SEA Boundary Requests

Regional Planning Commission

July 24, 2013
Request Related Requestor Contact Name
ID Requests
1 Los Angeles County Department Joan Rupert/Julie Yom
Parks and Rec
2 Los Angeles County Department Joan Rupert/Julie Yom
Parks and Rec
3 Los Angeles County Department Joan Rupert/Julie Yom
Parks and Rec
4 Los Angeles County Department Joan Rupert/Julie Yom
Parks and Rec
5 Los Angeles County Department Joan Rupert/Julie Yom
Parks and Rec
6 Los Angeles County Department Joan Rupert/Julie Yom
Parks and Rec
7 Keith Campeau
8 #13, 28 SoCal Gas Glenn La Fevers, Storage Operations
Manager
9 Rose Hills Memorial Park and Jeff Nordschow
Cemetery
10 24 Request 10 is folded into Request 24
11 Hanh Tran
12 Cook Hill Properties Susan Lindquist, Director of
Community Development
13 #8, 28 Termo Ralph Combs, Manager, Corporate
Development The Termo Company
14 #28 Sierra Club Joan Licari, Chair /Eric Johnson,
Chair / Marcia Hanscom, Ballona
Wetlands Restoration Committee /
Terrie Brady, San Fernando Valley
Group
15 Meridian Energy USA Mark Stout, Director Project
Development
16 Center for Biological Diversity lleene Anderson
17 Forest Lawn-Hollywood George Mihlsten, Latham and

Watkins




Request Related Requestor Contact Name
ID Requests
18 Forest Lawn- Covina Hills
19 Sky Meadow Farms Lisa K. Bell
20 Pardee Homes Michael V. McGee, President and
CEO
21 Poppy Reserve/Mojave Desert Margaret Rhyne
Interpretative Association
22 Tejon Ranch Michael Josselyn, PhD, WRA
Environmental Consultants
23 Tesoro del Valle John E. Evans, Montalvo Ventures
24 Puente Hills Habitat Preservation Bob Henderson, Chairman / Lizette
Authority Longacre, Ecologist
25 #14, 34 Hills for Everyone Claire Schlotterbeck, Executive
Director
26 Aera Energy LLC Jeffrey R. Plaisch, Project Manager
27 DRP Internal Review- not retained.
28 #8, 13, 14 Chatsworth Nature Preserve Carla Bollinger and Mark Osokow
29 Santa Paula Creek Mitigation Bank Richard Lyons
30 California Native Plant Society Betsey Landis, Conservation
Committee
31 37 LAC DPW Christopher Sheppard,
Environmental Programs Division
32 Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles Wendy Wert
County
33 Windsor Pacific LLC Allen Hubsch
34 #14, 25 WILDLIFE CORRIDOR Jessica Nguyen
CONSERVATION AUTHORITY
35 Bolthouse Farms Kimiko Lizardi
36 CalCIMA, Vulcan, Granite &Sespe Angela Driscoll
Consulting
37 #31 Sunshine Canyon Operators Rob Sherman
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County of Los Angeles
Department of Parks and Recreation

Proposed Significant Ecological Areas

Planning Division
Environmental Regulatory Permitting Section

PROPOSED SEA

MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES

SEA BOUNDARY
FACILITY NAME CONTRACTS/ (Ok or Not OK) Tree Brush Parking Lot Other FUTURE
AGENCY|REC. PERMIT Mowing Trimming Clearance Repair (Please specify) CONSTRUCTION
Marshall Canyon
Golf Course Admin. |Golf partially within OK X (Annually)
Daily golf course

Mountain Meadows maintenance Rebuild several tee
Golf Course Admin. |Golf almost all within  [OK X (Daily) X (Annually) [X (Annually) including watering. [boxes
Whittier Narrows
Golf Course Admin. |Golf partially within OK X (Monthly) X (Annually) [X (Annually)

partially within

(consider Not OK- Eastern

modifying side of facility,
Castaic Sports boundary due to |where a berm
Complex North an existing berm) [exists

adjacent

(0.23acre of
Jackie Robinson undeveloped park
Park North area is included) |[Ok None None None None None None

Residential

Alpine Butte Roadway grading -
Wildlife Sanctuary |Regional all within Okay None None None None as needed None
Big Rock Creek
Wildlfe Sanctuary |Regional partially within Okay None None None None None None

7/23/2014




County of Los Angeles
Department of Parks and Recreation

Proposed Significant Ecological Areas

Planning Division
Environmental Regulatory Permitting Section

PROPOSED SEA

SEA BOUNDARY

MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES

FACILITY NAME CONTRACTS/ (Ok or Not OK) Tree Brush Parking Lot Other FUTURE
AGENCY|REC. PERMIT Mowing Trimming Clearance Repair (Please specify) CONSTRUCTION
Not OK- All
Playground,
Picnic Area,
Buildings and
RV Park; parking lots Irrigating, Plumbing
Bonelli Regional Hot Tubs; all within (except |should be and Electrical Yes, SailBoat Cove
Park Regional |Equestrian Ctr |Raging Waters) |excluded YES/Daily YES/Daily YES/Daily YES/Daily repairs/daily Dock replacement
(spillway where
water leaves
lagoon and the None - however
beginning of the somewhere along the
natural riverbed; river between Castaic
no future Lake & Castaic Sports
Castaic Lake development Complex would be a
Recreation Area Regional anticipated) OK None None None None None great place for a trail.
Annually -
As needed in [Entrance roadway Annually and/or as
Picnic Areas, |and common needed - Trall
around fenclines with maintenace and
Eaton Canyon Nature Center|residential emergency service
Park/ Nature Center [Regional all within Ok None and along trail |structures None road grading None
Equestrian
Center;
Campground
Marshall Canyon (?);
County Park Regional | Tree Farm all within Ok
Neenach Wildlife
Preserve Regional all within Okay None None None None None Identification sign
Phacelia Wildlife
Sanctuary Regional all within Okay None None None None None None
2

7/23/2014




County of Los Angeles
Department of Parks and Recreation

Proposed Significant Ecological Areas

Planning Division
Environmental Regulatory Permitting Section

PROPOSED SEA

SEA BOUNDARY

MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES

FACILITY NAME CONTRACTS/ (Ok or Not OK) Tree Brush Parking Lot Other FUTURE
AGENCY|REC. PERMIT Mowing Trimming Clearance Repair (Please specify) CONSTRUCTION
As needed in [Annually -
Picnic Areas, |Entrance roadway,
around parking areas and Annually and/or as
Placerita Canyon Nature Center|along service needed Trail
Nature Center Regional all within Okay None and along trail[roadways. None Maintenace None
Ren Faire; Light
Santa Fe Dam Food Boat and trimming/wee |Light add third lane to main
Recreation Area Regional |Bait all within OK T-Th kly clearance/monthly |Yes/ yearly lake mediation/yearl{road
Schabarum
Regional Park Regional |Equestrian Ctr. |partially within Ok
As needed in As needed - Annually and/or as
Picnic Areas, |Annually - Asher [grading of needed Trail
Vasquez Rocks around field, around parking areas Mainteance -
Natural Area & Annually - Nature Center|buildings and (no asphalt or Monthly grading of
Nature Sanctuary [Regional almost all within  [Okay Asher field and along trail[bridle path concrete) interior dirt roads  [None
Walnut Creek
Community
Regional Park Regional all within Ok
75 acres of habitat
restoration
As needed in [Annually - Raptor River Discovery
Picnic Areas, |fields, fire serive Center, new parking
Annually -2 |around roads and SCE lot, outdoor
Whittier Narrows large raptor Nature Center|(Edison) access classrooms, and
Natural Area Regional all within Okay fields and along trail|roads None None wetland areas

7/23/2014




County of Los Angeles
Department of Parks and Recreation

Proposed Significant Ecological Areas

Planning Division

Environmental Regulatory Permitting Section

PROPOSED SEA S BOUNBARY MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES
FACILITY NAME CONTRACTS/ (Ok or Not OK) Tree Brush Parking Lot Other FUTURE
AGENCY|REC. PERMIT Mowing Trimming Clearance Repair (Please specify) CONSTRUCTION
Remote Not OK- Use bike
Control path as limit on
Whittier Narrows Airplane Field the proposed SEA
Recreation Area Regional [(Rec. Permit) |partially within boundary.
Not OK- part of
the SEA is on turf,
the boundary line
should be moved
back to the toe of
the slope.
Bill Blevins Park South partially within
Trailview Park South all within OK
7/23/2014
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/| Proposed SEA

Blue Line Stream

Date: 7/16/13
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REQUEST FOR MODIFICATIONOF SIGNIFICANT ECOLOGICAL AREAS

Information to help you fill up this form may be found on the Department of Regional Planning’s
website at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/sea

Please mark the appropriate box below with regards to the nature of your modification request:

|:| Inclusion in the Developed and Disturbed Areas Map

[] Exclusion from the Developed and Disturbed Areas Map
|:| Inclusion in the Significant Ecological Areas

Exclusion from the Significant Ecological Areas

Partl: General Information

Name of Requestor: Glenn La Fevers, Storage Operations Manager, Aliso Canyon Natural Gas Storage
Field

Name of property owner(s), if different from requestor:Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas)

Requestor’s Mailing Address:12801 Tampa Ave., Northridge, CA 91326

Requestor’s Phone Number:(818) 700-3824

Requestor’s Email Address:glafevers@semprautilities.com

Part Il: Description of Area

Please describe in the space provided below the area being proposed for modification. You may attach
additional pages if necessary. Please also attach a site map or aerial photo indicating the area proposed
for modification if necessary. You may access information on the Department’s GIS-NET through this
link: http://planning.lacounty.gov/gisnet3.

Name of SEA:SantaSusana Mountains and Simi Hills

Address or Nearest Major Cross Streets (if available):12801 Tampa Ave., Northridge, CA 91326

City or Community Name:Northridge

Assessor’s Parcel Numbers:2601-007-800, 2601-007-801, 2601-008-800, 2601-008-801, 2601-008-015,
2821-003-005, 2821-003-011, 2821-003-800, 2821-004-800, 2821-004-801, 2821-005-800, 2821-005-
801, 2821-005-802, 2821-005-803, 2821-005-804, 2821-005-805, 2821-006-800, 2821-007-800, 2821-
007-801, 2821-008-802, 2826-017-801, 2826-017-802, 2826-028-800, 2826-029-801, 2826-029-802,
and2826-029-803.

(Last revised on September 23, 2013)


http://planning.lacounty.gov/sea
mailto:glafevers@semprautilities.com
http://planning.lacounty.gov/gisnet3

Part lll: Basis for Request for Modification

Please describe in the space provided below how the area being proposed for modification meets the
listed criteria. Please answer ltems 2 and 3 only if requesting for inclusion in or exclusion from the SEA.

1. Is the area proposed for modification disturbed or developed with a structure or impermeable
surface? As farmland? Estimate approximately how many acres are disturbed, developed or
farmed.

Requestor’s Description: (Please attach additional pages if necessary)

Yes. Portions of the proposed SantaSusana Mountains and Simi Hills SEA lie within the property
boundary of SoCalGas’ Aliso CanyonNatural Gas Storage Field (Storage Field). The Storage Field sits
on approximately 3,600 acres of land and has an inventory of approximately 165 billion cubic feet of
natural gas.

Although it appears the County’s intent was to exclude the Storage Field from the SEA boundary
(e.g.,“The SEA boundary travels west from Mission Point along the ridgeline above the Aliso Canyon
Oil Field and turns south at the western edge of the Aliso Canyon Oil Field...” ref: 2012 SEA
Description), as currently drawn, however, the SEA overlaps portions of the Storage Field both in the
northwestern and northeastern corners of the property (refer to attached figure). SoCalGas
respectfully requests that these overlaps be carved out of the SEA suchthat the entire Storage Field is
excluded.

2. Does the area proposed for modification contain habitats of plant or animal species, biotic
communities, vegetative associations, land features etc. that are expressly identified for
protection by the existing/proposed SEA?(Please refer to the SEA Descriptions in the 2012 Draft
General Plan, and the SEA Descriptions in the 1980 General Plan- available online
at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/sea/biological).

Requestor’s Description: (Please attach additional pages if necessary)

Yes, portions of the proposed excluded areas are comprised ofcoastal sage scrub and valley oak
woodland habitat. However, should the County agree to exclude the overlapping areas, the SEA still
would be expected to fully meet its designation criteria. Furthermore, expanding the excluded area
to encompass the full Storage Field property wouldhave little to no bearing on the SEA’s long-term
survival.

In addition, although portions of the Storage Field have been designated as critical habitat for the
coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptilacalifornicacalifornica), the species hasnot been detected on
the Storage Field (protocol surveys for this species were completed in 2006 and in 2010).

