not necessarily address the site-specific impacts

that each of the individual development projects that will follow and be implemented the

Area Plan may have. CEQA requires each of those subsequent development projects to

be evaluated for their particular site-specific impacts. These site-specific analyses are

typically encompassed in second-tier documents, such as project EIRs, focused EIRs, and

mitigated negative declarations on individual development projects subject to the Area

Plan, which typically evaluate the impacts of a single activity undertaken to implement

the overall plan. The program EIR can be incorporated by reference into subsequent

documents to focus on new or site-specific impacts.”

(Revised Draft EIR page 1.0-7)
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Furthermore, environmental analysis for the Whitaker Bermite site cleanup was conducted and approved

by responsible agencies several years ago. All environmental impacts associated with cleanup activities

would have been addressed in said environmental analysis.

Response 6

The commenter states that the Santa Clarita Valley is in a non-attainment zone for ozone, PM2.5, and

PM10 air pollution. The commenter states that the 2007 Air Quality Management Plan allowed local

entities to request a “bump up” to the extreme classification for ozone only and that this category change

allowed an extension of time to comply but required the institution of certain mitigation measures and

the attainment of “milestones.” The commenter states that the EIR does not include the aforementioned

mitigation measures or a discussion of the aforementioned milestones.

Please see Letter No. D89, Response 4; Letter No. E1, Responses 49, 50, and 51; and Letter No. E11,

Response 4.

Response 7

The commenter quotes the EPA website, setting forth the adverse health effects for particulate pollution

as described by the EPA website.

The comment does not raise an issue with the EIR. Accordingly, no further response is required. 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 8

The commenter states that it appears that the traffic model has included “paper roads” to serve the

Whittaker Bermite property that will never be built or not built in the timeframe indicated in the

proposed Area Plan and EIR. The commenter states that failing to build these roads would make the

circulation plan fail and would make the air quality and global climate change analyzes in the EIR

incorrect.

Please see Letter No. E5, Response 2; and Letter No. E6, Response 3.

Response 9

The commenter states that no development is allowed on the Whittaker Bermite property until the site is

cleaned of its extensive contamination. The commenter states that, without completion of the cleanup and

subsequent development of the Whittaker Bermite property, the City of Santa Clarita could not afford to

construct roads to serve the Whittaker Bermite property on its own.
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The comment does not raise an issue with the EIR. Accordingly, no further response is required. 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 10

The commenter states that the City of Santa Clarita is aware of the need for roads to serve the Whittaker

Bermite property. The commenter states that, under current circumstances, it seems unlikely that these

roads will be built any time soon and may never be built at all. The commenter requests an alternative

Circulation Element be provided that does not include these roads.

Please see Response 8, above.
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Letter No. G5 Castaic Area Town Council, September 27, 2011

Response 1

The commenter states that the Castaic Area Town Council (Town Council) received a presentation from

Citizens for Castaic regarding Sloan Canyon Road on September 21, 2011. The commenter states that

following this presentation, the Town Council voted (5-4) in favor of sending a letter to the Los Angeles

County Department of Regional Planning requesting that the section of Sloan Canyon Road between

Hillcrest Parkway and Mandolin Canyon Road remain as a Limited Secondary Highway. The commenter

states that the primary consideration of this request was to provide a means of secondary access to the

proposed high school site.

The comment raises 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. G6 Chatten-Brown and Carstens, September 27, 2011

Response 1

The commenter provides an introduction to the comments that follow. No further response is required.

Response 2

The commenter states that the EIR, in proposing to remove the Limited Secondary Highway designation

from the middle portion of Sloan Canyon Road, failed to take into consideration that the William S. Hart

Union High School District is moving forward with the development of the Castaic High School in

Romero Canyon.

Please see Letter No. D79, Response 5.

The commenter further states that the Castaic High School project would serve as a catalyst for additional

development that would utilize Sloan Canyon Road.

The comment speculates as to the growth-inducing impacts of the proposed Castaic High School project

and the comment is directed to the proposed Castaic High School project, not the EIR for the proposed

Area Plan. An analysis of the growth-inducing impacts of the proposed Area Plan is presented in EIR

Section 9.0, Growth Inducing Impacts. The comment does not raise any specific issue regarding the

analysis in EIR Section 9.0, Growth Inducing Impacts, so a specific response cannot be provided nor is

required. The comment will be included as part of the record and will be made available to the decision

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

Response 3

The commenter states that maintaining the Limited Secondary Highway designation would provide safer

and more convenient access to the proposed Castaic High School, new residential development, and

other local traffic.

Please see Letter No. D79, Response 4 and Response 6; and Letter No. E10, Response 2.

The commenter further states that development of Sloan Canyon Road would be limited to 28 feet under

the Castaic Area Community Standards District.

Please see Letter No. D79, Response 7.
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Response 4

The commenter states that she has attached a report prepared by traffic expert Tom Brohard responding

to statements made in the Final EIR regarding the removal of the Limited Secondary Highway

designation from the middle section of Sloan Canyon Road.

Please see Responses 10 to 34, below.

Response 5

The commenter states that Mr. Brohard found that the proposed Castaic High School project would

generate 7,400 vehicle trips per day and that at least 2,700 of those vehicle trips would access the

proposed Castaic High School via Sloan Canyon Road between Hillcrest Parkway and Mandolin Canyon

Road. The commenter states that the maximum capacity of a local street is 2,000 vehicles per day and if

Sloan Canyon Road is downgraded to a local street, it would be inadequate to provide access to the

proposed High School or to the residential development that will likely be spurred by the proposed High

School.

Please see Response 2 above. In addition, on October 6, 2011, the William S. Hart Union High School

District released a Revised Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the proposed Castaic High School project. The

Revised NOP identified two options for public access to the proposed Castaic High School, and only one

option provides for public access from the south via Sloan Canyon Road beginning at Hillcrest Parkway.

The Revised NOP states that both options will be evaluated in the EIR for the proposed Castaic High

School project, and at the time this Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was prepared, the EIR for the

proposed Castaic High School project had not been released. Therefore, the commenter is speculating as

to how many vehicle trips, if any, would access the proposed Castaic High School from the south via

Sloan Canyon Road.

Response 6

The commenter states that a 28-foot-wide local street would be unsafe as an access route for the proposed

Castaic High School because the width limitations would eliminate the ability to provide bike lanes for

students. The commenter states that maintaining the Limited Secondary Highway designation would

ensure that there is adequate space for turn lanes for high school students and residents with horse

trailers. The commenter states that if Sloan Canyon Road were downgraded to a local street, the

inadequate width and inability to add a turn lane will increase localized pollution hot spots and will

contribute to greenhouse gas emissions.

Please see Response 5, above, and Letter No. D79, Responses 4, 6, and 7.
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Response 7

The commenter states that the Final EIR cites State CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(a) to support the claim

that the County need not consider traffic generated by the proposed Castaic High School when proposing

to remove the Limited Secondary Highway designation for Sloan Canyon Road. The commenter states

that CEQA Guidelines Section 15125(a) deals with the baseline environment that the County has the

discretion to select a differing baseline if it would provide a more accurate assessment of the impacts of

removing the Limited Secondary Highway designation. The commenter states that the proposed Castaic

High School should be considered as a reasonably foreseeable and cumulatively considerable project and

that the County should not ignore the high likelihood that the proposed Castaic High School will use

Sloan Canyon Road for access.

Please see Response 2 and Response 5 above. The County believes that an appropriate baseline

environment was selected in light of the fact that comments related to the proposed Castaic High School

project remain speculative, including comments related to use of Sloan Canyon Road for public access,

and in light of the fact that the EIR for the proposed Area Plan is a programmatic document that does not

address project specific issues. Revised Draft EIR Section 1.0, Introduction, discusses the level of detail

necessary for a Program EIR as follows:

“This EIR can be classified as a “program EIR.” A program EIR may be prepared on a

series of actions that can be characterized as one large project and are related either

geographically; as logical parts in the chain of contemplated actions; in connection with

issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria to govern the conduct of a

continuing program; or as individual activities carried out under the same authorizing

statutory or regulatory authority and having generally similar environmental effects

which can be mitigated in similar ways. The program EIR enables an agency to examine

the overall effects of the proposed course of action and to take steps to avoid unnecessary

adverse environmental effects. According to Section 15168 of the State CEQA Guidelines,

the program EIR will be most helpful in dealing with subsequent activities if it deals with

the effects of the program as specifically and comprehensively as possible. With a good

and detailed analysis of the program, many subsequent activities could be found to be

within the scope of the project described in the program EIR, and no further

environmental documents would be required.

This program EIR evaluates the broad-scale impacts of the County’s proposed Area Plan.

The Area Plan will be a component of the County’s General Plan. The Area Plan EIR,

addressing the potential impacts of the County’s goals, objectives, and policies for the

unincorporated portions of the Valley can be thought of as a “first tier” document. It

evaluates the large-scale impacts on the environment that can be expected to result from

the adoption of the Area Plan, but does not necessarily address the site-specific impacts

that each of the individual development projects that will follow and be implemented the

Area Plan may have. CEQA requires each of those subsequent development projects to

be evaluated for their particular site-specific impacts. These site-specific analyses are
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typically encompassed in second-tier documents, such as project EIRs, focused EIRs, and

mitigated negative declarations on individual development projects subject to the Area

Plan, which typically evaluate the impacts of a single activity undertaken to implement

the overall plan. The program EIR can be incorporated by reference into subsequent

documents to focus on new or site-specific impacts.”

(Revised Draft EIR page 1.0-7)

Response 8

The commenter states that the community overwhelmingly supports maintaining the Limited Secondary

Highway designation on all of Sloan Canyon Road, as demonstrated by the commenter’s July 11, 2011

letter. The commenter states that the Castaic Area Town Council voted on September 21, 2011 to support

a request to the County that the Limited Secondary Highway designation be maintained and that the

William S. Hart Union High School District and the developer for the proposed Castaic High School

project have also expressed their support for maintaining the Limited Secondary Highway designation on

all of Sloan Canyon Road.

The comment raises 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 9

The commenter summarizes the preceding comments. No further response is required.

Attachment 3 – Letter from Tom Brohard, September 27, 2011

Response 10

The commenter states that he provided comments on the Revised Draft EIR for the proposed Area Plan.

The commenter states that he has reviewed the responses to his comments in the Final EIR for the

proposed Area Plan and that he noted that no changes were made to Revised Draft EIR Section 3.2,

Transportation and Circulation, or to the OVOV Traffic Study in response to his comments.

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.
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Response 11

The commenter states that several responses in the Final EIR dismissed his comments on the Revised

Draft EIR as expressing “the opinion of the commenter” and “The County does not concur that” The

commenter states that these statements in the Final EIR are largely incorrect because nearly all of the

information presented in his comments was obtained from the Revised Draft EIR and other documents he

reviewed.

The comment does not identify any specific statements in the Final EIR that are incorrect. Therefore, a

specific response cannot be provided nor is required. 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 12

The commenter states that responses in the Final EIR contradict the OVOV Traffic Study capacity of a

local street of 2,000 vehicles per day.

The comment misinterprets the OVOV Traffic Study. The OVOV Traffic Study states the following:

“Traffic carrying capacities of 10,000 vehicles per day are physically possible, but a maximum capacity of

approximately 2,000 vehicles per day is targeted in order to provide an environment consistent with the

adjoining residential uses” (emphasis added). The OVOV Traffic Study does not state that the maximum

capacity of a local street is 2,000 vehicles per day, just that such a capacity is targeted. No further response

is required.