3. In addition to the answers given for Questions 1 and 2, the following factors will have bearing on
the determination of whether or not to grant a request for modification:

Regional habitat linkages / wildlife corridors

Water sources and drainages

Proximity to other development or dedicated natural open space
Proximity to areas under a different jurisdiction

o0 oo

Considering the topics listed above as your guide, are there any characteristics on site or in the

(Last revised on September 23, 2013)



http://planning.lacounty.gov/sea/biological

surrounding areas that would affect other parts of the SEA? Are there any additional factors that
need to be considered?

Requestor’s Description: (Please attach additional pages if necessary)

We believe the most important factor to consider is SoCalGas’ ability to maintain, operate, inspect,
and repair our facilities, and, if necessary, expand our operations within the Storage Field property, to
ensure safe, reliable and efficient natural gas utility service to our customers. Any proposed
designations on the Storage Field property that may hinder SoCalGas’ ability to maintain andupgrade
or enhance the natural gas infrastructurewould be unacceptable.

Finally, the requested exclusions would have little to no bearing on any regional habitat linkages or
wildlife corridors, water sources or drainages, dedicated natural open space, or other areas that fall
under different jurisdictions. Rather, the requested exclusions would result in only minor
modifications at the northwestern and northeastern fringes of the Storage Field property.

(Last revised on September 23, 2013)
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= Memorial Park & Mortuary

A
P J/ROSE HILLS

March 11, 2014

Mr. Richard J. Bruckner

Director

Los Angeles County

Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Dear Mr. Bruckner:

Thank you for taking the time out of your busy schedule to come out to Rose Hills Memorial Park today.
The Rose Hills family appreciates your continued support on our SEA designation exemption. We also
look forward to hearing your interpretation of our Cemetery Permit 21-1 in a few weeks as we continue
our plans to serve the communities’ needs into the next 100 years. If we may be of any assistance
regarding any matter related to our Memorial Park or our industry in general, please do not hesitate to
contact my staff or me. Rose Hills looks forward to a continued positive partnership with your team
over the many years to come.

Sincerely,

Avz—

Patrick Monroe
President

Cemetery ® Mortuary * Mausoleums ¢ Crematory ¢ Flower Shop ¢ Reception Center

3888 Workman Mill Road ® PO. Box 110 ® Whittier, California 90608 ® Telephone 562-699-0921 ® www.rosehills.com

Lic. # FD-970



Los Angeles County ;ﬂ \
Department of Regional Planning g s

Planning for the Challenges Ahead

Y ot g

Richard J. Bruckner
Director

March 26, 2014

Patrick Monroe, President

Rose Hills Memorial Park & Mortuary
3888 Workman Mill Road

Whittier, CA 90601

Dear Mr. Monroe:

APPLICABILITY OF PROPOSED SIGNIFICANT ECOLOGICAL AREAS
PROGRAM TO ROSE HILLS MEMORIAL PARK

| am writing to confirm our discussion on March 10, 2014, regarding the updated
Significant Ecological Areas (SEA) Program and the effects, if any, on your existing
cemetery use. Per our discussion, the draft SEA Ordinance includes a provision that
exempts existing uses with valid permits from the provisions of the ordinance.
Therefore, as the entire Rose Hills Memorial Park property is under a valid permit, we
confirm that the existing use may continue as approved without being subject to the new
SEA regulations.

In addition, while undeveloped portions of your property are mapped within the
proposed SEA to reflect existing valuable resources, these areas are also covered
under the existing permit and new development; therefore, are not subject to the
provisions of the new SEA Ordinance.

In conclusion, it is not the intent of the SEA Program, including the SEA boundary and
the SEA Ordinance, to impact ongoing legally permitted uses. We appreciate the
dialogue on this issue and the long-term partnership our Department has with Rose Hills
Memorial Park.

320 West Temple Street = Los Angeles, CA 90012 =« 213-974-6411 » Fax: 213-626-0434 « TDD: 213-617-2292



Mr. Patrick Monroe
March 26, 2014
Page 2

If you have additional questions or would like to discuss this matter further, please
contact Ms. Susan Tae of my staff at stae@planning.lacounty.gov or at (213) 974-6476
between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m., Monday through Thursday.

c: Supervisor Don Knabe (Julie Moore, Andrea Avila)

K_AP_032614_L ROSEHILLS



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

Richard J. Bruckner
Director

December 23, 2013

TO: Supervisor Don Knabe, Chairman
Fourth Supervisorial District

Attention: Julie Mooge

FROM: Richard J. Bruckner
Director

CORRESPONDENCE FROM PATRICK MONROE REGARDING PROPOSED
PUENTE HILLS SIGNIFICANT ECOLOGICAL AREA DESIGNATION

My staff has reviewed the concerns of Mr. Patrick Monroe and have responded directly
to him with our findings. Attached is a copy of our response. | trust this meets with your
approval.

RJB:MC:MWG:ems

Attachment

K_AP_122613_5DAY_MONROW_CVR

320 West Temple Street = Los Angeles, CA 90012 = 213-974-6411 = Fax: 213-626-0434 = TDD: 213-617-2292



Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead ./

Richard J . Bruckner
Director

December 24, 2013

Patrick Monroe, President

Rose Hills Memorial Park & Mortuary
Post Office Box 110

Whittier, CA 90608

Dear Mr. Monroe:
PROPOSED PUENTE HILLS SIGNIFICANT ECOLOGICAL AREA DESIGNATION

| am in receipt of your recent letter to the Board of Supervisors (Board) Chairman Don
Knabe regarding the proposed Puente Hills Significant Ecological Area (SEA)
designation on a portion of the Rose Hills property. The Chairman has requested that
the Department of Regional Planning (Department) respond to you directly, with a copy
provided to his office.

The Puente Hills SEA was established when the Board adopted the Countywide
General Plan (General Plan) in 1980. In 1999, the Board directed the Department to
initiate an SEA Update Study as a component of the General Plan Update. The SEA
Update Study recommended that the boundaries of the Puente Hills SEA, and many
other SEAs throughout the County, be expanded pursuant to a series of six selection
criteria.

A portion of the Rose Hills property has been included in the proposed Puente Hills SEA
designation because the SEA Update Study determined that it met at least one of the
six selection criteria. This portion, which is in the southeastern area of the property
adjacent to the City of Whittier, appears to be a mostly undeveloped hillside and does
not appear to be currently used for cemetery purposes. However, it appears to contain
some infrastructure uses, such as water tanks, that support the cemetery.

The Department is proposing to revise Zoning Code regulations pertaining to SEAs
(SEA Ordinance Update) concurrently with the General Plan Update. As noted in your
letter, the County's need to ensure biodiversity within the region must be balanced
against its need to protect cemetery lands that benefit and serve its residents. To that
end, the proposed SEA Ordinance Update explicitly exempts any development
authorized by an existing Cemetery Permit throughout the duration of the Cemetery
Permit’s grant term.

320 West Temple Street = Los Angeles, CA 90012 » 213-974-6411 = Fax: 213-626-0434 = TDD: 213-617-2292



Mr. Patrick Monroe
December 24, 2013
Page 2

We would like to meet with your organization to review your existing Cemetery Permit
and to discuss your long-term plans for the property, with the goal of ensuring that the
proposed Puente Hills SEA designation does not impede future cemetery development.
To set up this meeting, please contact Elaine Sainz at esainz@planning.lacounty.gov or
(213) 974-6457 between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m., Monday through Thursday.

| hope this information is useful to you. Additional information regarding the proposed
Puente Hills SEA, including the SEA Update Study and the SEA Ordinance Update,
may be found on the Department’'s Web Site at planning.lacounty.gov/sea. If you have
any questions, please contact Emma Howard at ehoward@planning.lacounty.gov or
(213) 974-6476 between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m., Monday through Thursday.

c: Chairman Don Knabe (Julie Moore)

K_AP_122313_5DAY_MONROE



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

822 KENNETH HAHN HALL OF ADMINISTRATION ¢/ LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 80012
Telephone (213) 974-4444 / FAX (213) 626-6941

DON KNABE
CHAIRMAN PRO-TEM

November 27, 2013

Mr. Patrick Monroe

President

Rose Hills Memorial Park & Mortuary
3888 Workman Mill Road

Whittier, California 90608

Dear Patrick:

Just a quick note to thank you for your recent letter regarding concerns about a portion
of the Rose Hills Memorial Park property being inappropriately included in a proposed
Significant Ecological Area (SEA). This property is mentioned in the Draft 2035 General
Plan/SEA Update Program that is currently being proposed by the Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning.

| have referred your concerns to Richard Bruckner, the Director of Planning, and have
asked him to review the matter. He will provide a written response to you and work with
you and my office toward maintaining the exemption from the SEA for the Rose Hills

Memorial Park property.

Thank you for sharing your concerns and for providing us with the opportunity to assist
you. Should you have additional questions or concerns, please contact me or my
plapping deputy, Julie Moore, at (213) 974-4444.

Chairman Pro-Tem
Supervisor, Fourth District
County of Los Angeles
DK:di

c: Richard Bruckner, Director of Planning
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/@? ROSE HILLS
=]y Memorial Park & Mortuary

November 15, 2013

W20

o

Mr. Don Knabe, Supervisor

Fourth District

County of Los Angeles

822 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Stroet

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisor Knabe,

As an active member of the community and an active stake holder in the Fourth District, Rose Hills
Memorial Park has provided comprehensive, compassionate memorial care serving the greater Los
Angeles community since 1914, In support of that mission, Rose Hills property encompasses 1,400 acres
of land along the Whittier foothills designated for long-term cemetery purposes.

The Los Angeles County General Plan currently recognizes the Rose Hills property under an “open
space” designation. However, as part of the current 2035 General Plan update process, it has come to our
attention that the southern portion of the Rose Hills Memorial Park property has been proposed for
addition to the Puente Hills Significant Ecological Area (SEA). Although we appreciate the County’s
continued effort to ensure biodiversity within the region, we also understand the County’s long-term and
continued commitment to the protection of cemetery lands that both benefit and serve the residents of Los

Angsles County.

As you may recall, Rose Hills was purposefully not included in the original 1980 SEA designated areas in
recognition of the importance of the Rose Hills’ mission to serve the community. The County of Los
Angeles Department of Regional Planning letter memorializing that action is enclosed for your reference.
Consistent with the County’s prior assistance with protecting our commitment to the long-term use of this
land for cemetery purposes, we again ask that all Rose Hills Memorial Park lands be removed from
consideration for inclusion in the 2035 and future General Plan SEA updates.

We appreciate your consideration.

Sincerely,

Patrick Monroe
President

cc: Julie Moore, Deputy
cc: Andrea Avila, Deputy
cc: Jeff Nordschow, Rose Hills

Enclosure: County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning Letter dated March 13, 1979

Cemetery » Mortuary » Mausoleums » Crematory » Flower Shop » Reception Center
3888 Workman Mill Road ® PO, Box 110 ¢ Whictier, California 90608 » Telephone 562-699-0921 ® www.rosehills.corn

Lic # FL-970
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March 13, 1979

Mp. R. L. MoNitt, dr., Presidenty
Roge Hills Hamorial Paxk

3900 South Worlman Mill Roed
Whittier, CA 90601

Deay Mr. MoNLtG!
R%: ROSE HILLS MEMORIAL PARK - QUNERAL FLAN DESTGNATION

On Fobruary 28, 1979 the Re sonal Planning Commiseion reviewed
Eour request to have the SBA 744 designation renoved from Roge

i11s Memoriel Pazl property. Based upon your letter, reaffiruing
o commitment to fhe long-verm use of this land for cemetery
purposes, the Gommisgion directed the staff to remove the BEA .
demignation. Congequently, the entire Rose Hills ownership will
be depicted as "open gpace” on the appropriate Proposed Genoexael
Plan poliocy maps, and the SEA designation will be deleted.

T trust that the Oommission's action resolves thig matter to your
gatisfaction. Thank you for pertioipating in the @General Flan
program,

Very txuly yours,
DEPARIMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING

Némman Mupddsh; Flanning Director
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cos Superiigor Boaabazwe
Tathan ¥nd Watldnag
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= Memorial Park & Mortuary

A
P J/ROSE HILLS

March 11, 2014

Mr. Richard J. Bruckner

Director

Los Angeles County

Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Dear Mr. Bruckner:

Thank you for taking the time out of your busy schedule to come out to Rose Hills Memorial Park today.
The Rose Hills family appreciates your continued support on our SEA designation exemption. We also
look forward to hearing your interpretation of our Cemetery Permit 21-1 in a few weeks as we continue
our plans to serve the communities’ needs into the next 100 years. If we may be of any assistance
regarding any matter related to our Memorial Park or our industry in general, please do not hesitate to
contact my staff or me. Rose Hills looks forward to a continued positive partnership with your team
over the many years to come.