The commenter further states that if the traffic capacity of a local street was actually 9,000 vehicles per

day as claimed in the Final EIR, then there are at least six other Limited Secondary Highways that would

also be degraded to local streets as part of the proposed Highway Plan.

The OVOV Traffic Study and the proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element do not state that the number

of vehicles per day is the sole determinant of a roadway’s classification in the proposed Highway Plan.

No further response is required.

The commenter further states that traffic volume forecasts from the former traffic model that were used to

support the current Highway Plan were not provided or compared as requested in this comments.

The OVOV Traffic Study and this EIR evaluated the buildout of the land uses in the proposed Area Plan

and the City of Santa Clarita’s proposed General Plan, which were both developed through the joint

OVOV planning effort. Any prior traffic analysis would have evaluated the buildout of the land uses in

the currently adopted Area Plan and the City of Santa Clarita’s currently adopted General Plan and
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would therefore be irrelevant to the proposed Area Plan that is evaluated in this EIR. No further response

is required.

Response 13

The commenter states that his comments regarding the proposed Castaic High School were taken directly

from the draft traffic study for the proposed Castaic High School and do not reflect his professional

opinions or include speculation.

The comment is directed to the proposed Castaic High School project, not the EIR for the proposed Area

Plan. At the time this Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was prepared, the EIR for the proposed

Castaic High School project had not been released. Additionally, the revised Notice of Preparation (NOP)

issued for the project on October 6, 2011 identified two options for public access to the proposed Castaic

High School, and only one option provides for public access from the south via Sloan Canyon Road

beginning at Hillcrest Parkway. The revised NOP states that both options will be evaluated in the EIR for

the proposed Castaic High School project. Consequently, there will be revisions to the June 2010 traffic

study prepared for such project, which renders the traffic study referenced by the commenter as

outdated. Therefore, the commenter is speculating as to the potential impacts of the proposed Castaic

High School project and as to whether the proposed Castaic High School will be approved and

constructed. No further response is required.

Response 14

The commenter states that the capacity of a local street is critically important to the deletion of the

Limited Secondary Highway designation and the reversion of Sloan Canyon Road and other roadways to

local streets. The commenter states that in a previous comment he indicated that a capacity of a local

street in 2,500 vehicles per day. The commenter then cites from the OVOV Traffic Study.

The comment restates information in the OVOV Traffic Study 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 15

The commenter states that a response in the Final EIR stated that a local street can accommodate up to

9,000 vehicles per day. The commenter states that this response is incorrect and directly contradicts the

OVOV Traffic Study.
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The comment misinterprets the OVOV Traffic Study. The OVOV Traffic Study states the following:

“Traffic carrying capacities of 10,000 vehicles per day are physically possible, but a maximum capacity of

approximately 2,000 vehicles per day is targeted in order to provide an environment consistent with the

adjoining residential uses” (emphasis added). The OVOV Traffic Study does not state that the maximum

capacity of a local street is 2,000 vehicles per day, just that such a capacity is targeted. No further response

is required. See also Response 12 above.

Response 16

The commenter states that the Final EIR must be revised to properly identify the maximum capacity of a

local street as 2,000 vehicles per day, the acceptable amount of traffic as defined in the OVOV Traffic

Study.

See Response 15 above.

Response 17

The commenter states that the definition of an acceptable amount of traffic on a local street depends on

many factors. The commenter states that while two-lane local streets are physically capable of carrying

more than 2,000 vehicles per day, higher traffic volumes cause excessive delays for vehicles backing out

of driveways, do not provide a pleasant pedestrian experience, and would not represent a “livable”

street. The commenter states that from his experience, a local residential street limited to 28 feet in width

should not be required to carry any more than 2,000 vehicles per day.

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 18

The commenter states that the OVOV Traffic Study lists a number of roadways that will be reclassified as

Limited Secondary Highways with the proposed Highway Plan. The commenter then lists the daily

traffic volume forecasts for six roadways, as provided in the OVOV Traffic Study.

The comment restates information in the OVOV Traffic Study 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 19

The commenter states that the lowest traffic volume forecast for the six roadways listed above is 4,000

vehicles and that it appears that the OVOV Traffic Study daily traffic volumes threshold for a local street

was applied. The commenter states that if the Final EIR capacity of “up to 9,000 vehicles per day”

threshold had been applied, then the six roadways should be dropped from the proposed Highway Plan

as Limited Secondary Highways. The commenter states that since these six roadways remain as Limited

Secondary Highways, then Sloan Canyon Road should also remain as a Limited Secondary Highway.

The OVOV Traffic Study, the Final EIR, and the proposed Area Plan’s Circulation Element do not provide

a “daily traffic volume threshold” for local streets, nor do they state that the number of vehicles per day is

the sole determinant of a roadway’s classification in the proposed Highway Plan. No further response is

required.

Response 20

The commenter states that the Final EIR also notes that local streets typically include numerous

driveways to provide access, whereas a Limited Secondary Highway best suits its goal of providing

mobility if there are limited access points. The commenter states that Sloan Canyon Road would fit this

requirement of a Limited Secondary Highway as there are only eight driveways in the area between

Hillcrest Parkway and Mandolin Canyon Road. The commenter states that this limited number of

driveway access points would not conflict with the mobility goal of a Limited Secondary Highway.

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 21

The commenter states that previous responses in the Final EIR did not fully address his previous

comments. For example, a previous comment requested traffic volumes for Sloan Canyon Road from

west of Quail Valley Road to Hillcrest Parkway for the current Highway Plan be compared with those

used for the proposed Highway Plan. The commenter states that the response failed to fully address this

comment but that the response did forecast 2,000 vehicles per day for Sloan Canyon Road but did not

specify the location where this will occur.

The OVOV Traffic Study and this EIR evaluated the buildout of the land uses in the County’s proposed

Area Plan and the City of Santa Clarita’s proposed General Plan, which were both developed through the

joint OVOV planning effort. The projected traffic volumes for Sloan Canyon Road from west of Quail

Valley Road to Hillcrest Parkway are derived from the buildout of these land uses. Therefore, traffic
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volumes for the current Highway Plan and the proposed Highway Plan would be the same, as the

Highway Plan does not change the buildout scenario. In his previous comment, the commenter requested

traffic volumes for Sloan Canyon Road from west of Quail Valley Road to Hillcrest Parkway, and the

response provided this information; the 2,000 vehicles per day would occur on Sloan Canyon Road from

west of Quail Valley Road to Hillcrest Parkway. No further response is required.

Response 22

The commenter requests a comparison of traffic volume forecasts available from the prior traffic model

that support the current Highway Plan.

The OVOV Traffic Study and this EIR evaluated the buildout of the land uses in the proposed Area Plan

and the City of Santa Clarita’s proposed General Plan, which were both developed through the joint

OVOV planning effort. Any prior traffic analysis would have evaluated the buildout of the land uses in

the currently adopted Area Plan and the City of Santa Clarita’s previously adopted General Plan and

would therefore be irrelevant to the proposed Area Plan that is evaluated in this EIR. No further response

is required.

Response 23

The commenter states that there is no significant difference between the sums of the trips forecast with

buildout of the current City/County land uses compared to those forecast under the proposed Area Plan

and the City’s proposed General Plan. The commenter states that a decrease of 2,888 daily trips between

these scenarios should not decrease the Sloan Canyon Road traffic volume forecasts enough to justify a

change in classification from a Limited Secondary Highway to a local street.

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 24

The commenter states that the William S. Hart Union High School District is preparing a Draft EIR for the

proposed Castaic High School and that it is his understanding that the Draft EIR for the proposed Castaic

High School will evaluate two access roadways, one to the east and one to the south of the school.

The comment is oriented towards a specific proposed project, not the proposed Area Plan or the EIR. The

comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final

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

issue, no further response is required.
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Response 25

The commenter states that the proposed Castaic High School site is located on the boundary of Traffic

Analysis Zones 1, 14, and 15, that the high school land use is not located in any of these Traffic Analysis

Zones, and that the daily trip total sum does not include any high school trips.

Please see Response 7 above.

Response 26

The commenter states that, in preparing his previous comments on the Draft EIR, he reviewed the June 1,

2010 Draft Traffic Study for the proposed High School site and that his previous comments provided

information from that study. The commenter states that responses indicating that his comments “only

express the opinions of the commenter” and that “the commenter is speculating as to significant impacts”

are incorrect.

The comment is directed to the proposed Castaic High School project, not the EIR for the proposed Area

Plan. At the time this Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was prepared, the EIR for the proposed

Castaic High School project had not been released. Additionally, the revised Notice of Preparation (NOP)

issued for the project on October 6, 2011 identified two options for public access to the proposed Castaic

High School, and only one option provides for public access from the south via Sloan Canyon Road

beginning at Hillcrest Parkway. The revised NOP states that both options will be evaluated in the EIR for

the proposed Castaic High School project. Consequently, there will be revisions to the June 2010 traffic

study prepared for such project, which renders the traffic study referenced by the commenter as

outdated. Therefore, it is correct that the commenter is speculating as to the potential impacts of the

proposed Castaic High School project and as to whether the proposed Castaic High School will be

approved and constructed. No further response is required.

Response 27

The commenter states that the draft traffic study for the proposed Castaic High School project states that

a high school with an enrollment of 2,600 students will generate 7,400 daily trips, including 2,500 trips in

just the AM peak hour alone, higher than the 2,000-vehicle capacity over an entire day for a local street.

The commenter states that, with a single access to and from the east, the draft study forecasts 46 percent

of the trips on I-5 and 27 percent on The Old Road.

The comment is directed to the proposed Castaic High School project, not the EIR for the proposed Area

Plan. At the time this Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was prepared, the EIR for the proposed

Castaic High School project had not been released. Additionally, the revised Notice of Preparation (NOP)

issued for the project on October 6, 2011 identified two options for public access to the proposed Castaic

High School, and only one option provides for public access from the south via Sloan Canyon Road

2.0-3008



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

beginning at Hillcrest Parkway. The revised NOP states that both options will be evaluated in the EIR for

the proposed Castaic High School project. Consequently, there will be revisions to the June 2010 traffic

study prepared for such project, which renders the traffic study referenced by the commenter as

outdated. Therefore, the commenter is speculating as to the potential impacts of the proposed Castaic

High School project and as to whether the proposed Castaic High School will be approved and

constructed. Please see Response 15 above regarding the maximum capacity of a local street. No further

response is required.

Response 28

The commenter states that the draft traffic study for the proposed Castaic High School project concludes

that significant traffic impacts will occur at five intersections and that these impacts would not be fully

mitigated based on Los Angeles County criteria. The commenter states that either four lanes would be

needed on Sloan Canyon Road east of the proposed Castaic High School or that traffic demand

measurements would be required.

The comment is directed to the proposed Castaic High School project, not the EIR for the proposed Area

Plan. At the time this Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was prepared, the EIR for the proposed

Castaic High School project had not been released. Additionally, the revised Notice of Preparation (NOP)

issued for the project on October 6, 2011 identified two options for public access to the proposed Castaic

High School, and only one option provides for public access from the south via Sloan Canyon Road

beginning at Hillcrest Parkway. The revised NOP states that both options will be evaluated in the EIR for

the proposed Castaic High School project. Consequently, there will be revisions to the June 2010 traffic

study prepared for such project, which renders the traffic study referenced by the commenter as

outdated. Therefore, the commenter is speculating as to the potential impacts of the proposed Castaic

High School project and as to whether the proposed Castaic High School will be approved and

constructed. No further response is required.