Sincerely,

Avz—

Patrick Monroe
President

Cemetery ® Mortuary * Mausoleums ¢ Crematory ¢ Flower Shop ¢ Reception Center

3888 Workman Mill Road ® PO. Box 110 ® Whittier, California 90608 ® Telephone 562-699-0921 ® www.rosehills.com

Lic. # FD-970
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Richard J. Bruckner
Director

March 26, 2014

Patrick Monroe, President

Rose Hills Memorial Park & Mortuary
3888 Workman Mill Road

Whittier, CA 90601

Dear Mr. Monroe:

APPLICABILITY OF PROPOSED SIGNIFICANT ECOLOGICAL AREAS
PROGRAM TO ROSE HILLS MEMORIAL PARK

| am writing to confirm our discussion on March 10, 2014, regarding the updated
Significant Ecological Areas (SEA) Program and the effects, if any, on your existing
cemetery use. Per our discussion, the draft SEA Ordinance includes a provision that
exempts existing uses with valid permits from the provisions of the ordinance.
Therefore, as the entire Rose Hills Memorial Park property is under a valid permit, we
confirm that the existing use may continue as approved without being subject to the new
SEA regulations.

In addition, while undeveloped portions of your property are mapped within the
proposed SEA to reflect existing valuable resources, these areas are also covered
under the existing permit and new development; therefore, are not subject to the
provisions of the new SEA Ordinance.

In conclusion, it is not the intent of the SEA Program, including the SEA boundary and
the SEA Ordinance, to impact ongoing legally permitted uses. We appreciate the
dialogue on this issue and the long-term partnership our Department has with Rose Hills
Memorial Park.

320 West Temple Street = Los Angeles, CA 90012 =« 213-974-6411 » Fax: 213-626-0434 « TDD: 213-617-2292



Mr. Patrick Monroe
March 26, 2014
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If you have additional questions or would like to discuss this matter further, please
contact Ms. Susan Tae of my staff at stae@planning.lacounty.gov or at (213) 974-6476
between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m., Monday through Thursday.

c: Supervisor Don Knabe (Julie Moore, Andrea Avila)

K_AP_032614_L ROSEHILLS



11: Hanh Tran



12: Cook Hill Properties



COOK HILL PROPERTIES

Norman E. Witt, Jr. AICP
Senior Vice President

April 1,2013

Ms. Emma Howard

Regional Planner, Community Studies North
LA County Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Via Email: choward@planning.lacounty.gov

Re: Comment to Draft Significant Ecological Areas Ordinance dated December 20, 2012
Dear Ms. Howard:

Cook Hill Properties, LLC (CHP) wishes to submit comments on the 3" draft of the Significant
Ecological Area (SEA) ordinance that was released on December 31, 2012 (*“Draft Ordinance’).

CHP represents various landowners in Los Angeles County, and to our knowledge, none of those
owners were notified that their properties may be affected by the SEA expansion and the Draft
Ordinance. The Ordinance, if adopted, will obviously affect future land development, as well as
agriculture other businesses, agricultural and other individual land owners.

The Draft Ordinance creates a fundamental shift in land development policy in Los Angeles
County. Under current practices, proposed projects are designed, and then analyzed to achieve a
balance under CEQA and the existing ordinance by identifying and mitigating environmental
impacts. Even the Conservation and Natural Resources Element of the County's draft General
Plan (2012) acknowledges that "[t]he General Plan goals and policies are intended to ensure that
privately-held lands within the SEAs retain the right of reasonable use, while avoiding activities
and developments that are incompatible with the long-term survival of the SEAs." Without a
thorough environmental review based on all available science, we do not believe it is appropriate
to amend the SEA at this time.

The SEA ordinance and SEATAC as an advisory body should not unnecessarily complicate and
duplicate regulatory processes of other state and federal agencies such as California Department
of Fish and Wildlife, the US Army Corps of Engineers, US Fish and Wildlife Service or the
Regional Water Quality Control Boards. The proposed Draft Ordinance dramatically expands
the scope of issues and topics addressed by the current SEA Program, without regard to other
regulatory programs that may exist. As a result, many elements of the proposal are
fundamentally duplicative of and more importantly, in some cases conflict with the regulations
of other resource agencies. Not only will this will create redundancy, but also complications for

COOK HILL PROPERTIES, LLC
13 Corporate Plaza Drive, Suite 206, Newport Beach, CA 92660-7919
Tel 949.760.6600 e Fax 949.219.0813
www.cook-hill.com



Ms. Emma Howard

L.A. County Regional Planning
April 1, 2013

Page 2

individual projects. Since the inception of the County’s SEA Program, state and federal agencies
have passed new regulations to protect threatened and endangered species; these rules have
widely expanded the amount of land designated as critical habitat. The County proposal goes far
beyond this already wide scope and further constrains future development. It also uses other land
development constraints, such as floodplains, fire zones, or hillsides as the basis for SEA
expansion, adding excessive and unreasonable regulation to lands where development is already
heavily constrained.

Finally, in order for the public to adequately comment on the Draft Ordinance, Staff should
provide “SEA Developed and Disturbed Areas Map” and the “SEA Habitat Linkages and
Wildlite Corridors Map”. When these Maps are available, CHP and the public will be able to
more adequately comment on the Draft Ordinance.

The County must provide for future housing and economic development. We ask for additional
study and request flexibility in the proposed plans and ordinances to allow for such development.
Hearings or adoption of the Draft Ordinance is premature at this time. Once the public has had
an opportunity to review the maps referenced above in conjunction with the Draft Ordinance, we
request a public workshop to present testimony and engage in further dialogue with Staft.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Ordinance.
Sincerely,

/‘c’%f'&n e {,/%) :

Norman E. Witt, Jr.
Senior Vice President
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Norman E, Witt, Jr. AICP
Senior Vice President

April 7,2014

Ms. Emma Howard

Regional Planner, Community Studies North
Room 1354

LA County Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: APN 5271-001-030, 047, 048, 049; APN 5271-020-028,029, 030, 072, 073, 074 and 075:
Comment to Draft 5 Significant Ecological Areas Ordinance released March 25, 2014 and
Request of Boundary Change to Eliminate Site from Puente Hills Significant Ecological
Areas (SEA) Map

Dear Ms. Howard,

Cook Hill Properties, LI.C (CHP) wishes to submit comments to the 5™ draft of the Significant
Ecological Area (SEA) Ordinance in addition to those we submitted in our letter dated April 1,
2013 (attached).

In addition to the comments submitted on April 1, 2013, we are writing to request the elimination
of the Montebello Hills Specific Plan property as described above from within the Puente Hills
SEA boundary.

The 488 acre property, located in the incorporated City of Montebello, is identified as the
Montebello Hills Specific Plan (MHSP) area and is currently the subject of a General Plan
Amendment 3-07, Zone Change 3-07, Specific Plan 1-07 and Tentative Tract Map 74020. The
City completed its first Draft EIR in 2009 and a Recirculated Draft EIR is anticipated to be
released in the summer of 2014. The MHSP area property received a Biological Opinion in April
2009 from the US Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service authorizing the
development of 1,200 residential units, a neighborhood park, recreation center, multi-use trail
system and associated infrastructure on approximately 234 acres. In conjunction with the project
proposal, approximately 314 acres will be preserved in permanent open space with
approximately 260.6 acres reserved for the creation and long term management of the
Montebello Hills Habitat Reserve.

Please see the attached aerial map taken from the County SEA website. Note the MHSP area
property is the area located west of the Whittier Narrows and Whittier Dam; south of the Shops
at Montebello, Montebello Town Center and the Costco site; and north of the existing La Merced
Neighborhood. The property is also referenced in the Puente Hills SEA description from the

COOK HILL PROPERTIES, LLC
13 Corporate Plaza Drive, Suite 206, Newport Beach, CA 92660-7919
Tel 949.760.6600 o Fax 949.219.0813
www.cook-hill.com



Ms. Emma Howard

LA County Department of Regional Planning
Page 2

April 7,2014

Draft General Plan 2035: Technical Appendix E, first paragraph, which mentions the
undeveloped portions of the Montebello Hills, the oil field and transmission lines. Since the early
1900s, the MHSP area property has been an active oil field. The highly disturbed property has
been modified for oil and gas production activities over the last 96 years or so. As the map
shows, these areas are extensively traversed by roadways or contain oil and gas production
facilities (e.g. well pads, pipelines, equipment, etc.) At present, all portions of the field are being
accessed as part of the ongoing operations. Approximately 132.7 acres of roads and pads have
been created at the site over the past 96 years. These roads and pads are used on a regular basis
for drilling and production operations. Development of the site will facilitate the creation and
preservation of the 260.6 acre habitat reserve, as described above.

The MHSP was designed to incorporate Smart Growth strategies, and anticipated the approval of
the Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008 (SB375). The site is
considered by Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) to be an infill site, and
as such meets many of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Sustainable Communities
Strategy (SCS) Guiding Policies and Goals.

By the reclamation of this industrial brown field, the MHSP project will also assist the City of
Montebello in meeting their regional housing needs. SCAG has projected that at least an
additional 1,066 units are needed to fulfill future housing needs in the City of Montebello. The
MHSP, as proposed, will enhance the quality of life for the region by maximizing the use of this
in fill land resource in order to assure the availability of a wide variety of energy efficient,
market rate, safe, decent housing, while creating a suitable living environment, and expanding
economic opportunities for the community.

The MHSP is positioned along Montebello Bus Lines’ major local service, Line 20, which runs
at high frequencies adjacent to the MHSP area and is also within walking distance of the Taylor
Ranch Express (Express 341) to downtown Los Angeles.

As proposed to the City of Montebello, and federally permitted, the MHSP balances
development and habitat preservation, meeting federal, state and regional goals. Therefore, the
inclusion of the MHSP area within the Puente Hills SEA is unnecessary and, in fact, contrary to
federal, state and regional goals.

Specific Comments on the Draft 5 SEA Ordinance

l. The Puente Hills SEA description states that other “local jurisdictions have also been
included within the SEA in order to delineate the boundaries of functioning habitat
units.” The Ordinance and the SEA description should make it clear that it does not
apply to areas within the jurisdiction of a city. The MHSP area is within the jurisdiction
of the City of Montebello and is not within the County’s jurisdiction. The ordinance
should also clarify that where a project is within an incorporated City, the County will not
apply the SEA ordinance for any required County permits solely related to connections to
County facilities.



Ms. Emma Howard
LA County Department of Regional Planning

Page 3

April 7,2014

2;

On August 6, 2013, Ms. Susan Lindquist of CHP spoke with Ms. Emma Howard
regarding the SEA. Ms. Howard indicated that land may be exempt from the SEA if it
contains man-made disturbances, such as rigs, roads, parking lots, structures and similar
improvements. Although the MHSP is within the incorporated City of Montebello, and
therefore, the SEA ordinance does not apply, to ensure there is no confusion in the future
about the applicability of the SEA, we hereby request that the MHSP be excluded from
the SEA.,

The ordinance is based on out-of-date information. For example, the Puente Hills SEA
description from Technical Appendix E does not reference numerous more recent
biological information and CEQA and NEPA environmental documents. One example is
the City of Montebello 2009 DEIR for the Montebello Hills Specific Plan. Other
examples include the Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project (TRTP) EIR/EIS and
the Discovery Center EIR. By relying on outdated information, the Ordinance does not
meet CEQA’s informational purposes.

The Puente Hills SEA description treats different areas inconsistently. For example,
under “General Boundary and Resources Description,” third paragraph, it states that it is
“intended that the SEA encompass only natural areas of the basin and portions of the San
Gabriel River and Rio Hondo.” Further, “manicured ateas of the County Recreation Area
on the east side of Rio Hondo are not included.” As explained above, the MHSP area has
been operated as an oil field for almost 100 years and is substantially disturbed. The
Ordinance and the underlying support information in the Draft General Plan should be
revised to clarify that it does not encompass the oil field.

In the Puente Hills SEA “Critical Analysis of the Puente Hills SEA” the County states
that the populations of the gnatcatcher at the Montebello Hills “is probably one of the
largest single populations in the U.S.” This statement is misleading as it uses a colloquial
definition of the word “population” to describe a complex scientific term used to describe
and evaluate groups of individuals. In population ecology, a “population” is defined by
specific variables that describe the dynamics of birth rates, death rates, immigration, and
emigration. Under these more precise terms the Montebello Hills supports a “deme” or
regionally defined aggregation of individuals. The Montebello Hills would be considered
a more average-sized deme or subpopulation for the gnatcatcher across this species range.
Whereas, the Montebello Hills provides a regionally important gnatcatcher resource in
this portion of Los Angeles County there are many well-documented gnatcatcher
populations and metapopulations in San Diego County, Orange County, and Riverside
County that support double or triple the overall individuals and include an aerial extent
that are orders of magnitude larger.



Ms. Emma Howard

LA County Department of Regional Planning
Page 4

April 7,2014

Finally, while the MHSP area should be excluded from the Puente Hills SEA, CHP supports the
good intentions of the proposed Significant Ecological Areas Ordinance. CHP is pleased to note
that when the MHSP is implemented, many goals of the ordinance, as well as SB375, will be
met.