Response 29

The commenter states that the draft traffic study for the proposed Castaic High School did not evaluate

direct vehicle access to and from the south. The commenter states that, in his professional opinion, many

of the vehicle trips would reroute to a direct north-south roadway such as Sloan Canyon Road since

5,400 daily high school trips are oriented towards the south. The commenter states that the daily traffic

using this segment of Sloan Canyon Road would be about 6,000 vehicles, significantly higher than the

2,000 vehicle per day capacity of a local street. The commenter states that once the proposed Castaic High

School is constructed, it will spur residential development in the surrounding area.
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The comment is directed to the proposed Castaic High School project, not the EIR for the proposed Area

Plan. At the time this Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was prepared, the EIR for the proposed

Castaic High School project had not been released. Additionally, the revised Notice of Preparation (NOP)

issued for the project on October 6, 2011 identified two options for public access to the proposed Castaic

High School, and only one option provides for public access from the south via Sloan Canyon Road

beginning at Hillcrest Parkway. The revised NOP states that both options will be evaluated in the EIR for

the proposed Castaic High School project. Consequently, there will be revisions to the June 2010 traffic

study prepared for such project, which renders the traffic study referenced by the commenter as

outdated. Therefore, the commenter is speculating as to the potential impacts of the proposed Castaic

High School project and as to whether the proposed Castaic High School will be approved and

constructed. Please see Response 15 above regarding the maximum capacity of a local street. No further

response is required.

Response 30

The commenter states that concerns regarding access to the proposed Castaic High School with a single

vehicle access to the east were discussed at several different meetings during the last quarter of 2010. The

commenter then quotes from an e-mail dated October 7, 2010.

The comment is directed to the proposed Castaic High School project, not the EIR for the proposed Area

Plan. At the time this Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was prepared, the EIR for the proposed

Castaic High School project had not been released. Therefore, the commenter is speculating as to the

potential impacts of the proposed Castaic High School project and as to whether the proposed Castaic

High School will be approved and constructed. No further response is required.

Response 31

The commenter states that a local street is limited to 28 feet in width in the Castaic area, and as indicated

in the OVOV Traffic Study, this width accommodates only two vehicle lanes. The commenter states that a

Limited Secondary Highway designation typically provides either two or four vehicle lanes separated by

a two-way left turn lane as discussed in October 2010 with County staff.

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.
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Response 32

The commenter states that by providing a north-south access for the proposed Castaic High School, in

addition to the east-west access, Sloan Canyon Road in both directions could provide on traffic lane in

each direction separated by a two-way left turn lane. The commenter states that the area outside each

through traffic lane could also be striped as a bicycle lane in accordance with the recommendation in the

draft traffic study for the proposed Castaic High School project.

The comment is directed to the proposed Castaic High School project, not the EIR for the proposed Area

Plan. At the time this Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was prepared, the EIR for the proposed

Castaic High School project had not been released. Therefore, the commenter is speculating as to the

potential impacts of the proposed Castaic High School project and as to whether the proposed Castaic

High School will be approved and constructed. No further response is required.

Response 33

The commenter states that contradictions and inconsistencies within the EIR for the proposed Area Plan

must be corrected.

The commenter has not identified any contradictions or inconsistencies that must be corrected.

The commenter further states that the proposed Castaic High School will significantly increase traffic

volumes on Sloan Canyon Road and that the Draft EIR and revised traffic study for the proposed Castaic

High School project are scheduled for release in the next three months. The commenter states that it is

premature for the County to remove the Limited Secondary Highway designation from a portion of Sloan

Canyon Road at this time. The commenter states that removal of the Limited Secondary Highway

designation from this portion will sever community connectivity and defies transportation planning

principles.

At the time this Final EIR for the proposed Area Plan was prepared, the EIR for the proposed Castaic

High School project had not been released. Therefore, the commenter is speculating as to the potential

impacts of the proposed Castaic High School project and as to whether the proposed Castaic High School

will be approved and constructed. The remainder of 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 34

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

question the content of the EIR.
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Letter No. G7 Romero Canyon, LLC, September 21, 2011

Response 1

The commenter states that, on behalf of Romero Canyon LLC, he supports preserving the portion of

Sloan Canyon Road between Hillcrest Parkway and Mandolin Canyon Road as a Limited Secondary

Highway designation.

The comment 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 will be 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. G8 Bill Davidheiser, September 21, 2011

Response 1

The commenter expresses his opposition to the proposed Santa Felicia Significant Ecological Area (SEA)

designation and reiterates comments made in Letter No. D63 and Letter No. D86.

Please see responses to Letter No. D63 and Letter No. D86.
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Exhibit 2:
Well 201 Shutdown Press Release
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Exhibit 3:
Castaic Lake Water Agency Response to

Lutness Public Records Act Request July 2011
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Exhibit 7:
Signal Article: Toxins in Well Prompt Concern
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Exhibit 9A:
Well 201 Perchlorate
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Perchlorate Results Since May 2011

Valencia's Well Sample Date Perchlorate Results (ug/L) DLR (ug/L) Frequency

N Aug-11 ND 4 Quarterly

N7 Aug-11 ND 4 Quarterly

N8 Aug-11 ND 4 Quarterly

S6 Aug-11 ND 4 Quarterly

S7 Aug-11 ND 4 Quarterly

S8 Aug-11 ND 4 Quarterly

160 Aug-11 ND 4 Quarterly

205 Aug-11 ND 4 Quarterly

Q2 May-11 ND 4 Quarterly

Q2 Aug-11 ND 4 Quarterly

201 May-11 12 4 Monthly

201 Jun-11 13 4 Monthly

201 Jul-11 14 4 Monthly

201 Aug-11 14 4 Monthly

2.0-3214



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

Exhibit 10:
New Modeling Required
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Exhibit 11:
Urban Water Management Plan Decision F043273

2.0-3218



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

        

         

  

       

  



     

  



   

OPINION

            

 

             

  

           

           

        

            

       

-ooOoo-

               

              

            

2.0-3219



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



        1     

              

             

           

           

                

           

              

            

           

Ì¸«ô ¬¸» °´¿²� ¼»½®·°¬·±² ±º ¬¸» °»®½¸´±®¿¬» ½±²¬¿³·²¿¬·±² ¿²¼ ¬¸» ³»¬¸±¼ º±® 

              

            

            

              

    2

FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL SUMMARY

I. Parties

            

               

             

1             
    

2              
  

2.0-3220



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



              



            

                

É»¬� ß²²ò É¿¬ò�ß°°»²ò øïççç »¼ò÷ y ïðíóï »¬ »¯òô °ò ìèéò÷  ÝÔÉß ©¿ º±®³»¼ ¬± 

             

           

³·´»ò  ÝÔÉß ½±²¬®¿½¬ ©·¬¸ Ý¿´·º±®²·¿� Ü»°¿®¬³»²¬ ±º É¿¬»® Î»±«®½» º±® ©¿¬»® º®±³ 

             

           

           

Ý¿´·º±®²·¿� Ý±«²¬§ É¿¬»® Ü·¬®·½¬ Ô¿© øy íðððð »¬ »¯ò÷ò  Ò»©¸¿´´ · ¿ ®»¬¿·´ ©¿¬»® 

           

            

        3

           

©¿¬»®ò  ÍÝÉÝ� »®ª·½» ¿®»¿ ·²½´«¼» °±®¬·±² ±º ¬¸» Ý·¬§ ±º Í¿²¬¿ Ý´¿®·¬¿ ¿²¼ 

           

           

  4         



3               
             
            
               


4             
            

2.0-3221



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



           

ÊÉÝ� »®ª·½» ¿®»¿ · ¿°°®±¨·³¿¬»´§ îë ¯«¿®» ³·´» ¿²¼ ·²½´«¼» °±®¬·±² ±º ¬¸» Ý·¬§ ±º 

            

          

           



          

          

            

II. Sources of Water for the Santa Clarita Valley

          

               

             

                

             

           

    

           

              

               

               

             

           

                
 

2.0-3222



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



            

           

     5         

ÍÉÐ º±® ìïôëðð ¿½®»óº»»¬ ±º ©¿¬»® °»® §»¿®ò  ×² ¬¸» ïçèð�ô ÝÔÉß °«®½¸¿»¼ ¿² 

              

              

           

 6

III. Proposal and Adoption of the UWMP

            

            

           

           

´»¬¬»® ¬¸¿¬ »¨°®»»¼ ½±²½»®² ¿¾±«¬ øï÷ ¬¸» ©¿§ ¬¸» ËÉÓÐ� ¼®¿º¬ °®»»²¬»¼ »¨·¬·²¹ ¿²¼ 

           

              

             



        
           
           

5          
             
          
              
          
    

6             
         

2.0-3223



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



          
              
           
              
             
           
            
           
            
©¿¬»® ¬± ÅÝÔÉßÃ ²±© ø¬¸»§ ½¿²²±¬÷ò�

           

              

           

            

IV. Lawsuit

            

½¸¿´´»²¹·²¹ ¼»º»²¼¿²¬� ¿°°®±ª¿´ ±º ¬¸» ËÉÓÐ ¾¿»¼ ±² ¿´´»¹»¼ ª·±´¿¬·±² ±º ¬¸» 

               

©®·¬ ±º ³¿²¼¿¬» ½¸¿´´»²¹·²¹ ¼»º»²¼¿²¬� ¿°°®±ª¿´ ±º ¬¸» ËÉÓÐò  Ì¸» ¬©± °»¬·¬·±² ©»®» 

           

Ð´¿·²¬·ºº� ½¿«» ±º ¿½¬·±² ¾¿»¼ ±² ¬¸» °«¾´·½ ¬®«¬ ¼±½¬®·²» ©¿ ¼·³·»¼ ©·¬¸±«¬ 

´»¿ª» ¬± ¿³»²¼ ¿ ¿ ®»«´¬ ±º ¼»³«®®»® º·´»¼ ¾§ ¼»º»²¼¿²¬ò  Ð´¿·²¬·ºº� ½¿«» ±º ¿½¬·±² 

                

      

             

Ü»½··±²� ·² ©¸·½¸ ·¬ ¼»²·»¼ ¬¸» °»¬·¬·±² º±® ©®·¬ ±º ³¿²¼¿¬»ò 7  

           

           

7            

2.0-3224



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



              

   8         

         

üïééòìç÷ô ¿²¼ ÅÊÉÝ�Ã ¿¼³·²·¬®¿¬·ª» ®»½±®¼ ½¸¿®¹» øüìôïçïòíï÷ò�9   

                

            

         



DISCUSSION

           

             

                

            

           

           

               

                

·² §»¿® »²¼·²¹ ·² º·ª» ¿²¼ ¦»®±� øy ïðêîïô «¾¼ò ø¿÷÷ò  Ì¸» ËÉÓÐ ß½¬ ®»¯«·®» °´¿² ¬± 

             

           

8          
        

9           
              
           
                
        
        

2.0-3225



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



       ß¼¼®»·²¹ Ý¿´·º±®²·¿� 

            

              

    

I. Standard of Review

              