Sincerely,

'y
T T e
T ISt ©

Norman E. Witt, Jr.
Senior Vice President

Attachments
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From: Klecha. Anthony

To: Emma Howard; Susan Tae
Cc: La Fevers, Glenn; Lindgreen, Erik; Munsey, Joseph; Meza, David
Subject: Proposed SEA Designation at SoCalGas" Aliso Canyon Storage Field
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 4:14:40 PM
Attachments: Aliso Canvon Figure 1.pdf

Aliso Canyon Fiqure 2.pdf
Importance: High

Hi Emma & Susan,

Thank you again for taking the time this morning to meet with us to discuss the proposed SEA. It’s
an important issue for us and we appreciate your time and feedback. We understand that the
proposed SEA boundaries will be presented to the Regional Planning Commission on June 25.

Restating what we conveyed during the meeting, it is critical that SoCalGas maintain its ability to
operate, repair, upgrade, and expand, where necessary, our facilities within our property boundary
(depicted as the yellow line on Figure 1). SoCalGas delivers safe, reliable natural gas to 20.9 million
consumers throughout Central and Southern California, and it’s vital that this service be maintained
under safe and secure conditions. Should the SEA be approved as proposed, not only might
SoCalGas experience unnecessary delays and added or duplicative restrictions associated with new
SEA rules, but we may encounter a substantial increase in trespassers onsite. In our experience,
SEAs and similar public designations on private property, especially in “perceived” undeveloped
areas, have a tendency to encourage hikers and bikers, and other trespassers, which in-turn, can
create hazardous conditions onsite. Excluding the facility property now from the proposed SEA
designation would alleviate or minimize these concerns. Also important, but not as critical as the
facility property boundary, would be for the County to expand the excluded area to include
SoCalGas’ recent mineral and storage rights acquisitions along the western boundary (depicted as
the hatched lines in Figure 2) as this area may undergo certain natural gas developments in the near
future.

Furthermore, please be mindful that new land use designations over our Aliso Canyon facility may
not be relevant in any event to the extent the SEA conflicts with applicable state laws and
regulations, including the California Public Utilities Commission, which has general oversight over
public utilities like SoCalGas.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter and please do not hesitate to contact me if you have
any questions or need additional information.

-Tony

Anthony A. Klecha

Principal Environmental Specialist
Southern California Gas Co.
Office: (213) 244-4339

Cell: (213) 393-0568
aklecha@semprautilities.com
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3435 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 660
Los Angeles, CA 90010-1904

RN S (213) 387-4287 phone
3 i IE RRA (213) 387-5383 fax
>k Y % www.angeles.sierraclub.org

FOUNDED 1892

Angeles Chapter

April 1, 2013

Emma Howard

Regional Planning Department

320 W. Temple Street, Room 1354
Los Angeles, CA 90012
ehoward@planning.lacounty.gov

RE: Comments on Draft Significant Ecological Area (SEA) Ordinance and Proposed SEAs
The Sierra Club is committed to maintaining the world's remaining natural ecosystems, and, where
feasible, to the restoration and rehabilitation of degraded ecosystems. Wildlife, plants, and their

ecosystems have value in their own right, as well as value to humans and to the health of the biosphere.

The following comments are submitted on behalf of the Sierra Club Angeles Chapter.

Draft Significant Ecological Area Ordinance — December 20, 2012

22.52.2640 Development Standards

C. 1. - Wildlife Impermeable Fencing

A project should not be able to isolate a population from connectivity. There should be
requirements that the project proponent incorporated wildlife permeable fencing into enough of

F. - Streets and Highways

Wherever wildlife could be impacted by newly added traffic, the speed limit should be lowered
and wildlife crossing signs should be installed.

. - Wildlife Corridors

Wildlife corridors should not be narrowed at any point to less than 300 feet.

22.52.2670 — SEA Conditional Use Permit Review

C. SEA CUP Criteria - d.

Impermeable permanent hardscaping of an acre or more should also be permitted in an SEA.

Page 1 - Sierra Club Angeles Chapter Comments
Draft Significant Ecological Area (SEA) Ordinance and Proposed SEAs



Proposed SEA 4 — Ballona Wetlands

Area A of the Ballona Wetlands:

Sierra Club is grateful that the County has always understood and honored the ecological values of Area
A of the Ballona Wetlands, an area bounded by Fiji Way to the north, the County Bike Path to the west,
Ballona Creek to the south and Lincoln Blvd. to the east. Significant ecological values includes this area
being a location where the sensitive White-tailed Kite, one of California’s most protected species, hunts
and where Great Blue Heron adults gather nesting materials and rest (loaf) and Great Blue Heron juvenile
birds learn to hunt on their own. A survey coordinated by the Los Angeles County Natural History
Museum in the 1980s found that — in spite of significant soil disturbance and movement of marsh soils
from the adjacent marina area having been constructed in the 1960s and 1970s — this area was resident
home to more than 100 native ant and ant-like species, which is remarkable on the edge of such a highly
developed urban region. These insects, as well as many others are part of what holds together the
ecosystem. In addition, Area A includes important rare populations of native Alkali Barley, Lewis’
Primrose and other coastal species which are becoming increasingly more rare.

Following are recommendations of additional areas that are part of the Greater Ballona Wetlands
Ecosystem. The wetland and lagoon habitat areas are part of what the National Audubon Society calls the
Ballona Valley, which they have designated as an “Important Bird Area.” More than 200 bird species
have been documented in this region.

Additional State Lands to be Added to SEA list:

In addition to Area A of the Ballona Wetlands areas now owned by the State of California, Sierra Club
asks that Area B, Area C and the Ballona Creek estuary channel — which include the entirety of the state-
owned lands at the Ballona Wetlands, including the Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve, all be added to
the SEA.

At the time that Area A was designated as SEA, it was common practice, we are told, to only include
natural areas that were exclusively in county unincorporated areas. We understand that this is not the case
today, and we ask — for the reason that these adjacent lands are equal in value to Area A in terms of
exhibiting and retaining SEA qualities — that these areas all be added to the new SEA designations.

AREA B & Ballona Creek Estuary Channel - Area B includes the historical Centinela Creek slough
channel, as well as nesting Belding’s Savannah Sparrow, which is on the state endangered species list,
and also hosts nesting Least Bell’s Vireo, which is on the federal and state endangered species list. Also
documented on site in Area B are the federally listed El Segundo Blue Butterfly and the Orcutt’s Yellow
Pincushion, a coastal wildflower species which was elevated to increased imperiled status by the state of
California botanist during the last few years. Additionally, dozens and dozens of bird species have been
documented here — everything from migratory song birds to water birds and shorebirds. Black-bellied
Plover — anywhere from 1,200 to 2,000 winter in the salt panne and along the Ballona Creek estuary each
winter. Migratory Monarch Butterflies inhabit the Eucalyptus Grove each year on the southern edge of
Area A. Area B also includes numerous endemic plant species and several small mammals of the Los
Angeles coast that are gone from other locations — such as the South Coast Marsh Vole.

Page 2 - Sierra Club Angeles Chapter Comments
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Area C — Area C is home to a significant population of the rare Lewis’ Primrose. As well, the endangered
California Gnatcatcher has been documented on site. In addition, numerous other birds use this area for
foraging and shelter. White-tailed Kite, Loggerhead Shrike, Great Blue Heron and others are included.
The site includes a historical tributary from the Los Angeles River from old maps of the area.

Additional City of LA-owned Lands to be Added to SEA List:

In addition to the state-owned lands, Sierra Club also requests that the following City of Los Angeles-
owned lands be designated as Significant Ecological Areas (SEA):

Del Rey Lagoon — Once part of a 3-mile long lagoon system that was set back from the sea by a stretch of
dunes, this lagoon at the southern end of the system is subject to full tidal influence and is a rich feeding
and resting ground for migrating birds, as well as for resident species. Belted Kingfisher, American
Wigeon, Long-billed Dowitcher, Snowy Egret, Great Egret, American Coot, Burrowing Owl, Bufflehead
Duck and California Ground Squirrel are among the species that use this lagoon wetlands ecosystem.

Ballona Lagoon Marine Preserve — Across the Marina entrance channel from Del Rey Lagoon, this is the
middle part of the once 3-mile long lagoon system and it is a shorebird haven, with numerous sandpipers
like Marbled Godwit, Willet and Long-billed Curlew coming to this part of Los Angeles for the winter.
In addition, a newly-fenced off sanctuary for the Orcutt’s Yellow Pincushion offers a glimpse of the
nature of the historical sandy dune areas that once graced the edges of what was called Ballona Lagoon
and Ballona Lake on historical maps.

Grand Canal Lagoon — This northern section of the historical Ballona Lagoon is part of what inspired
Abbot Kinney to construct nearby Venice Canals and call them Venice of America. Meanwhile, this is
the more natural-featured system, hosting a healthy population of Fiddler Crab and now — after a
successful recovery and beginning restoration effort by the City of LA and Ballona Institute — ¥ of this
lagoon area is on its way to again hosting native butterfly populations, as well as serving as feeding
grounds for Snowy Egret, Great Blue Heron, Belted Kingfisher, and numerous other water birds,
waterfowl and shorebirds.

California Least Tern Preserve — Traveling to Los Angeles every April from Guatemala and southern
Mexico, the endangered California Least Tern nests on the Los Angeles/Venice Beach just to the north of
the Marina del Rey boat entrance. These small graceful birds feed themselves and find food for their
young - after hatching - in the Ballona Wetlands Ecological Reserve, as well as Ballona Lagoon Marine
Preserve, Del Rey Lagoon and Grand Canal Lagoon. By mid-August, usually these birds are flying on
their way south for the winter, but the next generations come back every year to the place where they
were born — here on the Los Angeles coast.

Playa del Rey Sand Dunes — Sometimes called the Airport Dunes or the EI Segundo Dunes, these sand
dunes created once by the mighty flow of the Los Angeles River and the convergence at Playa del Rey of
this river along with several other streams, are known to locals as the Playa del Rey Sand Dunes. Most
famous for a tiny butterfly that feeds on a special variety of coast buckwheat, the EI Segundo Blue
Butterfly, which is on the federal endangered species list, these dunes are bit a remnant of a significant
sand dune complex that once went southward all the way through the south bay beach cities. Actually,

Page 3 - Sierra Club Angeles Chapter Comments
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the sand dunes are still there, but they are paved over and built on, so these dunes offer a glimpse into our
historical ecology and natural history. Restoration efforts have assisted a partial recovery of the
endangered butterfly and have brought recognition to other species of plants and animals that are in need
of protection at this site. Once partially covered by houses, but returning to their natural condition more
and more, these dunes are a natural treasure on the Los Angeles coast.

Toes Beach Dunes — The last remnant foredune on a Los Angeles beach that is wild and natural, this small
sand dune includes a rare dune beetle, as well as a magenta sand verbena that is rare. Bird species from
Del Rey Lagoon are often seen foraging or resting in these dune areas.

Westchester Parkway Dunes — Sandy dune swales and pocket wetlands are part of this interesting sand
dune area that is north of LAX and has been recovering as natural habitat since homes were removed
from the area due to LAX. Bird observations include White-tailed Kite, Loggerhead Shrike, Red-
Shouldered Hawk, Ferruginous Hawk and Great Blue Heron.

Additional Thoughts:

COUNTY RARE SPECIES PROTECTION: While we appreciate any effort to make SEA designations for
the areas listed above, we also acknowledge the limits such a designation might have and, therefore, also
offer the suggestion of consideration of local/county endangered species designations, which are being
supported by the California Native Plant Society in various regions, including Santa Cruz and Ventura
Counties.

NESTING WATER BIRDS: In addition, several birds that are now resident in the Ballona Valley and
forage/find shelter in the areas mentioned above, are now nesting in the county-owned Marina del Rey
areas. These include Great Blue Heron, Snowy Egret, Great Egret and Black-crowned Night Heron.
Since there are tree situations in flux in the marina with all of the current emphasis on redevelopment
there, we would advocate that the trees where these birds nest somehow be included in an SEA
designation since a part of their life cycles — an important part: reproduction — necessitates the protection
of those nesting trees.

Our Sierra Club Ballona Wetlands Restoration Committee leadership is available to answer more of your
guestions or provide you with a site visit to any of these locations for a better understanding of the areas.
Contact Marcia Hanscom at: wetlandact@earthlink.net (310) 877-2634 (mobile)

Besides Sierra Club Ballona Wetlands Restoration Committee, the Airport Marina Group is supportive of
these additional comments for the SEA designations.

SEAs in the San Gabriel Valley area:

The proposed Puente Hills SEA in the western section of the Puente Hills, includes portions of the
Montebello Hills, Whittier Narrows, Sycamore Canyon and Turnbull Canyon. Nearby is the proposed
Rio Hondo SEA. To the north is the San Gabriel SEA, including the mouths of major canyons above
Azusa, Duarte, Monrovia, Arcadia and Sierra Madre (San Gabriel, Sawpit, and Santa Anita Canyons) that
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flow from the mountains. Also in this area at the margins of the San Gabriel Mountains is the San
Dimas/San Antonio Wash SEA. In the eastern area of the Valley is the East San Gabriel SEA. We
applaud the protection afforded by inclusion of these areas in proposed new or expanded SEAs.