              

 

           
              
           
           
            
              
«¾¬¿²¬·¿´ »ª·¼»²½»ò�

          

             

         

      

            

�°®»¶«¼·½·¿´ ¿¾«» ±º ¼·½®»¬·±²� «²¼»® »½¬·±² ïðêëï · °®»½·»´§ ¬¸» ¿³» ¿ ¬¸» ®±´» ±º 

¬¸» «°»®·±® ½±«®¬ ¿²¼ô ¬¸»®»º±®»ô ¬¸» ´±©»® ½±«®¬� º·²¼·²¹ ±º º¿½¬ ¿²¼ ½±²½´«·±² ±º ´¿© 

            

            

   

           

¾§ ´¿©� ¿ ¬¸¿¬ °¸®¿» · «»¼ ·² »½¬·±² ïðêëï ¿²¼ ¬¸« °®»¶«¼·½·¿´´§ ¸¿ª» ¿¾«»¼ ¬¸»·® 

            

           

2.0-3226



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



          

�°´¿²²»¼ ±«®½» ±º ©¿¬»® ¿ª¿·´¿¾´» ¬± ¬¸» «°°´·»®� øy ïðêíïô «¾¼ò ø¾÷÷ô ¿²¼ øí÷ º¿·´ ¬± 

            

              

            

            

                

              

               

          

              

               



II. Reliability of Groundwater Sources and Perchlorate Contamination

            

             

     

    

Ì± «°°±®¬ ¬¸»·® ½´¿·³ ½±²½»®²·²¹ ¬¸» ·²¿¼»¯«¿½§ ±º ¬¸» ËÉÓÐ� ¼·½«·±² ±º 

          

            

              



            
           
          
¼±©² îë °»®½»²¬ ±º ¬¸» ¬±¬¿´ Í¿«¹« ß¯«·º»® ©»´´ò  ÅjÃ � ÅjÃ   

2.0-3227



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



           
              
ÊÉÝ Ò±ò ïëéò�  Ð»®½¸´±®¿¬» ¬¸¿¬ · ¬·´´ ·² ¬¸» ±·´ ¿¬ ¬¸» ½±²¬¿³·²¿¬·±² 
·¬» ©·´´ ¾» �¿ ´±²¹ó¬»®³ ±«®½» ±º ½±²¬¿³·²¿¬·±²� ¬¸¿¬ ©·´´ ½±²¬·²«» ¬± ®»¿½¸ 
             
¹®±«²¼©¿¬»® §¬»³ò�  ÅjÃ � ÅjÃ   

        
           
           
            
             
         
            
          
            
             
          
ÅÊÉÝ�Ã ©»´´ Ò±ò îðï ¿ »¿®´§ ¿ ²»¨¬ §»¿®ò  Ú«®¬¸»® ¼±©² ¹®¿¼·»²¬ · 
ÅÊÉÝ�Ã ©»´´ Ò±ò ïêðò�

         

           

           



   

            

Ý¸¿°¬»® ï ±º ¬¸» ËÉÓÐ · ¬·¬´»¼ �×²¬®±¼«½¬·±² ¿²¼ Í«³³¿®§ò�  Í»½¬·±² ïòê ±º ¬¸» ËÉÓÐ 

           

           

     

        
       
            
           

2.0-3228



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



          
³»¬¸±¼ ©¸·½¸ ½¿² ®»¬±®» º«´´ °®±¼«½¬·±² ½¿°¿¾·´·¬§ò�   

Ý¸¿°¬»® î ±º ¬¸» ËÉÓÐ · ¬·¬´»¼ �É¿¬»® Í«°°´§ Î»±«®½»ò�  Ì¸» ·²¬®±¼«½¬±®§ 

          

 

             
        
          
           
          
       
         
          
           
           
        
          
¼·½«»¼ ·² ¬¸· ½¸¿°¬»® ½¿² ¾» «¬¿·²»¼ò�

Ì¸» �©¿¬»® ¬®»¿¬³»²¬ °®±¹®¿³ ¬± ®»³±ª» °»®½¸´±®¿¬» º®±³ ¬¸» Í¿«¹« Ú±®³¿¬·±²� 

          

         
         
        
         
          
       
          
         
       

          
         
         
           
           
          
           
         

2.0-3229



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



           
±² ¬¸» ½±²¬¿³·²¿¬·²¹ ·¬»ò�   

          

             

             

Ý¸¿°¬»® ì ±º ¬¸» ËÉÓÐ · ¬·¬´»¼ �Î»´·¿¾·´·¬§ Ð´¿²²·²¹� ¿²¼ ¼±» ²±¬ ³»²¬·±² 

             

  

            

              

            

            

               

             

               

          

             

       10

      

Ì¸» ËÉÓÐ ³»²¬·±² �¿ ¹®±«²¼©¿¬»® ½´»¿²«° °´¿² � ¾»·²¹ ¼»ª»´±°»¼� øËÉÓÐ 

              

             

10           
           
             
           
¿ °´¿² · ¾»·²¹ ©±®µ»¼ ±«¬ ¬± ®»³±ª» ¬¸» ½±²¬¿³·²¿¬·±² º®±³ ¬¸» ¹®±«²¼©¿¬»®ò�  

2.0-3230



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



  11           

            12

          

              

            

              

                

              

             

             

             

               

   13

             

           

              

           

¬± ©¿¬»® «°°´§ô «½¸ ¿ øï÷ ¼®·´´·²¹ ²»© ©»´´ ·² ¬¸» Í¿«¹« Ú±®³¿¬·±² øº»¿·¾·´·¬§�ê

³±²¬¸ô ¼»·¹²�í ³±²¬¸ô ½±²¬®«½¬·±² ú °»®³·¬¬·²¹�ç ³±²¬¸÷ô øî÷ ²»¹±¬·¿¬·²¹ ©¿¬»® 

11              
            
        

12           
               
          
        

13            
              
°»®½»²¬ ±º ¬¸» ¬·³»ô ±® ·² ïè ±«¬ ±º ¬¸» ²»¨¬ îð §»¿®ò�  

2.0-3231



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



            



        

           

            

             

¬¸» «°°´·»® ±ª»® � º·ª»ó§»¿® ·²½®»³»²¬� ¬± îð §»¿® ±® ¿ º¿® ¿ ¼¿¬¿ · ¿ª¿·´¿¾´»ò  

     

         
           
              
       

            
         
          
©¿¬»® ¼»³¿²¼ ³¿²¿¹»³»²¬ ³»¿«®»ô ¬± ¬¸» »¨¬»²¬ °®¿½¬·½¿¾´»ò�

              

            

          

     

              

            

              

             

          

           

                

               

        

2.0-3232



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



ß½½±®¼·²¹´§ô ©» ½±²½´«¼» ¬¸¿¬ ¬¸» ËÉÓÐ� ¼»½®·°¬·±² ±º ¬¸» ®»´·¿¾·´·¬§ ±º ¬¸» 

          

             

    14       

           

               

             

       

            

              

           15   

                

               



             

            

 

III. Recoverable Costs

             

              

14            
               
              
             
¼«®·²¹ ²±®³¿´ô ¼®§ô ¿²¼ ³«´¬·°´» ¼®§ §»¿®ò�  ø

15         
         
           


2.0-3233



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



            

         

      

DISPOSITION

             

¼·®»½¬·±² ¬± ¹®¿²¬ ¬¸» °»¬·¬·±² º±® ¿ ©®·¬ ±º ³¿²¼¿¬» ª¿½¿¬·²¹ ¼»º»²¼¿²¬� ¿°°®±ª¿´ ±º ¬¸» 

             

             

Ý±³°¿²§ ¿²¼ Ê¿´»²½·¿ É¿¬»® Ý±³°¿²§ò  Ò»©¸¿´´ Ý±«²¬§ É¿¬»® Ü·¬®·½¬� ®»¯«»¬ ¬±

©·¬¸¼®¿© ·¬ ®»°±²¼»²¬� ¾®·»º · ¹®¿²¬»¼ò


 

 


  


 

2.0-3234



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023



CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION

         

  

       

  



     

  



   

 

 

  

THE COURT

            
            
               



 

 


  


 

2.0-3235



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

Exhibit 12:
SCOPE Letter Regarding

Newhall Ranch Sanitation District

2.0-3236



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

       

       
        

       



  

    

   

   

Î»æ ß¹»²¼¿ ×¬»³ ý îë � ×²½±²·¬»²½§ ©·¬¸ Ò»©¸¿´´ Î¿²½¸ Í°»½·º·½ Ð´¿²

    

 

                 

             

             

             

           

              

             

             

               

               

        

          

  
             
           
              
¼»ª»´±°»® º±® ¬¸» Ò»©¸¿´´ Î¿²½¸ °®±¶»½¬ò�

             
               
                
 

      
            
            
           
           

2.0-3237



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

 

            
         
          
«» ±º ·¬ º¿½·´·¬·»ò�

              
                
           
            
             



           

      
      

¬± ®»¼«½» ¬± °»½·º·½ °´¿²� ¼»³¿²¼ º±® ·³°±®¬»¼ °±¬¿¾´» ©¿¬»®ô Ì¸» Í°»½·º·½ Ð´¿² 
             

             

              

              

               

 

                

             

 

            

    

Ð´»¿» ²±¬»æ Ì¸» ³·¬·¹¿¬·±² ³±²·¬±®·²¹ §¬»³ ¼±» ÒÑÌ ¿§ �³¿§�ô ·¬ ¿§ô ��ò

               

              

     

           
             
             
       

  

                

              

              


 Û³°¸¿· ¿¼¼»¼ ¬± ¿´´ �¸¿´´� ·² ¬¸· »½¬·±²

2.0-3238



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

 

Ì¸» Í¿²¬¿ Ý´¿®·¬¿ Í¿²·¬¿¬·±² Ü·¬®·½¬� º¿·´«®» ¬± ³»»¬ ¬¸» Ý´»¿² É¿¬»® ÌÓÜÔ ¬¿²¼¿®¼ º±®

                  

                 

    

                 

             

              

               

           

            

      

 

  

   

2.0-3239



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

 

                

               

  

              

            

            

              

 

             

               

            

                



                

             



 



    
 

     

       

       

         

  
      

       

   
      

2.0-3240



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

Exhibit 13A:
Notice of Violation –

Valencia Water Reclamation Plant

2.0-3241



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-3242



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-3243



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-3244



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

Exhibit 13B:
Notice of Violation –

Saugus Water Reclamation Plant

2.0-3245



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-3246



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-3247



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-3248



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

Exhibit 14:
Materials Submitted on CD

2.0-3249



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

2.0-3250



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

  
 

Attachment B to Resolution No. R4-2008-012

Revision of the TMDL for Chloride in the Upper Santa Clara River

            
  

Amendments

  

      
      

     
       

        
         

           

              
              
              
               


              
        
        
              

 
              
        
             

  
              
        

2.0-3251



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023
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Table 7-6.2. Upper Santa Clara River Chloride TMDL
Implementation
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TABLE C-1. SUMMARY OF SOURCE DATA
OU-7 Groundwater Feasibility Study
Former Bermite Facility; Santa Clarita, CA

Region HSU Chemical Concentrations [a]

Saugus S-I Perchlorate Hand-drawn contours, 2nd Quarter 2008 point data
TVOCs Hand-drawn contours, 2nd Quarter 2008 Point data

S-IIIa Perchlorate Hand-drawn contours
TVOCs Hand-drawn contours, 2nd Quarter 2008 point data

S-IIIc Perchlorate Hand-drawn contours
TVOCs Hand-drawn contours, 2nd Quarter 2008 point data

Northern Alluvium

Alluvium Perchlorate Hand-drawn contours, 2nd Quarter 2008 point data, June 2007
piezometer cluster data [b] [c] [d]

TVOCs Hand-drawn contours and 2nd Quarter 2008 point data [b] [c] [d]
Saugus Perchlorate Hand-drawn contours, 2nd Quarter 2008 point data, June 2007

piezometer cluster data [b] [c] [d]
TVOCs Hand-drawn contours and 2nd Quarter 2008 point data [b] [c] [d]

OU-2/6 Perched Zone Perched Zone Perchlorate Hand-drawn contours and 2nd Quarter 2008 point data [d]
TCE Hand-drawn contours and 2nd Quarter 2008 point data [d]

Notes:
[a] All concentration interpolations were performed with the ArcGIS Spatial Analyst Topo to Raster tool using log-transformed

concentrations.
[b] An artificial zero concentration line was hand-drawn to define the boundary of the Northern Alluvium plumes.
[c] Results from clustered wells screened in the same HSU were averaged.
[d] Certain anomalous results were omitted and/or replaced with historically-consistent values.

SOURCE DATA

y:\WhittakerBermite\03-11368R_OU7_FS\FS Report\
Final FS 2011\Appendices\AppC_Tables.xls Page 1 of 1 E N V I R O N
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Letter No. G9 SCOPE, September 25, 2011

Response 1

Introduction

This response addresses the letter from Santa Clarita Organization for Planning and the Environment

(SCOPE), dated September 25, 2011. Upon review of this letter, the commenter makes references to

specific development projects within the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan area (i.e., the Landmark Village

project and the Mission Village project) and the applicant for those projects, the Newhall Land and

Farming Company. Consequently, it is unclear at times whether the comment is addressing the EIR

prepared for Landmark Village project, the Mission Village project, or the One Valley One Vision plan.

Further, it is not within the scope of this OVOV Program EIR to address specific issues related to a

development project (e.g., Landmark Village project, Mission Village project, etc.). Notwithstanding this,

the County has prepared a specific response to the issues raised in an effort to provide the public with as

much information as is practical. It should also be understood that comments in this letter have already

been provided to the County Board of Supervisors (Board) by this commenter. These issues, which are

known to the Board, were considered by the Board during its October 4, 2011 public hearing regarding

the Newhall’s Landmark Village project and its October 25, 2011 public hearing regarding Newhall’s

Mission Village project. Because comments have raised issues in reference to the Mission Village and

Landmark Village projects, information presented to the Board in the project EIRs prepared for those

EIRs is pertinent to the OVOV Plan and its EIR.

Response 2

Response to Perchlorate Comments

In the letter, pages 1-4, SCOPE comments on ammonium perchlorate (perchlorate) and the spread of

perchlorate to Valencia Water Company’s Saugus Formation municipal supply Well 201. SCOPE

questions the circumstances surrounding Valencia Water Company’s detection of perchlorate at Well 201.

It also states that the detection of perchlorate at Well 201 means that CLWA’s “pump and treat” program

is not working, and questions why perchlorate in Well 201 was not contained by that program. Further,

SCOPE requests additional testing and new modeling and wants the Landmark Village project delayed

until the testing and modeling are completed. Lastly, SCOPE cites a 2004 Court of Appeal decision and

testimony from the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) cited in that decision.

In response, perchlorate is a regulated drinking water contaminant in California with a maximum

contaminant level (mcl) of 6 parts per billion (ppb). The Valencia Water Company test in August 2010

was 5 ppb. Since that time, readings have varied from 5 to 12 ppb (see Valencia Water Company’s letter,

dated June 8, 2011, included in Final EIR, Appendix F3.13.)
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Further, the Revised Final EIR contains a thorough update of the detection of perchlorate in the local

groundwater basin, including the recent detection of perchlorate in Valencia Water Company’s Well 201

(see Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update). The topical response summarizes the current status of the

perchlorate cleanup in the groundwater basin.

In summary, a total of seven municipal drinking water wells, each located relatively near the site of the

former Whittaker-Bermite munitions facility, have been taken out of service for varying periods of time

since perchlorate was first detected in the groundwater in 1997. The seven closed wells include six

originally impacted wells and the recent closure of Valencia Water Company Well 201.

Five of the six originally impacted wells have been either returned to service with perchlorate treatment

facilities or replaced by new wells drawing from the non-impacted portion of the groundwater basin. The

five wells collectively restore much of the temporarily lost well capacity. An additional two wells will be

drilled to restore the operational flexibility that existed prior to the detection of perchlorate.

Specific to Well 201, Valencia Water Company plans to actively seek remediation and restore the

impacted well capacity in the near term. With that said, however, Well 201 remains out of service since

August 2010. Valencia Water Company’s plan is to either replace the closed well with a new replacement

well in a non-perchlorate impacted portion of the groundwater basin, or install wellhead treatment at the

well site in order to treat the water to non-detect levels, which has been successfully accomplished by

Valencia Water Company at another well site (Well Q2). Nonetheless, it is important to emphasize that

Well 201 was taken out of service in August 2010, and has not been returned to municipal supply service

since that time. Before either remediation option takes place, Valencia Water Company has committed to

working with CLWA and the regulatory agencies (e.g., Department of Public Health, or DPH) before

implementation of either remediation option. This includes an ongoing effort by the Valencia Water

Company and CLWA to update the existing groundwater modeling to assist in addressing questions

from the regulatory agencies.5

The Well 201 capacity also is not included in the active groundwater sources listed in the 2010 Urban

Water Management Plan (UWMP),6 and its capacity will not be "counted" in water supply calculations

until it is remediated. The recently adopted 2010 UWMP also finds that there are sufficient water supplies

to meet the Santa Clarita Valley's existing and planned water demand through 2050 -— without taking

into account the capacity from the inactivated Well 201.

5 Pers. Comm. Keith Abercrombie, General Manager, Valencia Water Company, September 30, 2011.

6 For a copy of the 2010 UWMP, please see Appendix F3.13.
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In response to SCOPE’s claims surrounding Valencia Water Company’s detection of perchlorate in Well

201, the County provided responses based on the Revised Final EIR, Section 3.13, Water Service, and

Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update.

In summary, in August 2010, perchlorate was detected at Well 201 at levels below the regulatory

standard (i.e., level of 5 ppb was detected and the standard is 6 ppb). The Valencia Water

Company, owner and operator of Well 201, immediately took the well out of service and notified the state

DPH, of the detection. The DPH directed Valencia Water Company to perform quarterly testing at the

inactive well to track perchlorate levels. The Valencia Water Company has voluntarily elected to perform

monthly testing.

By April 2011, the Valencia Water Company had gathered sufficient data to conclude that: (1) the

perchlorate levels at Well 201 were above the adopted maximum contaminant level (MCL) on a regular

basis; and (2) remediation would be required. The Valencia Water Company notified CLWA, the other

water purveyors, the County,7 the City, and others that the well was impacted by perchlorate at levels

over the regulatory standard. The Valencia Water Company also requested that Well 201's supply be

excluded from the 2010 UWMP supply calculations until the well is fully remediated. The Valencia Water

Company took this action to ensure that the 2010 UWMP would adequately address the impacted well.

Next, SCOPE states that the perchlorate detected at Well 201 means that CLWA’s “pump and treat”

program is not effective. Based on information presented in Revised Final EIR Topical Response 1, and

2010 UWMP Appendix I, the County does not concur with SCOPE’s claim.

In summary, CLWA’s "pump and treat" program has been endorsed by DPH, and has been successful in

containing the spread of perchlorate in the basin. The detection of perchlorate in Well 201 is attributable

to the length of time it took to get the "pump and treat" program up and running, not to the effectiveness

of the program.

Before issuing a permit to a water utility for use of an impaired source as part of the utility's overall water

supply permit, DPH requires that studies and engineering work be performed to demonstrate that

pumping the well and treating the water will be protective of public health for users of the water. The

DPH approved the return to service of the previously closed Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 wells, and

specifically approved the Final Interim Remedial Action Plan for the containment and extraction of

perchlorate in January 2006. Therefore, DPH determined that the local water agencies devised a treatment

approach that adequately contains the perchlorate contamination and is protective of public health;

otherwise, DPH would not have authorized and permitted the Saugus 1 and 2 "pump and treat" program.

7 For a copy of the letter from Valencia Water Company to the County, please see Appendix F3.13.
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The DPH endorsement of CLWA's "pump and treat" program is consistent with multiple technical

reports referenced in the EIR and 2010 UWMP that have determined that the pumping rates at the

restored Saugus wells are sufficient to prevent further migration of perchlorate in the Saugus Formation

groundwater.

According to the 2010 UWMP, the primary reason for the recent detection of perchlorate in Well 201 is

the length of time it took between the initial detection of perchlorate in the basin in 1997 and actual

implementation of the "pump and treat" containment program in 2010. As reported in the 2010 UWMP,

Appendix I, the combination of litigation, settlement, permitting, and construction constrained actual

implementation of the containment program until 2010, six years after the impact of the containment

program on perchlorate migration in groundwater was analyzed. That time, combined with the

preceding seven years since perchlorate first impacted water supply wells, resulted in a greater risk of

downgradient migration of perchlorate in the Saugus Formation, and is considered the primary reason

for the recent detection of perchlorate in Well 201.

Responsive to SCOPE’s call for additional testing, on August 4, 2011, the DPH sent letters to both

Valencia Water Company and Newhall County Water District requesting that the local water agencies

increase perchlorate monitoring from annually to quarterly at specified wells. The County has confirmed

that both water agencies will conduct the perchlorate monitoring quarterly as requested by the DPH;

therefore, adequate oversight from the appropriate regulatory agency, DPH, is in place.

As to SCOPE’s modeling comments, it should be noted that Well 201 has been taken out of service, and is

not a supply relied upon in either the OVOV EIR or the recently adopted 2010 UWMP. As such, Well 201

is not currently in operation or being pumped; and, therefore, it is not causing perchlorate to “spread” as

claimed in SCOPE’s letter, page 3, fourth paragraph. As to requests by DPH for modeling, the modeling

would not be needed, unless and until Valencia Water Company were to place Well 201 back into service

as a municipal supply source with wellhead treatment installed. Under such circumstances, Valencia

Water Company would coordinate its efforts with CLWA and the regulatory agencies in the event

additional modeling were needed in the future.8

Based on the information presented in the OVOV EIR Section 3.13, Water Service, and Topical

Response 1: Perchlorate Update, an adequate supply of existing and planned water exists to meet the

needs of Santa Clarita Valley residents now and in the future, despite the loss in capacity due to the

perchlorate-impacted wells.

8 Pers. Comm. Keith Abercrombie, General Manager, Valencia Water Company, September 30, 2011.
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In summary, two of the originally impacted Saugus wells, Saugus 1 and 2, were placed back in service in

January 2011, restoring approximately 3,544 acre-feet (af) of water supply in a normal year. (2010 UWMP,

Table 3-9.) The contaminated Stadium Well and VWC Well 157 have been replaced and the pumping

capacity lost due to that contamination has been restored with two new replacement wells in non-

impacted portions of the basin.