However, we believe the SEAs discussed below be modified to increase development of connectivity of
wildlife corridors extending from the Cleveland National Forest through the Puente-Chino Hills to the
Montebello Hills and northward into the San Gabriel Mountains and the proposed San Gabriel Canyon
and San Dimas SEAs. We believe the area of the Puente Hills SEA should be increased by including the
disposal portions of the Puente Hills Landfill and combining the Rio Hondo SEA to the Puente Hills
SEA. In addition we believe the channels and open space along the San Gabriel River be added to an
SEA unit to connect the Puente Chino Hills with the San Gabriel Mountains along sediment lined
channels.

East San Gabriel Valley SEA — Proposed SEA 6

We support the inclusion of most open spaces in the area of the proposed East San Gabriel Valley as
indicated on the maps provided of this SEA. We also suggest inclusion of the open space north of
Puddingstone Drive and south of Lantana Drive and west of the De Anza Drive region.

San Dimas Canyon/San Antonio Wash SEA
We support the inclusion of the open space area north of Claremont between the eastern area of the SEA,
Miller Ranch Rd. and the Northeast La Verne portion of the SEA. It appears this area at the base of the

San Gabriel Mountains is open space and is not included in the SEA. This area would add connectivity
between the eastern portion of the proposed SEA and the area of Northeast La Verne

Puente Hills SEA Update - Proposed SEA 15

Proposed SEA map east of Harbor/Fullerton and north of the County line

It is stated in the Proposed Technical Appendix E for the proposed SEA boundary east of
Harbor/Fullerton: “The southern boundary includes the canyon, but excludes the hills and grasslands of
the oil field that are on the ridgeline and south of the canyon.” But the exclusion of this property south of
the canyon should be changed. The current boundaries allow for only a single narrow canyon for wildlife
movement, bordered on the north side by a housing development. This ignores evidence of wildlife
movement in all parts of the Aera property, and not just the Drainage 26 canyon, as detailed in the June
2005 Conservation Biology Institute Study on “Maintaining Ecological Connectivity Across the ‘Missing
Middle’ of the Puente-Chino Hills Wildlife Corridor” by Wayne Spencer. This study further states that,
...long, narrow gauntlets of ‘move-through’ habitat will not ensure continued functionality of the corridor
system, which depends on retaining the large blocks of live-in habitat in the Missing Middle.” [Spencer
page 26]
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Another part of Technical Appendix E states, “It should be noted that the SEA includes areas disturbed
and developed for rural residential and oil extraction.” [Emphasis added] Therefore, the fact that the
excluded area has been used for oil extraction should not preclude it from being added to the SEA
boundaries.

The following paragraph states, “While such areas do not represent key regional habitats, they have been
recommended for inclusion in the SEA in order to recognize the importance of the wildlife corridor
function of the SEA...” This area’s importance for animal movement, as noted above, fits into this
description and speaks to its inclusion in the SEA.

At a minimum, this area should be designated as an Ecological Transition Area (ETA). The DRAFT SEA
Ordinance identifies an ETA as, “...any portion of a lot or parcel of land within an SEA where the natural
ecological features or systems have been degraded as a result of past or on-going land use activities but
are deemed functionally integral to the SEA or support important plant or animal populations.” This
area’s importance for wildlife movement has been documented.

Therefore the southern boundary of the SEA east of Harbor/Fullerton should extend all the way to the
County line.

Changes to Criteria Analysis

There are two different versions of the Criteria Analysis on the County Webpage. Most importantly, one
version has the status of the Core Population (A) and Extreme Biotic Resources (E) criteria changed to
“Unmet.” If in fact these criteria have been changed to unmet on the latest draft, this is unacceptable and
not supported by the facts.

For Criterion A on whether the conditions of habitat of core populations of endangered or threatened plant
or animal species have been met, we will quote from the justification for this Criterion in Draft Technical
Appendix E:

The population of the California gnatcatcher at the Montebello Hills is probably one of th
e largest single populations in the U.S. Pairs occur throughout the County portion of the
Puente Hills, especially in Sycamore Canyon and Arroyo San Miguel. The coastal cactus
wren has significant populations in the Puente Hills, occurring in the Montebello Hills,
Sycamore Canyon, Rose Hills, Hellman Park in Whittier, and through Hacienda Heights
into Rowland Heights. Several CNPS-Rare plants occur in the Puente Hills, including
both Plummer’s and Weed’s mariposa-lilies.

This is obviously an important part of the justification for the SEA. But yet, in a different Criteria
Analysis on the same page on the County’s website as the above Criteria Analysis, these
justifications are discounted and the criterion is lasted as not met.

This same issue occurs again for Criterion E, which refers to the conditions of biotic resources
that are of scientific interest because they are either an extreme in physical/geographical
limitations, or represent unusual variation in a population or community.
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Again, we will let the County’s own words speak for this criterion in Draft Technical Appendix
E:

The Puente Hills represent the clear northern edge of the Peninsular Ranges. For this
reason, taxa such as red diamond rattlesnake, occur here at the edge of their range,
where they co-occur with the more widespread Pacific rattlesnake. Several bird species
extend west through the Puente Hills into the Los Angeles Basin and the Whittier Hills
(Oak Titmouse, Grasshopper Sparrow). These species are absent from the floor of the
Los Angeles Basin. The Whittier Narrows Nature Center provides the public with
extensive information and opportunities for field study of the Whittier Narrows natural
environment.

Again, the justification of the other Criteria Analysis has discounted these resources and the
criterion is listed as not met.

Which Criteria Analysis is the real Draft recommendation? If the Criteria Analysis that lists two
Criteria (A and E) as unmet is the actual draft, then this is unacceptable. The County’s own
analysis speaks to the importance of the resources within the SEA and the Final Criteria Analysis
should show all criteria having a status of “Met.” To not do so would diminish the importance of
the Puente Hills SEA.

Western portion of the proposed Puente Hills SEA (Proposed SEA 15) and the
Rio Hondo SEA (Proposed SEA 16)

On October 31, 2013 the Puente Hills Landfill will be permanently closed to be managed in the future by
public agencies as open space. Although this land is currently disturbed, plans are being discussed to
restore native vegetation and keep the disposal region as open space devoted to low impact recreation
such as hiking, bicycling, equestrian activities, and nature study. The area is located adjacent to the lands
managed by the Puente Hills Habitat Preservation Authority that are already included in the Puente Hills
SEA (PHSEA). These areas are in public ownership and will remain as open space; we believe the
disposal area should be added to the Puente Hills SEA to expand contiguous habitat in the wildlife
corridor in the western Puente Hills.

The proposed Rio Hondo SEA bounds the Puente Hills SEA on the southwest. Adding the disposal areas
of the landfill to the Puente Hills SEA would develop a more complete connection of the PHSEA to the
Rio Hondo SEA. The entire area could be united into a single SEA.

CALIFORNIA BUCKEYE GROVE

Located in Oak Canyon in Hacienda Heights, there exists a significant grove of California buckeye
(Aesculus Californica) trees outside the boundary of the Puente Hills SEA. The majority of these trees
(60-80 in number) are located in two small side canyons to Oak Canyon that drain from Edgeridge
Avenue near its junction with Horticultural Drive to cross Tamarix Avenue near its junction with Oak
Canyon Road. These trees fill these two north-facing drainages and are most prominent in early May
when they are covered with white flower spikes. Many trees are also located in Oak Canyon directly
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downstream from this stream junction, and a single tree is located in the drainage channel along Turnbull
Canyon Road immediately south of its junction with Orange Grove Avenue.

Since these trees are undocumented south of the Tehachapi Mountains, this population could potentially
have sprung from one or two seeds planted by a homeowner living in one of the isolated homes along
Edgeridge Drive. Two facts dispute this. First, the hillsides are extremely rugged and covered with dense
chaparral vegetation and the trees are not located on any of the small landscaped yards associated with the
few homes in this area. Second, several buckeyes are located in Oak Canyon upstream of this confluence
as well as in slopes not directly associated with this population. Two buckeyes have been observed on
north-facing slopes is Turnbull Canyon as well, although these two trees do not appear to have survived a
brush fire that occurred in this canyon a few years ago.

This scattered distribution might suggest that these trees may be a remnant population from a time when
different climatic conditions allowed them to be distributed more widely than they currently are. In any
case, further evaluation by a biologist, including possible genetic testing to ascertain their ancestry, would
seem to be in order. If it is determined that they are the isolated remainders of a once more robust
population, we believe they should be noted and included within the SEA designation.

We also believe the currently undeveloped open space between the landfill and the Community of
Hacienda Heights on the east be included in the Puente Hills SEA. Habitat there is typical of other areas
within the Puente Hills SEA and would serve as an areal extention of the wildlife corridor. In the region
of Schabarum Regional Park, some privately held open space still exists in Pacific Heights. This area
should also be included in the Puente Hills SEA.

The California Gnatcatcher is listed by the Fish and Wildlife Service as threatened.

Areas designated as Critical Habitat for the California Gnatcatcher are present in both the Puente and
Montebello Hills. “Core populations” (areas with 30 or more pairs) exist in both the Puente Hills and the
Montebello Hills. The species has also been observed in the Whittier Narrows. The unification of the
disposal areas of the Puente Hills Landfill, the Rio Hondo SEA and the area between Hacienda Heights
and the disposal area would enhance the expansion opportunities for this species.

Another addition to this SEA should be the open areas along the Rio Hondo should be included in the
Puente Hills SEA.

San Gabriel Canyon SEA — Proposed SEA 19

The National Park Service is presently conducting a “special resource study” of portions of the San
Gabriel River watershed and the San Gabriel Mountains as a prelude to consideration of a National
Recreational Area. Alternatives in this study include the channels of the San Gabriel River and the Rio
Hondo as open space that can serve as avenues of wildlife movement between the San Gabriel Mountains
and the Puente Chino Hills, Montebello Hills and Whittier Narrows. The San Gabriel River Master Plan
also provides a comprehensive vision of these areas as a corridor that integrates the multiple goals of
enhancing habitat, recreation and open space, while maintaining and enhancing flood protection, water
supply and water quality.

Page 8 - Sierra Club Angeles Chapter Comments
Draft Significant Ecological Area (SEA) Ordinance and Proposed SEAs



The San Gabriel Canyon SEA includes large sections of the San Gabriel Mountains and foothills. It also
includes areas along the San Gabriel River from the Canyon mouth to the Santa Fe dam.

We strongly support the inclusion of the streambeds and open space adjacent river channel of the San

Gabriel River between the Santa Fe Dam region south to the Whittier Narrows. In addition, we propose
the inclusion of the Duck Farm project into this SEA.

Santa Susana Mountains/Simi Hills SEA — Proposed SEA 23

The map of the proposed SEA of the Santa Susana Mountains/Simi Hills appears to include Oat Mountain
or only land north of Oat Mountain. The land south of Oat Mountain along Browns Canyon Road, should
also be included in this SEA since it has been habitat to native flora and fauna and has many native trees
such as Sycamore. It is part of the wildlife corridor. Much of the valley floor should be protected as well
as the steep slopes in order to facilitate wildlife migration.

Tujunga Valley/Hansen Dam SEA — Proposed SEA 25

The Big Tujunga Wash is one of the few places where this flower Slender Horned Spineflower has the
conditions it needs for germination namely periods of flood followed by periods of drought.

We respectfully submit these comments,

Joan Licari, Chair Marcia Hanscom

San Gabriel Valley Task Force Ballona Wetlands Restoration Committee
Angeles Chapter of Sierra Club Angeles Chapter of Sierra Club

Eric Johnson, Chair Terrie Brady

Save the Puente-Chino Hills Task Force San Fernando Valley Group

Angeles Chapter of Sierra Club Angeles Chapter of Sierra Club
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December 21, 2012

Thuy Hua, AICP

Department of Regional Planning

Antelope Valley Plan and General Plan Update Team
320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Los Angeles County General Plan Update 2035
Dear Ms. Hua:

Meridian Energy USA, Inc. holds an option to purchase approximately 2,000 acres within the
Antelope Valley Area Plan study area. These optioned lands, herein referred to as the “Study
Area,” are located along East Palmdale Boulevard at 240" Street East, County of Los Angeles,
California (see Figure 1). The Study Area consists entirely of center-pivot irrigated cropland,
disturbed adjacent areas, access roads, and existing solar generating units and infrastructure.
As shown on Figure 1, a large portion of the Study Area lies within a region currently
designated by the County of Los Angeles as a Significant Ecological Area (SEA), the “Existing
Desert Montane Transect SEA”, which is part of the Antelope Valley SEA. As part of the Los
Angeles County General Plan Update 2035, a proposed modified boundary for the Proposed
Desert Montane Transect SEA would reduce the amount of the Study Area located within the
Proposed Desert Montane Transect SEA, but would still include a smaller portion of the Study
Area within its boundary. This smaller portion is proposed by the County to be re-designated as
an Ecological Transition Area (ETA) of the Desert Montane Transect SEA.

According to the Los Angeles County General Plan Update 2035 Revised Draft, the County of
Los Angeles has designated the Antelope Valley SEA because it meets the following
designation SEA criteria: A) habitat for core populations of endangered and threatened plant
and animal species; B) on a regional basis, biotic communities, vegetative associations, and
habitat of plant of animal species that are either unique or are restricted in distribution; C) within
the County, biotic communities, vegetative associations, and habitat of plant and animal species
that are either unique or are restricted in distribution; D) habitat that at some point in the life
cycle of a species or group of species, serves as concentrated breeding, feeding, resting,
migrating grounds and is limited in availability either regionally or in the County; E) biotic
resources that are of scientific interest because they are either an extreme in physical/
geographical limitations, or represent unusual variation in a population or community; and F)
areas that would provide for the preservation of relatively undisturbed examples of original
natural biotic communities in the County.

Meridian Energy has completed a reconnaissance level biological survey of the Study Area in
the spring of 2012. Based upon field and desktop review of the Study Area, including analysis of
historic aerial photographs, Meridian Energy supports the County of Los Angeles in the
proposed modification that would reduce the amount of the Study Area that would lie within
boundaries of the Desert Montane Transect SEA. The areas that are proposed for removal

Meridian Energy USA, Inc. e 4309 Hacienda Drive, Suite 530 e Pleasanton, CA 94588 e 925-474-4000



from the designation are used as active agricultural lands and do meet SEA designation criteria
as defined by the General Plan Update 2035.

Furthermore, conclusions of reconnaissance level surveys indicate no difference between the
portion of the Study Area that is proposed to be designated as an ETA of the Desert Montane

Transect SEA and the area that is to be removed entirely from designation as both areas
currently function as active agricultural lands.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comment on the County of Los Angeles General Plan
Update 2035. We look forward to working with the County of Los Angeles in the future. Please
do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions or would like to further discuss.

Sincerely,

D)7, St

Mark Stout

Director, Project Development
0/925-474-4107
m.stout@meridianenergyusa.com

CC: Chris Rutledge, ARCADIS U.S., Inc.

Attachment:

1) Figure 1 — Map of Study Area

2
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CENTER for BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

protecting and restoring natural ecosystems and imperiled species through
science, education, policy, and environmental law

submitted via email and USPS

8/1/2012

Emma Howard

Regional Planning Department
Room 1354

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012
ehoward@planning.lacounty.gov

RE: Comments on the Draft Significant Ecological Areas Ordinance Summary Draft June
2012 and Other SEA Related Issues

Dear Ms. Howard,

On behalf of the Center for Biological Diversity’s (Center) 378,000 staff, members and
supporters we submit the following comments on the Significant Ecological Areas (SEA)
Ordinance Summary Draft dated June 2012 and also address some other SEA related issues. The
Center is a national, nonprofit organization whose mission is to protect and restore endangered
species and their habitats through science, policy, education, advocacy, and environmental law.
Many of the Center’s members and supporters reside in Los Angeles County and have a keen
interest in retaining the incredible biological diversity that remains in Los Angeles County. The
Center’s members and staff regularly visit publicly accessible lands within the SEAs for
purposes of research, photography, hiking, enjoyment of these rare areas and other recreational,
scientific, and educational activities.

We support the update of the identification of SEAs and the ordinance to better protect the rare
and endangered species that call Los Angeles County home, and we offer the following
comments on the Draft SEA Ordinance dated June 2012 as follows:

B. Definitions

4. Ground Disturbance/ Development Activity — these activities may warrant separate definitions
based ground disturbance, for example - vegetation clearance - not necessarily being associated
with a development activity. Regardless clear descriptions of the activities that are included in
these definitions now will minimize confusion and interpretation later.

5. Minor Modifications — it is unclear if these apply to projects within SEAs or Ecological
Transition Areas (ETA) or both. Additionally, the County needs to carefully consider the
resources that are proposed to be conserved within the SEA/ETA and the compatibility of
“exempted” activities. For example, cell phone towers may not be appropriate in SEA/ETAs that

Arizona ® California ® Nevada ® New Mexico ® Alaska ® Oregon ® Washington ® lllinois ® Minnesota ® Vermont ® Washington, DC

Ileene Anderson, Biologist
8033 Sunset Boulevard, #447 ® Los Angeles, CA 90046-2401
tel: (323) 654.5943 fax: (323) 650.4620 email: ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org
www. BiologicalDiversity.org



are established to conserve avian species, as towers in general are known to cause bird
mortality.1

C. Applicability

8.(c). We suggest that habitat restoration activities that enhance habitat within the SEA/ETA
also be considered for a streamlined SEA permit, based on the benefits that such activities will
provide the biological resources identified within the SEA/ETA.

D. Development Standards For Permit Exempt Uses in SEASs.
1. Development standards need to be clearly identified. For example,

e “minimal tree removal” needs to be clearly defined.

e For fuel modification, “valuable habitat areas” needs to be clearly defined.

e “avoid development that impacts water resources” appears to still allow the potential for
impacting water resources. A clearer statement such as “Water resources not impacted
by development” clarifies our reading of the County’s intent of this permit exemption
criterion.

Regarding the second to the last bullet in this section:
e “ldentified sensitive resources- mapped by LA County (standards forthcoming, may
include identified core habitat or habitat linkage areas)” we suggest clarifying that these
areas not be impacted by development in order to get an exemption

Regarding the last bullet in this section: “Inspection of property by staff biologist for sensitive
resources.” It is unclear to us what the County’s goal is. If the County’s staff biologist (do you
in fact intend the County’s biologist?) goes to the site and finds no sensitive resources (expert
opinion?), then the project is exempt? Clearly it is not just the on-site resources, but how the
project affects the conservation values for which the SEA/ETA was established.

2. Minor Modifications — no comments at this time, other than the above issues.

3. Previously approved CUP locations — Biological resource issues change over time (example
new species listed for endangered species act protections), so relying upon a single criterion of
that the “use of the property is determined to be fundamentally the same as that of the expired
conditional use permit” should not be the only criterion that exempts previously approved CUP
locations.

E. SEA Conditional Use Permit — While we are not opposed to having a tiered approach as the
County is proposing for SEA review, the “Hearing Officer” must have a strong biological
background in order to be qualified to evaluate the level of impacts associated with a project.

1 http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1002&context=flap




Other SEA Issues

In our quick review of the proposed SEAs we strongly suggest that the County include all
habitat including but not limited to federally designated critical habitat for federally and state
listed endangered species. Including habitat for these species that are teetering on the brink of
extinction identifies areas in the County that are crucial to the goals of the SEAs — “to ensure that
development activities in these areas do not unduly compromise the underlying ecological systems of
the County in such a manner that would threaten the future existence of these systems” (DSEA
Ordinance at pg. 3). It also flags areas that will be challenging for development due to the
presence of state and federally protected species. To be clear these are not the only areas that
need to be included in the SEAs, but rather the SEAs should definitely include these types of
areas. For example, known habitat for the San Fernando Valley spineflower (Chorizanthe parryi
var. fernandina) 2 is not included in the proposed SEAs. The County should carefully review the
proposed SEAs to make sure that they include habitat for federally and state-listed rare,
threatened and endangered species.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these issues. Please keep me informed of issues
related to this process at the contact information above.

Respectfully submitted,
W Sl D

lleene Anderson
Biologist
Center for Biological Diversity.

2 www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/pdfs/TEPlants.pdf
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Mr. Richard J. Bruckner, Director
County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re:  Proposed Griffith Park Significant Ecological Area; Forest Lawn
Memorial-Park - Hollywood Hills

Dear Mr. Bruckner:

This letter is submitted on behalf of the Forest Lawn Memorial-Park Association (“Forest
Lawn”) with regard to the recently proposed Significant Ecological Area (“SEA”) designation
for the Griffith Park SEA. The proposed SEA designation includes portions of the Forest Lawn
Memorial Park property owned by Forest Lawn in the City of Los Angeles. The cemetery was
approved by the City in 1940°s and has been operated for the benefit of the community for over
60 years. The cemetery is operated in accordance with permits and other approvals issued by the
City and various regulatory agencies including the Army Corps of Engineers and the California
Department of Fish and Game.

In addition, Forest Lawn has just completed a multi-year process to entitle the cemetery
for the next 50 years. This included a full Environmental Impact Report which was certified by
the City. The SEA designation to portions of the Memorial Park is inconsistent with the complex
entitlement process established for cemeteries. The SEA designation may disrupt the
implementation of plans previously approved by imposing duplicative and incompatible permit
procedures and requirements on the construction and operation of the cemetery.

Given the long-standing approval of the cemetery by the City and the measures
implemented by Forest Lawn to protect and restore the natural resources, we request that the
SEA designation exclude the Forest Lawn property and that the proposed SEA ordinance
amendment include an exemption for cemeteries. We would appreciate an opportunity to meet



Mr. Richard J. Bruckner
August 1, 2012
Page 2

LATHAM&WATKINSue

with you to discuss the impact of the proposed SEA designation on the operation of the
cemetery. If you have any question, please give me a call.

orge J. Mihlsten
of LATHAM & WATKINS LLP

cc: Emma Howard, Department of Regional Planning
Susan Rule Sandler, Esq.
Mr. Clint Granath
Mr. Dennis Madison



Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead

Richard J. Bruckner
Director

August 23, 2012

George J. Mihlsten, Esq.
Latham & Watkins LLP
355 S. Grand Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Dear Mr. Mihlsten:

PROPOSED GRIFFITH PARK SIGNIFICANT ECOLOGICAL AREA

I am in receipt of your recent letter regarding the proposed Griffith Park Significant
Ecological Area (SEA) designation, the proposed SEA ordinance revision, and potential
impacts to the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Hollywood Hills (Forest Lawn) property in the
City of Los Angeles. In your letter, you requested that the proposed SEA designation
exclude the Forest Lawn property and that the proposed SEA ordinance revision include
an exemption for cemeteries.

A portion of the Forest Lawn property is located within the boundary of the existing
Griffith Park SEA. The existing Griffith Park SEA was established when the Board of
Supervisors adopted the County General Plan on November 25, 1980. The proposed
Griffith Park SEA represents a refinement of the boundary of the existing Griffith Park
SEA. We have reviewed the proposed boundary and it appears that it encompasses
less of the Forest Lawn property than the existing boundary. Please refer to the
attached maps.

There are several existing and proposed SEA designations that fall within incorporated
cities, such as the City of Los Angeles. As indicated on our SEA Web Page
(http://planning.lacounty.gov/sea):

“Proposed SEAs are depicted within cities to show the extent of biological
resources within an ecological system. However, the County has no land
use jurisdiction within cities, therefore, the SEA designations do not apply
within city boundaries, nor do County regulations. Cities have their own
General Plans and environmental preservation programs unrelated to the
County. It is up to each individual city to decide how they will conserve the
natural resources within their boundaries.”

Accordingly, since the Forest Lawn property is located within the City of Los Angeles,
the County has no authority to regulate any development activity on the property and
the proposed SEA ordinance revision is inapplicable to the property.

320 West Temple Street = Los Angeles, CA 90012 = 213-974-6411 = Fax: 213-626-0434 = TDD: 213-617-2292



George J. Mihlsten, Esq.
August 23, 2012
Page 2

In conclusion, the proposed Griffith Park SEA designation and the proposed SEA
ordinance will not disrupt the implementation of plans previously approved by the City of
Los Angeles, as the County has no land use authority over the Forest Lawn property.

If you have additional questions, or would like to discuss this matter further, please
contact Mitch Glaser at malaser@planning.lacounty.gov or (213) 974-6476 between
7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m. Monday through Thursday. Our offices are closed on Fridays.

Director

Attachments
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

VIl NOSSAMAN o | 7o ramo

34th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017
T 213.612.7800

F 213.612.7801

Lloyd W. Pellman
D 213.612.7802
Ipeliman@nossaman.com

Refer To File #: 060164-0007

July 31, 2012

Mr. Richard J. Bruckner, Director
County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Proposed East San Gabriel Valley Significant Ecological Area
Designation; Forest Lawn Memorial-Park - Covina Hills

Dear Mr. Bruckner:

This letter is submitted on behalf of the Forest Lawn Memorial-Park Association
(“Forest Lawn”) with regard to the recently proposed Significant Ecological Area (“SEA”)
designation for the East San Gabriel Valley. The proposed SEA designation includes a
portion of the Covina Hills cemetery owned by Forest Lawn in unincorporated Los
Angeles County. The cemetery was approved by the County of Los Angeles in 1963
and was re-approved by the County on July 9, 2012 pursuant to the County’s Cemetery
Grading Plan Review and Permit Protocol (‘Permit Protocol”). Your department
approved the Revised Exhibit “A” May 24, 2012. The cemetery is operated in
accordance with permits and other approvals issued by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, the California Department of Fish and Game, the California Regional Water
Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

In accordance with the approvals from the above agencies, Forest Lawn has
implemented significant off-site and on-site measures to protect and restore wildlife
habitat — including granting conservation easements covering 78 acres of the cemetery
to the California Department of Fish and Game, and the acquisition and preservation, of
natural habitat in the Puente Hills and the restoration of other on-site and off-site areas
as wildlife habitat. Given the long-standing approval of the cemetery by the County, and
the measures implemented by the Forest Lawn to protect and restore the natural
resources, we request that the SEA designation exclude the Forest Lawn property.