Based on this information, the conclusions reached in the Revised Final EIR that groundwater from

existing and replacement wells is available to assist in meeting the current and projected water demands

for the Santa Clarita Valley is reasonable and supported by the evidence.

In addition, SCOPE’s reliance on the 2004 Court of Appeal decision is not applicable. First, neither the

applicant nor the County is responsible for the ongoing efforts to remediate perchlorate in the

groundwater basin. This clean-up effort remains with CLWA, the retail suppliers, and the regulatory

agencies providing oversight.

Second, as evidenced in Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update, substantial progress has been made in

responding to the detection of perchlorate, and substantial facilities needed for remediation/treatment are

in place and actively monitored by CLWA, the local retail suppliers, and several regulatory agencies,

which was not necessarily the case in the early 2000 era.

Third, there is a timeline for remediation (replacement or wellhead treatment) of Valencia Water

Company’s Well 201. The Valencia Water Company plans to actively seek remediation (replacement or

wellhead treatment) under the Whittaker-Bermite perchlorate litigation settlement agreement and rapidly

restore the impacted well capacity. Given Valencia Water Company’s experience of: (1) bringing its Well

Q2 back into production; (2) actions under the DPH 97-005 Policy Memo; (3) participating in bringing

treatment facilities on line for the Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 wells; and (4) replacing capacity for its Well 157,

Valencia Water Company has determined that it could either install wellhead treatment to bring the well

back into service or replace the capacity with a new well within two years. As explained above, this time

estimate is conservative because of Valencia Water Company's prior success in 2005 in restoring Well Q2

to municipal-supply service within an approximate six-month period. As explained, there also are now

funds in place to remediate Well 201 upon the permitting and installation of wellhead treatment or

replacement of Well 201's capacity with a new replacement well.

Fourth, from a regional perspective, CLWA and the local retail suppliers have evaluated the perchlorate

impact upon the groundwater basin, and continue to monitor perchlorate in the basin, with the assistance

of the regulatory agencies (e.g., DPH, DTSC). For a detailed discussion of that regional effort, please see

the recently adopted 2010 UWMP, Appendix I, which is found in Appendix F3.13.
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Based on the information summarized above and found elsewhere in the OVOV EIR, there is no reason to

defer or delay consideration of the Landmark Village project or the OVOV plan.

Response 3

Response to Chloride Comments

In the letter, pages 4-9, SCOPE claims that there is a failure to address compliance with the chloride Total

Maximum Daily Load (TMDL), referencing the interim treatment of wastewater from the first 6,000 units

within Newhall Ranch at the existing Valencia Water Reclamation Plant (WRP). SCOPE asserts that such

interim use was neither contemplated in the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan, nor the certified EIR for that

project. SCOPE also claims that the applicant “no longer intends” to build the Newhall Ranch WRP.

Further, SCOPE claims that the 2002 Interconnection Agreement was not disclosed. SCOPE claims that

the Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (RWQCB) has issued administrative

notices of violation to the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District (SCVSD) for the Saugus and Valencia

WRPs for not complying with the chloride TMDL.

In response, each of SCOPE’s claims is addressed in the Revised Final EIR, Section 3.12, Hydrology and

Water Quality and Topical Response 4: Chloride. In summary, there is no conflict between the

Landmark Village project's interim use of the Valencia WRP and the approved Newhall Ranch Specific

Plan. The Newhall Ranch environmental documentation (1999 and 2003) evaluated the environmental

impacts related to development of the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan, including constructing the Newhall

Ranch WRP at a project level, and implementing the new sewerage facilities to serve the Specific Plan at a

programmatic level.

The project-level EIR for Landmark Village has been completed. The Landmark Village project-level EIR

correctly disclosed that the environmental effects of constructing and operating the Newhall Ranch WRP

at buildout were thoroughly evaluated in the prior 1999/2003 Newhall Ranch Specific Plan environmental

documentation. The project-level EIR also identified options to treat wastewater generated by the

Landmark Village project during an interim period until the first phase of the Newhall Ranch WRP is

constructed. Specifically, the EIR identified an option to construct a pump station at the Landmark

Village project site where wastewater would be pumped back to the existing Valencia WRP until

construction of the Newhall Ranch WRP.

This option is consistent with the Interconnection Agreement that Newhall and Sanitation District Nos. 26

and 32 (later consolidated as Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District or SCVSD) entered into on January 9,

2002.9 The Interconnection Agreement sets conditions under which the first 6,000 dwelling units within

9 A copy of the 2002 Interconnection Agreement is in Appendix F3.13.
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the Specific Plan area may temporarily discharge wastewater (up to 1.6 mgd) to SCVSD's Valencia WRP.

Newhall remains obligated to fund and construct the Newhall Ranch WRP for ultimate buildout of the

Specific Plan. However, practical, technical, and economic reasons support the phasing for wastewater

treatment, in coordination with the SCVSD.

Also, SCVSD approved the 2002 Interconnection Agreement in duly noticed public meetings, and it has

been referenced in subsequent official documents, including Los Angeles County and LAFCO resolutions

supporting formation of the new Newhall Ranch Sanitation District (NRSD). Most recently, the County

Board of Supervisors considered the January 18, 2011 Department of Public Works (DPW) staff report

and resolution confirming formation of the Newhall Ranch Sanitation District, and adopted that

resolution. In doing so, the Board of Supervisors found that formation of the NRSD was within the scope

of the previously certified 1999/2003 Newhall Ranch EIR, as well as the Addendum certified by the Board

on December 13, 2005. The Board specifically referenced the Interconnection Agreement as allowing

wastewater for up to 6,000 dwelling units to be treated at the existing Valencia WRP as needed. In

addition, an earlier December 1, 2005, staff report prepared by DPW to the Board concerning formation of

the Newhall Ranch Sanitation District, pages 3-4, refers to the District entering into the Interconnection

Agreement with Newhall to coordinate wastewater management facilities at Newhall Ranch and adjacent

facilities. The 2005 staff report also specifically referred to the Agreement allowing up to 6,000 capacity

units to be treated at existing District wastewater treatment facilities, as needed, and finding further that

the District has sufficient capacity to accommodate the use of its facilities. (Both the January 18, 2011, and

the December 1, 2005, DPW staff reports are incorporated by reference and available for public review

and inspection upon request to the County’s Department of Regional Planning.)

In addition, temporary use of the Valencia WRP to treat Landmark Village wastewater does not eliminate

the requirement for Newhall or its designee to construct the Newhall Ranch WRP or to finance the new

sewerage system within the Specific Plan area. Per the 2002 Interconnection Agreement with the Santa

Clarita Valley Sanitation District, Newhall must construct the Newhall Ranch WRP and have it

operational before construction of the 6,000th dwelling unit on Newhall Ranch. Temporary treatment of

the Landmark Village wastewater at Valencia WRP is a practical engineering decision based on the need

to build up an adequate steady flow of wastewater before starting up the Newhall Ranch WRP.

SCOPE’s comments point out that on May 27, 2011, the Los Angeles RWQCB issued administrative

notices of violation to SCVSD regarding the Valencia and Saugus WRPs. On June 27, 2011, the SCVSD

responded to the RWQCB and recommended to its Board of Directors that staff prepare a Wastewater

Facilities Plan and EIR for facilities to comply with a final effluent chloride limit of 100 mg/L at the point

of discharge and begin design of the facilities. On July 26, 2011, the SCVSD Board of Directors approved
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the staff recommendation. The SCVSD estimates that it will complete the Wastewater Facilities Plan and

EIR by December 31, 2012.

As part of the Wastewater Facilities Plan and EIR, SCVSD intends to address an alternative compliance

approach that responds to changed chloride conditions as of 2011, which would fully protect all

designated beneficial uses in the Santa Clara River watershed. The SCVSD believes that changed

conditions will show that it is more environmentally and economically sound to implement an alternative

compliance approach, rather than an advanced treatment approach, in meeting a 100 mg/L final effluent

limit. As part of this effort, the SCVSD also intends to perform the modeling and scientific and technical

studies necessary to demonstrate the adequacy of its alternative compliance approach and to request

reopening of the chloride TMDL at a later time based on the modeling in those studies.

Contrary to SCOPE’s arguments, the interim use of the Valencia WRP to treat the wastewater from the

first 6,000 dwelling units in Newhall Ranch (including Landmark Village) will not increase chloride levels

in the Santa Clara River, nor make it more difficult for the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District to

comply with the adopted chloride TMDL. According to the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District, the

cost and environmental effects of the Valencia WRP's temporary treatment of wastewater generated by

the first 6,000 dwelling units constructed within the Specific Plan were addressed by the Districts in its

detailed memorandum to the Board of Supervisors, dated March 8, 2011 (see Appendix F3.13). As

provided in that memorandum, the Newhall Ranch wastewater would neither add to nor alleviate the

Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District’s financial burden to comply with the chloride TMDL.

Also, as stated in the District’s March 8, 2011 memorandum, the temporary use of the Valencia WRP for

treatment of Newhall Ranch wastewater does not eliminate the Specific Plan requirement for Newhall to

construct the Newhall Ranch WRP and to finance the new sewerage system within the Specific Plan.

According to the memorandum, Newhall must construct the Newhall Ranch WRP per the Specific Plan,

and must have it operating properly before the next phase after Landmark Village/Mission Village (up to

6,000 units).

In addition, the Landmark Village project has been shown to produce wastewater chloride concentrations

similar to those in the existing SCVSD service area. In addition, the Landmark Village project will not use

SWP water, but will be supplied with local groundwater from the Alluvial aquifer with an average

chloride concentration of 82 mg/L (concentrations ranging from 74 to 96 mg/L have been measured in E

Wells, similar to the chloride concentrations in Santa Clarita Valley water supplies from 2002 to 2010.

Thus, the interim discharge of wastewater from the Valencia WRP due to the Landmark Village project's

wastewater would have a less than significant impact on chloride in the Santa Clara River, because:

2.0-3358



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

(1) the discharge of wastewater from the Valencia WRP has been shown to be similar as between the

Landmark Village project's wastewater and the wastewater from existing Santa Clarita Valley

communities; (2) the use of the Valencia WRP for treatment of the Newhall Ranch wastewater (i.e., first

6,000 units) would be temporary until construction of the Newhall Ranch WRP; and (3) the Valencia WRP

has sufficient capacity to accommodate the interim wastewater discharge from the first 6,000 units from

Newhall Ranch.

Lastly, to confirm full and complete compliance with the chloride TMDL, the project applicant (Newhall)

has identified interim chloride reduction treatment at the Valencia WRP. This involves chloride treatment

of the effluent amount originating from Newhall Ranch (up to 6,000 units) at the Valencia WRP during

the operation period of the 2002 Interconnection Agreement. (For further information, please refer to the

Landmark Village Final EIR (September 2011), New Topical Response 12: Revised Project Design.)

The result is that the Project effluent discharged to the Santa Clara River through the permitted Valencia

WRP outfall would result in discharge equivalent to 100 mg/L chloride (or other applicable standard),

which is the chloride effluent treatment standard under the Newhall Ranch WRP NPDES permit. This

additional treatment process would remove chloride from the Newhall Ranch effluent at the Valencia

WRP, so that the interim chloride reduction would be equivalent to that of the Newhall Ranch WRP

under the Newhall Ranch WRP Permit (100 mg/L). For additional information regarding these chloride

issues, including chloride levels in SWP water, please see Topical Response 4: Chloride.