The SEA designation to the cemetery is inconsistent with the complex
entitlement process established by the County for cemeteries reflected in the Permit
Protocol. The SEA designation will disrupt the implementation of plans previously
approved by the County by imposing duplicative and incompatible permit procedures
and requirements on the construction and operation of the cemetery. The proposed

427044_1.DOC
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SEA designation will also disrupt an ongoing recycled water project by Forest Lawn and
Cal Poly Pomona to reduce use of potable water. /

We request that the Forest Lawn cemetery be excluded from the SEA
designation and that the proposed SEA ordinance amendment include an exemption for
cemeteries that are approved by the County pursuant to the Permit Protocol. We
provide additional detail below on the prior approvals of the Covina Hills cemetery by
the County and by the state and federal environmental agencies.

County Land Use Approvals.

On October 10, 1963 the County of Los Angeles granted to the Forest Lawn
Memorial-Parks Association Cemetery Permit Case No. 30-(1) (“Cemetery Permit”) with
regard to the development of the cemetery. On October 19, 1967 the County of Los
Angeles granted Zone Exception Case No. 8576-(1) (“Zone Exception”) with regard to
the cemetery.

In 2002, the County of Los Angeles adopted the “Cemetery Grading Plan Review
and Permit Protocol” (“Permit Protocol”) as an appendix of the County Building Code
Manual. The Permit Protocol describes the requirements applicable to issuance of a
master grading permit and a master landscape permit for cemeteries.

The County previously approved an Exhibit “A” with regard to the Original
Approvals for the Covina Hills cemetery. On December 27, 2009, the County approved
a “Revised Exhibit ‘A’ with regard to the approval of certain interim improvements at the
cemetery. In 2012 the County approved a revised Exhibit “A” to reflect changes to the
grading plan and revisions to the boundaries of the conservation easement granted to
the Department of Fish and Game to implement approvals of the cemetery project by
state and federal environmental protection agencies. The County has also issued
grading permits to Forest Lawn.

These approvals from the state and federal environmental agencies committed
Forest Lawn to restrictions on development at the cemetery, the preservation and
restoration of habitat areas at Covina Hills, and the acquisition and preservation of
hundreds of acres of native habitat in the Puente Hills. Forest Lawn has acted in
reliance on the approvals by the County and the environmental agencies and has made
a significant financial commitment to the protection of natural resources.

Environmental Agency Approvals.

In 2001, Forest Lawn initiated discussions with several state and federal
environmental agencies regarding the development of the cemetery in accordance with
the County land use approvals. In 2002, Forest Lawn obtained approvals to operate the
cemetery from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Department of Fish and Game,
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board Los Angeles Region. The approvals included the following: -

427044_1.DOC
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A biological opinion and incidental take permit from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service pursuant to the federal Endangered Species Act;

A streambed alteration agreement with the California Department of Fish and
Game pursuant to California Fish and Game Code section 1602,

A federal Clean Water Act section 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers; and

Water quality approvals from the Regional Water Quality Control Board
pursuant to section 401 of the federal Clean Water Act and the California
Porter-Cologne Act.

The above approvals contained over 110 compliance conditions and required
Forest Lawn to implement a number of measures to protect and restore wildlife habitat
on Forest Lawn’s property and to acquire, protect and restore other wildlife habitat in the
Puente Hills. These measures included the following:

Contribute necessary funds to assist the Puente Hills Landfill Native Habitat
Preservation Authority in the purchase and permanent protection of 957 acres
in Puente Hills;

Creation. and restoration of 15 acres of coastal sage scrub suitable for
breeding of California gnatcatchers at the former Unocal property in Hacienda
Heights and managed as preserve by the Puente Hills Authority;

Creation and restoration of 1.8 acres of riparian woodland habitat on the
former Unocal property in Hacienda Heights;

Creation of 1.04 acres of federally jurisdictional “waters” onsite at the Covina
Hills cemetery;

Modification of the development plans at the cemetery to avoid the
disturbance of wildlife habitat on the cemetery;

Granting of conservation easements covering 78 acres as the cemetery to the
California Department of Fish and Game;

Implementation of a plan to phase development of the cemetery over 15
years to allow an opportunity for the gnatcatchers and other native species to
occupy the restored habitat areas a Puente Hills;

Implementation of a five year trapping program for the non-native cow birds to
reduce cow bird nest parasitism on gnatcatchers and other native songbirds.

Forest Lawn has implemented the above measures faithfully. The Rose Hills
Foundation property has been acquired and protected from development. The former

427044_1.DOC
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Unocal property has been restored to coastal sage scrub and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service has determined that Forest Lawn has complied with the restoration
requirements. The creation and restoration of 1.04 acres of federally jurisdictional
“waters” onsite and 1.8 acres of riparian woodland habitat offsite have been formally
approved by the Army Corps of Engineers and California Fish & Game Department
respectively.

In reliance on the approvals, Forest Lawn agreed to material restrictions on the
use of the cemetery including permanent protection of habitat areas previously
approved for cemetery uses, restoration of portions of cemetery to native habitat, and
phasing of the development of the cemetery.

There is no doubt that Forest Lawn’s implementation of the above-described
conservation measures have already served the purposes of the draft ordinance by
conserving the biological resources on the property and in the Puente Hills. Given the
special requirements of the Permit Protocol and the unique nature and function of
cemeteries, it would be appropriate to provide an eighth exemption under proposed Los
Angeles County Code Section 22.56.215C to recognize that cemeteries approved
pursuant to the Permit Protocol are not subject to the SEA ordinance.

We would appreciate an opportunity to meet with you to discuss Forest Lawn’s
commitments to the protection of wildlife habitat, and the impact of the proposed SEA
designation on the operation of the cemetery and the development of the recycled water
program with Cal Poly Pomona.

Very truly yours,

(02—

Lloyd'W. Pellman
of Nossaman LLP

LWP/ved

cc: Lawrence L. Hafetz, Assistant County Counsel
Elaine Lamke, Principal Deputy County Counsel
Emma Howard, Department of Regional Planning
Susan Rule Sandler, Esq. :
Clint Granath
Robert D. Thornton, Esq.

427044_1.DOC



From: Dennis Madison

To: Emma Howard
Subject: Forest Lawn Covina - Recycled Water Project
Date: Tuesday, September 18, 2012 1:03:27 PM

Hello Emma, thanks for your recent voice mail. | left a message for you this AM, below is what | was
able to get from our engineering dept.

1) The recycled water project at Covina Hills is governed by conditions in the easement granted to
the California Fish & Game Dept, and Right of Entry agreements with the City of Walnut, and Cal
Poly Pomona.

2) All the area used to install the recycled water pipeline and connect it to our tanks must be
restored to its native state per the CDFG easement language. We have an CDFG approved habitat
restoration plan that will be implemented after the work is completed.

3) Known county permits for the recycled water work include an electrical permit to extend power
from FL to the new pump station on Cal Poly property, and Dept of Public Health cross connection
permits/inspections. Additionally Cal Poly needs to approve our pump station plans.

4) After the recycled water system is completed and approved, 8.5 acres of native habitat will be
given to Cal Poly to increase the size of their Voorhis Ecological preserve.

5) Later on in the cemetery build out, county permits will be needed for infrastructure as illustrated
on the County Regional Planning Revised Exhibit A for the site. Future county permits will include
additional cross connection inspections, structural and electrical permits for additional pump
stations, reservoirs, and planned garden property and wall crypt structures.

Please let me know if the above answers your questions about the project. Let me know if you need
any exhibits related to the recycled water footprint, or the revised exhibit A.

Thanks again for all your help.

Dennis Madison
323-340-4690


mailto:dmadison@forestlawn.com
mailto:ehoward@planning.lacounty.gov
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Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead %\»,mv«

Richard J. Bruckner
Director

November 5, 2012

TO: Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich
Fifth Supervisorial District

Attention: Norm Hickling
Edel Vizcarra

FROM: Richard J. Bruckner
Director

CORRESPONDENCE FROM LISA K. BELL REGARDING SKY MEADOW FARMS

Attached is a copy of our response to Ms. Lisa K. Bell regarding Sky Meadow Farms. |
trust this meets with your approval.

RJB:JS:MWG:Im

Attachment

320 West Temple Street = Los Angeles, CA 90012 = 213-974-6411 = Fax: 213-626-0434 = TDD: 213-617-2292
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“CaurordP
Richard J. Bruckner
Director

November 5, 2012

Ms. Lisa K. Bell, Co-Trustee
Bell Family Trust

1519 Solana Drive

Belmont, CA 94002

Dear Ms. Bell:

SKY MEADOW FARMS

This is in response to your recent letter dated September 26, 2012, to the Board of
Supervisors regarding the proposed land use and zoning designations for the Sky
Meadow Farms property in the unincorporated community of Leona Valley. These
changes are related to the Antelope Valley Area Plan Update (Area Plan Update).
Supervisor Antonovich has requested that the Department of Regional Planning
(Department) respond to you directly with a copy to his office.

Department staff met your father when the initiation of the Area Plan Update was
announced at the Three Points Town Council meeting on September 8, 2007, and is
very sorry to hear that he has been stricken with Alzheimer's disease. Although your
father has been included in the contact list for this project over the last several years,
given the circumstances it is understandable that you were unaware of this project and
Department staff will add you to the contact list from this point forward.

The current land use designation for the Sky Meadow Farms property (Assessor Parcel
Numbers 3215-003-010, 3215-003-011, 3215-004-016, and 3215-004-017) s
Non-Urban 1 (N1), with a maximum residential density of one unit per two acres. The
current zoning designation for the property is A-2-2 (Heavy Agricultural, two acre
minimum lot size). The proposed land use designations for the property are Rural Land
20 (RL20), with a maximum residential density of one unit per 20 acres, and Rural Land
40 (RL40), with a maximum residential density of one unit per 40 acres. The proposed
zoning designation for the property is A-2-2.5 (Heavy Agricultural, two and one half acre
minimum lot size). The increase in the minimum lot size is related to the proposed
update of the Leona Valley Community Standards District, which specifies a two and
one half acre minimum lot size for any lot within a new subdivision. Under this proposal,

320 West Temple Street = Los Angeles, CA 90012 = 213-974-6411 = Fax: 213-626-0434 = TDD: 213-617-2292



Lisa K. Bell
November 5, 2012
Page 2

a new subdivision would need to comply with both the maximum residential density and
the minimum lot size.

The Area Plan Update identifies the property as a “Rural Preserve Area,” which is
described as an area that is “largely undeveloped and generally not served by existing
infrastructure and public facilities.” In Rural Preserve Areas, the proposed land use
designations are based on a Hazard, Environmental, and Resource Constraint Model
(Model). The entire property is located in a proposed Significant Ecological Area (SEA)
and the Model classifies an SEA as a Class Il Special Management Area. A portion of
the property is also located within an active fault trace (the San Andreas Fault) and the
Model classifies an active fault trace as a Class Ill Special Management Area. Class Il
Special Management Areas have a proposed land use designation of RL20, while Class
Il Special Management Areas have a proposed land use designation of RL40.

The Department’s position is that the current N1 land use designation does not account
for the aforementioned constraints and the proposed, lower density RL20 and RL40
land use designations more accurately reflect these constraints and the development
potential of the property. SEAs are ecologically important land and water systems that
support valuable habitat for plants and animals and lower density development will have
fewer potential impacts on this habitat. Active fault traces, such as the San Andreas
Fault, represent a significant safety risk and lower density development will ensure a
lower risk for people and property when future earthquakes occur. In addition, the
Department believes that the proposed land use designations reflect the desire of the
Leona Valley community to retain a rural, low density environment and to protect its
natural resources, such as SEAs.

Your letter requests a proposed land use designation of RL20 for the entire property.
The Department feels it is appropriate to apply the Model equitably and consistently
across all Rural Preserve Areas. Therefore, the Department feels it would not be
appropriate to remove the proposed RL40 land use designation for your property when
other similarly situated properties, such as other properties in Rural Preserve Areas
along the San Andreas Fault, have the proposed RL40 land use designation.