Response 4

Response to Brine Comments

In the letter, pages 8 and 9, last paragraph, SCOPE refers to Newhall’s planned use of well sites to dispose

of brine (a byproduct of the reverse osmosis [RO] treatment process from the Newhall Ranch WRP and

Newhall’s chloride reduction treatment plan). SCOPE limits its comment to the fact that the brine

disposal process is “an expensive proposition” that should not be “foisted” onto local taxpayers.

In response, the disposal of brine generated by the Newhall Ranch WRP RO treatment process and/or

Newhall’s chloride reduction plan is under the jurisdiction of agencies other than Los Angeles County.

Notwithstanding, the following responsive information is provided.

In summary, Newhall has submitted to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) the “USEPA

Class I Injection Well Application,” prepared by Luhdorff and Scalmanini Consulting Engineers, revised

June 30, 2011. This permit application is incorporated by reference and available for public review and

inspection upon request to the County’s Department of Regional Planning.
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As part of a separate permit process with USEPA, Newhall is proposing the disposal of brine concentrate

by deep well injection. Injection will occur at depths ranging between 3,500 to 9,500 feet, well below the

lowermost underground source of drinking water (USDW). An application has been submitted to secure

a Class I non-hazardous injection well permit from USEPA's Underground Injection Control (UIC)

program. The application analyzed the feasibility of injection by identifying the extent of the USDW, the

injection and confining zones, and calculated the anticipated injection life. The revised application also

demonstrated that the proposed injection will not impact the USDW.

Summary of Brine Disposal Process

Brine, a byproduct, would be injected into abandoned oil wells, which may include the unproductive

eastern edge of the Del Valle oil field and the abandoned Castaic Junction oil field. The maximum

estimated volume of brine to be injected is 0.5 million gallons per day (mgd) for approximately five

months per year.

Groundwater used for municipal, industrial, and agricultural purposes is obtained from the Quaternary

Alluvium and the Pleistocene Saugus Formation. The Alluvium is a shallow aquifer present along

drainages, such as the Santa Clara River and associated tributaries. The Saugus Formation lies below the

Alluvium and is present at the very eastern edge of the Del Valle oil field and thickens to the east. The

Alluvium and Saugus aquifers comprise the USDW in the project area. Water wells within the project

area are located adjacent to the Santa Clara River and vary in depth from approximately 135 to 800 feet

below ground surface. Most of the water wells were completed in the interval from approximately 50 to

240 feet below ground surface.

Beneath the Alluvium and Saugus Formation lies the Pico Formation. The Upper Pico is the confining

zone and consists of low permeability clay, shale, and siltstone at depths ranging from 3,000 to 3,500 feet.

The confining zone of the Upper Pico Formation provides an effective barrier to vertical migration of

injected fluids into the upper Alluvium and Saugus Formation, and protects the USDW from injected

fluids.

Injection Zone

The potential injection zones, the Pliocene Pico and the Miocene Modelo formations, have produced oil

and gas and have proven injection potential associated with the oil field operation in the Del Valle,

Castaic Junction, and surrounding oil fields. The potential injection zone depths range from 3,500 feet to

9,500 feet, well below the confining zone and USDW. The application described the geological evaluation

that identified the injection zones and demonstrated that injection into these zones is both feasible and

would not impact USDW. Newhall is solely responsible for the costs associated with both the permitting
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process with USEPA and the operation of the brine disposal process. Those costs cannot, and will not, be

passed on to the taxpayers.

In the letter, page 9, SCOPE claims that there is “no analysis” of whether there is sufficient sewer

treatment capacity for the Valencia WRP to temporarily treat the wastewater for the first 6,000 units

within Newhall Ranch until the Newhall Ranch WRP is constructed. This claim is not correct. According

to the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District, there is sufficient sewer treatment capacity to temporarily

treat the wastewater from the first 6,000 units within Newhall Ranch. This statement is supported by the

information presented in the Revised Final EIR, the Landmark Village Final EIR New Topical

Response 12: Revised Project Design; and Topical Response 4: Chloride. Further support is provided in

the Districts’ memorandum to the Board of Supervisors, dated March 8, 2011 (see Appendix F3.13).

Response 5

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 project.

However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is required.
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Letter No. G10 Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy, September 26, 2011

Response 1

The commenter states that the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (Conservancy) respects the time

and effort invested in the One Valley One Vision planning process by both the public and by County

staff. The commenter states that the joint process with the City of Santa Clarita was an innovatively and

ultimately productive approach to addressing shared issues. The commenter states that many of the goals

and policies represent an improvement over the currently adopted Area Plan and that there are certain

policies that the Conservancy strongly supports.

The comment is directed to the proposed Area Plan, not the EIR, and 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.

Response 2

The commenter states that the Conservancy cannot support the proposed Area Plan without stronger

land use protections and modifications to the circulation element in the Angeles Linkage in the eastern

part of the planning area. The commenter states that the Conservancy’s issues are well documented in the

record and understood by County staff.

The comment is directed to the proposed Area Plan, not the EIR, and 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.

Response 3

The commenter states that the Conservancy finds that Alternative 2 is the environmentally superior

alternative, which includes the stronger land use controls lacking in the proposed Area Plan. The

commenter states that it believes that Alternative 2 accomplishes the smart growth objectives of the One

Valley One Vision planning process better than the proposed Area Plan because it directs more growth

away from sensitive resources in outlying areas and into the already urbanized areas that can

accommodate it. The commenter recommends adoption of Alternative 2 in lieu of the proposed Area

Plan.

The comment 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.
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Response 4

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

question the content of the EIR.
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Letter No. G11 Friends of the Santa Clara River, September 26, 2011

Introduction

This response addresses the letter from the Friends of the Santa Clara River (Friends), dated September

26, 2011. Please note that this letter included a number of attachments, all of which are presented with

this response. It should also be noted that the content of this letter has also been presented in the letter

from the Sierra Club dated September 22, 2011. See also responses to the Sierra Club letter.

Response 1

General Comment

This comment is introductory in nature and does not require a response. Responses to substantive issues

raised in this letter are provided below.

Response 2

Response to Chloride Comments

Comments point out that on May 27, 2011, the Los Angeles RWQCB issued administrative notices of

violation to SCVSD regarding the Valencia and Saugus WRPs. On June 27, 2011, the SCVSD responded to

the RWQCB and recommended to its Board of Directors that staff prepare a Wastewater Facilities Plan

and EIR for facilities to comply with a final effluent chloride limit of 100 mg/L at the point of discharge

and begin design of the facilities. On July 26, 2011, the SCVSD Board of Directors approved the staff

recommendation. The SCVSD estimates that it will complete the Wastewater Facilities Plan and EIR by

December 31, 2012.

As part of the Wastewater Facilities Plan and EIR, SCVSD intends to address an alternative compliance

approach that responds to changed chloride conditions as of 2011, which would fully protect all

designated beneficial uses in the Santa Clara River watershed. The SCVSD believes that changed

conditions will show that it is more environmentally and economically sound to implement an alternative

compliance approach, rather than an advanced treatment approach, in meeting a 100 mg/L final effluent

limit. As part of this effort, the SCVSD also intends to perform the modeling and scientific and technical

studies necessary to demonstrate the adequacy of its alternative compliance approach and to request

reopening of the chloride TMDL at a later time based on the modeling in those studies.

The comment also disputes the position of the Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) and the Sanitation

Districts that water from the Kern area serves to reduce the chloride concentration in State Water Project

(SWP) water. Chloride levels in the Upper Santa Clara River have improved significantly since 2009, in

part as a result of court-imposed pumping restriction on State Water Project (SWP) operations, coupled

with implementation of groundwater banking and pump back operations along the SWP aqueduct. Peak
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SWP chloride concentrations at Castaic Lake during drought conditions have been reduced from

historical values exceeding 100 mg/L to a current range of 80 – 85 mg/L.

SCVSD has achieved a significant reduction of effluent chloride levels through the water softener renewal

program. As a result of this program and the improved SWP water quality, effluent chloride levels have

dropped approximately 70 mg/L since 2003. Further actions by the SCVSD, including a water softener

ban enforcement program which has been initiated and the commitment to upgrade the Valencia and

Saugus WRPs to ultraviolet disinfection, will further lower effluent chloride levels by 10 mg/L to 15 mg/L.

Further responses to these topics can be found in Topical Response 4: Chloride, which is included in this

document.

Response 3

Response to Comments Regarding Health Concerns Related to Perchlorate

In the letter, the Friends provides information regard the health effects from perchlorate. The comment

also indicates that the public in the Santa Clarita Valley was not alerted to the closure of a drinking water

well due to perchlorate pollution.

The Revised Final EIR contains a thorough update of the detection of perchlorate in the local

groundwater basin, including the recent detection of perchlorate in Valencia Water Company’s Well 201

(see Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update). The topical response summarizes the current status of the

perchlorate cleanup in the groundwater basin.

Response 4

Response to Comments Regarding “New Information” Associated with Perchlorate Discovered in

Well 201

This comment claims that the recent discovery of perchlorate in Well 201 is not disclosed or addressed in

the OVOV EIR. This is incorrect as this topic is specifically described in Revised Final EIR Topical

Response 1: Perchlorate Update. In summary, a total of seven municipal drinking water wells, each

located relatively near the site of the former Whittaker-Bermite munitions facility, have been taken out of

service for varying periods of time since perchlorate was first detected in the groundwater in 1997. The

seven closed wells include six originally impacted wells and the recent closure of Valencia Water

Company Well 201.

Five of the six originally impacted wells have been either returned to service with perchlorate treatment

facilities or replaced by new wells drawing from the non-impacted portion of the groundwater basin. The
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five wells collectively restore much of the temporarily lost well capacity. An additional two wells will be

drilled to restore the operational flexibility that existed prior to the detection of perchlorate.

Specific to Well 201, Valencia Water Company plans to actively seek remediation and restore the

impacted well capacity in the near term. With that said, however, Well 201 remains out of service since

August 2010. Valencia Water Company’s plan is to either replace the closed well with a new replacement

well in a non-perchlorate impacted portion of the groundwater basin, or install wellhead treatment at the

well site in order to treat the water to non-detect levels, which has been successfully accomplished by

Valencia Water Company at another well site (Well Q2). Nonetheless, it is important to emphasize that

Well 201 was taken out of service in August 2010, and has not been returned to municipal supply service

since that time. Before either remediation option takes place, Valencia Water Company has committed to

working with CLWA and the regulatory agencies (e.g., Department of Public Health, or DPH) before

implementation of either remediation option. This includes an ongoing effort by the Valencia Water

Company and CLWA to update the existing groundwater modeling to assist in addressing questions

from the regulatory agencies.10

The Well 201 capacity also is not included in the active groundwater sources listed in the 2010 Urban

Water Management Plan (UWMP),11 and its capacity will not be "counted" in water supply calculations

until it is remediated. The recently adopted 2010 UWMP also finds that there are sufficient water supplies

to meet the Santa Clarita Valley's existing and planned water demand through 2050 — without taking

into account the capacity from the inactivated Well 201.

In response to Friends claims surrounding Valencia Water Company’s detection of perchlorate in Well

201, the County provided responses based on the OVOV Draft EIR, Section 3.13, Water Service, and

Final EIR Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update.

In summary, in August 2010, perchlorate was detected at Well 201 at levels below the regulatory standard

(i.e., level of 5 ppb was detected and the standard is 6 ppb). The Valencia Water Company, owner and

operator of Well 201, immediately took the well out of service and notified the state DPH, of the

detection. The DPH directed Valencia Water Company to perform quarterly testing at the inactive well to

track perchlorate levels. The Valencia Water Company has voluntarily elected to perform monthly testing.

By April 2011, the Valencia Water Company had gathered sufficient data to conclude that: (1) the

perchlorate levels at Well 201 were above the adopted maximum contaminant level (MCL) on a regular

basis; and (2) remediation would be required. The Valencia Water Company notified CLWA, the other

10 Pers. Comm. Keith Abercrombie, General Manager, Valencia Water Company, September 30, 2011.

11 For a copy of the 2010 UWMP, please see Appendix F3.13.
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water purveyors, the County,12 the City, and others that the well was impacted by perchlorate at levels

over the regulatory standard. The Valencia Water Company also requested that Well 201's supply be

excluded from the 2010 UWMP supply calculations until the well is fully remediated. The Valencia Water

Company took this action to ensure that the 2010 UWMP would adequately address the impacted well.

In summary, CLWA’s "pump and treat" program has been endorsed by DPH, and has been successful in

containing the spread of perchlorate in the basin. The detection of perchlorate in Well 201 is attributable

to the length of time it took to get the "pump and treat" program up and running, not to the effectiveness

of the program.

Before issuing a permit to a water utility for use of an impaired source as part of the utility's overall water

supply permit, DPH requires that studies and engineering work be performed to demonstrate that

pumping the well and treating the water will be protective of public health for users of the water. The

DPH approved the return to service of the previously closed Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 wells, and

specifically approved the Final Interim Remedial Action Plan for the containment and extraction of

perchlorate in January 2006. Therefore, DPH determined that the local water agencies devised a treatment

approach that adequately contains the perchlorate contamination and is protective of public health;

otherwise, DPH would not have authorized and permitted the Saugus 1 and 2 "pump and treat" program.

The DPH endorsement of CLWA's "pump and treat" program is consistent with multiple technical

reports referenced in the EIR and 2010 UWMP that have determined that the pumping rates at the

restored Saugus wells are sufficient to prevent further migration of perchlorate in the Saugus Formation

groundwater.

According to the 2010 UWMP, the primary reason for the recent detection of perchlorate in Well 201 is

the length of time it took between the initial detection of perchlorate in the basin in 1997 and actual

implementation of the "pump and treat" containment program in 2010. As reported in the 2010 UWMP,

Appendix I, the combination of litigation, settlement, permitting, and construction constrained actual

implementation of the containment program until 2010, six years after the impact of the containment

program on perchlorate migration in groundwater was analyzed. That time, combined with the

preceding seven years since perchlorate first impacted water supply wells, resulted in a greater risk of

downgradient migration of perchlorate in the Saugus Formation, and is considered the primary reason

for the recent detection of perchlorate in Well 201.

Responsive to the Friends’ call for additional testing, on August 4, 2011, the DPH sent letters to both

Valencia Water Company and Newhall County Water District requesting that the local water agencies

12 For a copy of the letter from Valencia Water Company to the County, please see Appendix F3.13.
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increase perchlorate monitoring from annually to quarterly at specified wells. The County has confirmed

that both water agencies will conduct the perchlorate monitoring quarterly as requested by the DPH;

therefore, adequate oversight from the appropriate regulatory agency, DPH, is in place.

As to the Friends’ modeling comments, it should be noted that Well 201 has been taken out of service,

and is not a supply relied upon in the recently adopted 2010 UWMP. As such, Well 201 is not currently in

operation or being pumped; and, therefore, it is not causing perchlorate to “spread” as claimed. As to

requests by DPH for modeling, the modeling would not be needed, unless and until Valencia Water

Company were to place Well 201 back into service as a municipal supply source with wellhead treatment

installed. Under such circumstances, Valencia Water Company would coordinate its efforts with CLWA

and the regulatory agencies in the event additional modeling were needed in the future.13

Based on the information presented in the Revised Final EIR, Section 3.13, Water Service, and Topical

Response 1: Perchlorate Update, an adequate supply of existing and planned water exists to meet the

needs of Santa Clarita Valley residents now and in the future, despite the loss in capacity due to the

perchlorate-impacted wells.

In summary, two of the originally impacted Saugus wells, Saugus 1 and 2, were placed back in service in

January 2011, restoring approximately 3,544 acre-feet (af) of water supply in a normal year. (2010 UWMP,

Table 3-9.) The contaminated Stadium Well and VWC Well 157 have been replaced and the pumping

capacity lost due to that contamination has been restored with two new replacement wells in non-

impacted portions of the basin.

Friends suggest that Santa Clarita Valley water agencies conduct water quality testing in the perchlorate

plume area for trichloroethylene (TCE) and tetrachloroethylene (PCE), in addition to perchlorate. The

Draft OVOV EIR incorporates by reference The Santa Clarita Valley Water Report, for 2008 through 2010

(see pages 3.13-8 and 3.13-9). All water quality testing conducted in the Santa Clarita Valley, including

they various types of contaminants tested for, meets the requirements of United States Environmental

Protection Agency (USEPA), the California Department of Public Health (DPH) and California

Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA). The Santa Clarita Valley water purveyors already test for

both PCE and TCE.

As indicated in The Santa Clarita Valley 2010 Water Report,

“In order to ensure that tap water is safe to drink, the United States Environmental

Protection Agency (USEPA) and the California Department of Public Health (DPH)

prescribe regulations that limit the amount of certain contaminants in water provided by

13 Pers. Comm. Keith Abercrombie, General Manager, Valencia Water Company, September 30, 2011.
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public water systems. USEPA, DPH and the California Environmental Protection Agency

(CalEPA) set goals and legal standards for the quality of drinking water. These standards

are intended to protect consumers from contaminants in drinking water. Most of the

standards are based on the concentration of contaminants, but a few are based on a

Treatment Technique (TT) to remove the contaminant. Drinking water, including bottled

water, may reasonably be expected to contain at least small amounts of some

contaminants. The presence of contaminants does not necessarily indicate that water

poses a health risk.”

As also indicated in The Santa Clarita Valley 2010 Water Report,

“Organic chemical contaminants, including synthetic and volatile organic chemicals, are

by products of industrial processes and petroleum production, and can also come from

gas stations, urban storm water runoff, and septic systems. Organic compounds also

include pesticides and herbicides, which may come from a variety of sources such as

agriculture, urban storm water runoff, and residential uses. Water is tested for two types

of organic compounds: volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and non-volatile synthetic

organic compounds (SOCs). These organic compounds are synthetic chemicals produced

from industrial and agricultural uses. Castaic Lake is checked annually for VOCs and

SOCs. Local wells are tested at least annually for VOCs and periodically for SOCs.

Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) was found in trace levels (below the MCL in groundwater in

the SCV. Some people who use water containing tetrachloroethylene in excess of the

MCL over many years may experience liver problems, and may have an increased risk of

getting cancer.”

It is important to understand that the contaminants listed in the Santa Clarita Valley Water Quality

Report (see table entitled “The Results of Thousands of Tests on Your Water”) include only those that

were detected during a test. If a contaminant is not listed, that contaminant was not detected. This was

the case for TCE in the 2010 Report, which was not detected.14

The Draft EIR also presents additional information regarding the quality of water in the Santa Clarita

Valley (see Draft EIR pages 3.13-54 through 3.13-66). The commenter is referred to the Draft EIR and the

Santa Clarita Valley Water Quality Reports for additional information. Because no specific reasons why

TEC should be tested for, no further response can be provided. Again, all water quality testing conducted

in the Santa Clarita Valley, including they various types of contaminants tested for, meets the

requirements of USEPA, DPH and CalEPA.

Based on this information, the conclusions reached in the Revised Final EIR that groundwater from

existing and replacement wells is available to assist in meeting the current and projected water demands

for the Santa Clarita Valley is reasonable and supported by the evidence.

14 James Saenz, Valencia Water Company, personal communication, December 2011.
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In addition, the Friends’ reliance on the 2004 Court of Appeal decision is not applicable. First, the County

is not responsible for the ongoing efforts to remediate perchlorate in the groundwater basin. This cleanup

effort remains with CLWA, the retail suppliers, and the regulatory agencies providing oversight.

Second, as evidenced in Topical Response 1: Perchlorate Update, substantial progress has been made in

responding to the detection of perchlorate, and substantial facilities needed for remediation/treatment are

in place and actively monitored by CLWA, the local retail suppliers, and several regulatory agencies,

which was not necessarily the case in the early 2000 era.

Third, there is a timeline for remediation (replacement or wellhead treatment) of Valencia Water

Company’s Well 201. The Valencia Water Company plans to actively seek remediation (replacement or

wellhead treatment) under the Whittaker-Bermite perchlorate litigation settlement agreement and rapidly

restore the impacted well capacity. Given Valencia Water Company’s experience of: (1) bringing its Well

Q2 back into production; (2) actions under the DPH 97-005 Policy Memo; (3) participating in bringing

treatment facilities on line for the Saugus 1 and Saugus 2 wells; and (4) replacing capacity for its Well 157,

Valencia Water Company has determined that it could either install wellhead treatment to bring the well

back into service or replace the capacity with a new well within two years. As explained above, this time

estimate is conservative because of Valencia Water Company's prior success in 2005 in restoring Well Q2

to municipal-supply service within an approximate six-month period. As explained, there also are now

funds in place to remediate Well 201 upon the permitting and installation of wellhead treatment or

replacement of Well 201's capacity with a new replacement well.

Fourth, from a regional perspective, CLWA and the local retail suppliers have evaluated the perchlorate

impact upon the groundwater basin, and continue to monitor perchlorate in the basin, with the assistance

of the regulatory agencies (e.g., DPH, DTSC). For a detailed discussion of that regional effort, please see

the recently adopted 2010 UWMP, Appendix I, which is found in Revised Final EIR Appendix F3.13.

Based on the information presented in the OVOV Draft EIR and Final EIR, there is no reason to defer or

delay consideration of the OVOV Plan.
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Letter No. G12 Sadiq Ghias, September 15, 2011

Response 1

Please see response to Letter No. D74.

2.0-3388



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

1

Letter No. G13

2.0-3389



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

January 2012

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.023

1

2.0-3390



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. G13 Jay Rogers, Inc., September 21, 2011

Response 1

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to any physical effect on

the environment, as well as 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. G14 Diana Larios, September 26, 2011

Response 1

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to any physical effect on

the environment, as well as 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. G15 Richard Galway, September 26, 2011

Response 1

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to any physical effect on

the environment, as well as 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. G16 Rick Ryan, September 26, 2011

Response 1

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to any physical effect on

the environment, as well as 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. G17 Rick Friedman, September 26, 2011

Response 1

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to any physical effect on

the environment, as well as 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. G18 E. Andrew Daymude, September 27, 2011

Response 1

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to any physical effect on

the environment, as well as 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. G19 Castaic Area Town Council, September 27, 2011

Response 1

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to any physical effect on

the environment, as well as 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. G20 John E. Evans and Timothy C. Collins, September 27, 2011

Response 1

The comment raises issues related to the proposed Area Plan that do not appear to any physical effect on

the environment, as well as 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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