The Area Plan Update is only a proposal at this time and development of your property
may occur in accordance with the current land use and zoning designations until such
time that the Area Plan Update is adopted. Public hearings before the Regional
Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors will begin after an Environmental
Impact Report is released in 2013. These hearings will provide an opportunity for you to
request changes to the Area Plan Update, such as the changes mentioned in your
letter. You will be notified when the public hearings begin.



Lisa K. Bell
November 5, 2012
Page 3

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Thuy Hua at
thua@planning.lacounty.gov or (213) 974-6476 between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m.
Monday through Thursday. Our offices are closed on Fridays.

¢: Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich (Norm Hickling, Edel Vizcarra)

K_AP_110512_LISA_K_BELL
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"1 PardeeHomes 10880 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 1900

Los Angeles, California 90024

Tel (310) 475-3525

Fax (310) 446-1235

E-mail: michael megee@pardes-homes.com

Michael V. McGee
President and CEQ

August 1, 2012

Ms. Emma Howard, Regional Planner, Community Studies North
County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

VIA EMAIL: ehoward@planning.lacounty.gov

Subject: Comments on Summary Draft Significant Ecological Area Ordinance
Dear Ms Howard:

On behalf of Pardee Homes, a Los Angeles County based homebuilder and land developer for over 90 years, thank
you for the opportunity to comment upon the June 2012 Summary Draft Significant Ecological Area (SEA)
Ordinance. We have been fortunate to have planned and developed several communities in the County and
continue to do so as one of the partners in the proposed Centennial development on Tejon Ranch.

If the County intends to expand the SEA program, it should make a clear distinction between property that has
been the subject of intensive biological investigation through the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) or
Endangered Species Act processes, and those that have not. There is a vast difference between property identified
as being of potential ecological significance through aerial photographs, vegetation mapping and terrain, and
property that has been studied in detail on the ground by biologists, ecologists and other scientists. The County
should use the more detailed and scientifically superior information whenever available for the SEA Program.

Pardee Homes opposes what appears to be a broad brush expansion of the SEA boundaries and imposition of a
new requirement on property owners to prove their innocence through a lengthy and costly regulatory process.
The Draft Ordinance imposes an "Initial Project Appraisal,” a technical advisory committee review, documentation
of "measures to protect biological and ecological resources," and a "SEA Conditional Use Permit Burden of Proof"
on each landowner.

The County, in effect, is proposing far more restrictive requirements on property owners than the state and federal
governments do through their respective Endangered Species Acts and their wetlands protection regulations.
Pardee Homes has a long and successful history of working with the US Fish and Wildlife Service, the California
Department of Fish and Game and the US Army Corps of Engineers on large scale multispecies habitat protection
and wetlands mitigation programs. We support the scientific identification of critical habitat for endangered
species, investigation and identification of cooperative efforts with landowners to do large scale multispecies
habitat programs, such as Habitat Conservation Plans (HCP) and Natural Community Conservaticn Plans (NCCP). In
those programs, biologists specifically identify the location of habitat and species first, and then the landowners
and agencies work cooperatively to determine appropriate opportunities for protection.

It is very important that the SEA Ordinance not impose duplicative or conflicting requirements on land that has
already been thoroughly studied and analyzed for ecological significance through the General Plan Amendment
and CEQA processes, such as the Centennial project. The SEA Ordinance should acknowledge that land that has
been analyzed for ecological impacts and incorporates design features to protect and/or mitigate environmental
impacts does not require any additional SEA compliance.



Ms. Emma Howard
August 1, 2012
Page Two

In summary, Pardee Homes opposes a broad expansion of the SEA program boundaries without specific
identification of ecological resources on a parcel-by-parcel basis that includes written notification to each
landowner. It should be the County's responsibility to prove a property's ecological significance, not a landowner's
obligation to identify, apply for, and mitigate a general SEA designation. Finally, the SEA Ordinance should not
require duplication of analyses or mitigation for property where environmental, ESA, and ecological impacts have
already been studied and addressed through the CEQA process.

We appreciate your attention to our concerns.

Sincerely,

kot V. R G
Michael V. McGee

MVM/cr
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Margaret Rhyne

Poppy Reserve/ Mojave Desert Interpretive Association
P.O. Box 1408

Lancaster, California 93534

m.rhyne@verizon.net

July 30, 2012

Ms. Emma Howard, Planner

Los Angeles County Regional Planning
Community Studies North Section
Department of Regional Planning

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

June 2010 SEA Ordinance Summary Draft
SEA Ordinance Change Comparison Chart 2012

Dear Ms. Howard,

We are greatly concerned that proposed changes to SEA Ordinances will undermine
the mission of our organization to ensure the preservation for future generations of the
biological treasures of the Western Antelope Valley. Our non-profit, the Poppy Reserve/
Mojave Desert Interpretive Association, was founded 30 years ago by area citizens
dedicated to promoting and preserving important natural habitats of the Antelope Valley.
Those protected areas now include the Antelope Valley California Poppy Reserve and
Arthur B. Ripley Desert Woodland as well as three other Mojave Desert California State
Parks.

We urge that all changes to SEA regulations maintain and/or strengthen oversight of
biologically important areas within SEAS, particularly areas of preserved habitat already
protected by public and private entities in the Western Antelope Valley. These areas
include the Poppy Reserve and Ripley Desert Woodland; the L.A. County Desert Pines
Sanctuary; and protected lands held by conservancies north of the Poppy Reserve (the
Desert Mountain Conservancy, the Archeological Conservancy and the Santa Monica
Mountains Conservancy). These are the only existing areas that from contiguous
blocks of protected habitat in SEA 57 or the proposed SEA 21. Due to edge effects, the
biological resources of these areas are critically vulnerable to degradation from
proposed adjacent development.

Language included in the draft documents released in June concerning proposed
revisions of SEA Ordinances heightens our concerns for the future protection of these
areas as these changes seem to indicate a lessening rather than strengthening of



oversight. Specifically, we object to the change indicated on page 5 of the "Draft
Significant Ecological Areas Ordinance Summary Draft June 2012." This change lists
the following as "exempted" from permit standards and therefore from SEATAC review:

"1. Any ground disturbance/ development activity where the entire footprint of the
ground disturbance/ development activity, including associated infrastructure, grading
and fuel modification areas, is located outside of the Significant Ecological Area or
Ecological Transition Area. "

This change would prevent SEATAC assessment of potential impacts by proposed
development adjacent to protected habitat areas such as the Antelope Valley California
Poppy Reserve and Ripley Desert Woodland. Both of these parks are included in
existing SEAs but the borders of these SEAs do not extend significantly beyond the
existing borders of these state parks. Even with the approval of the proposed extension
of SEAs in the Antelope Valley, these state parks will remain vulnerable along most of
their borders. Therefore, SEATAC review and assessment of the impacts of
development adjacent to these important biological preserves remains imperative. As
citizens of Los Angeles County who love the remaining wild places in the Antelope
Valley, known worldwide for springtime carpets of increasingly rare native wildflowers,
we rely on the scientific expertise of the Significant Ecological Areas Technical Advisory
Committee to help us preserve these treasures for future generations. Without the
ability of the Committee to comment on proposed adjacent development, that
preservation will be jeopardized.

Also of concern are changes indicated in the "SEA Ordinance Change Comparison
Chart" of June 12. ltems 2 - 6 on pages 12-13 indicate that many crucial existing
SEATAC requirements for a "Complete Conditional Use Permit” will be deleted. These
deletions include: a "complete record of recommendations made by the Significant
Ecological Area Technical Advisory Committee during its review of the Initial Project
Appraisal; a final project appraisal document; a biological constraints analysis; a biota
report; and written analysis detailing compliance with development standards." This
appears to be a significant change that would impact the ability of SEATAC to comment
on proposed development potentially damaging to the biological resources of SEAs. If
we are interpreting this chart correctly, this is alarming. We urge further clarification
concerning these provisions evidently proposed for deletion.

A proposed change to the overall SEA program that we support is the creation of SEA
21. This SEA will help to protect biological resources on Portal Ridge and connect this
important biologically rich and diverse area to the Antelope Valley California Poppy
Reserve. This is a vital step in maintaining connectivity between the Reserve, Portal
Ridge and the Angeles Forest, a step crucial in preventing the Poppy Reserve from
becoming a biological island. We strongly support the creation of this new SEA.



Unfortunately, the creation of this new SEA will not lessen the need to protect the ability
of SEATAC to review development adjacent to existing preserved habitats. This is
particularly important as fragmentation of Joshua Tree/ Juniper Woodland SEAs
(currently SEA 60, proposed as SEA 11) which includes Ripley Desert Woodland, will
still exist under the new plan. In addition, we are concerned that the Poppy Reserve and
conservancy land on Fairmont Butte will still be exposed to edge effects as they would
form a small "peninsula” of SEA 21 jutting into areas that are not designated as SEAs or
ETAs and therefore without any SEATAC oversight if proposed ordinance revisions are
adopted.

In conclusion, we would like to again state that it is crucial that SEATAC be able to
comment on development adjacent to the Poppy Reserve, Ripley Desert Woodland,
and land north of the Poppy Reserve held by the three different conservancies as these
areas compose the largest parcels of contiguous blocks of protected natural habitat
within both the existing SEA 57 and proposed SEA 21.

We would like to complement Los Angeles County on the very valuable contributions
that Significant Ecological Area Technical Advisory Committee makes to the protection
of county biological treasures particularly in the sometimes overlooked Western
Antelope Valley. We support the proposed creation of SEAs 11 and 21 and we urge the
county to continue the SEATAC program guided by an ordinance which will strengthen
oversight of existing protected natural habitats within SEAs. Thank you for considering
our comments.

Margaret Rhyne
President, Poppy Reserve/ Mojave Desert Interpretive Association (prmdia.org)
m.rhyne@verizon.net
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS

July 31, 2012

Emma Howard

Regional Planning Department
Room 1354

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Comment on the proposed expansion of the San Andreas SEA at Tejon Ranch
Dear Ms. Howard:

| am writing this letter to comment on the proposed boundary expansion of the San Andreas SEA with
particular reference to the Tejon Ranch. | worked as a consultant to the Trust for Public Land to undertake
a study to identify the best biological resources for inclusion within a major conservation area on the
Ranch. | have also worked for the Centennial project as a scientific advisor on biological conservation and
management. My letter is based on nine years of direct experience on the Ranch and in adjoining areas of
Los Angeles County-including numerous field visits, participation in studies, and working with scientists
who have conducted detailed studies of these areas. | believe that the proposed SEA expansion on Tejon
Ranch should be withdrawn for the following four reasons:

My first point is that the portion of the Tejon Ranch proposed for inclusion within the expanded SEA does
not meet the criteria used in designation of SEAs. The proposed expansion on Tejon Ranch occurs within
agricultural lands used for cattle grazing for over the past 150 years. It is a well know fact that long-term
grazing removes the native scrub community resulting in land being dominated by non-native grasslands
and that these lands would quickly revert to scrub dominated areas once grazing was removed. Native
grasses are present in isolated areas on Tejon Ranch; however, their abundance is overshadowed by
non-native annual grasses and forbs. In some years, these areas do exhibit spring time wildflower displays;
however, they are not significantly outstanding compared to other areas in the Antelope Valley such as the
Antelope Valley Poppy Reserve SNR. The recently updated description of the San Andreas SEA (dated
6/18/12) on the County's website lists the criteria used to select the areas to be designated within the San
Andreas SEA; however, it does not list grasslands of any type as a basis for selection of the SEA. This is
consistent with the findings for the current SEAs in this area (58 and 59) which were established by the
1980 General Plan and were based solely on the presence of foothill woodlands and great basin sagebrush
scrub. Neither native grasslands nor grasslands of any type were identified as a basis for designating these
two existing SEAs. Again, in the 2000 update study's proposed San Andreas Rift Zone SEA, the western half
of the Centennial site on Tejon Ranch was proposed for inclusion in the new SEA, not on the basis of
grassland resources but rather on the confluence of major geographical areas and potential presence of
rare relic stands of Great Basin sage brush scrub (which is not found on the Centennial site). While
grasslands were discussed in general in the 2000 update, they are not listed under the criteria for the
selection process. In the most recent iteration of the criteria as of June 2012, no grasslands of any type
were discussed within the SEA criteria as a basis for the proposed expansion of the SEA at Tejon Ranch,
suggesting that this resource does not rise to the level of significance to be included in the selection
criteria. In fact, none of the criteria expressed on the County’s web site apply to the proposed expansion of
the SEA at Tejon Ranch.
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My second point is that the grazing land on Tejon Ranch that is being proposed for inclusion in the
County's expanded SEA is not a rare habitat within the County. According to recent CALVEG mapping data
(2002-2003 ), the extent of annual grassland and forb community in Los Angeles County is approximately
108,000 acres with additional non-native/ornamental grasslands of 24,000 acres. The CALVEG map shows
extensive areas of grassland habitat in the Angeles National Forest, the Santa Monica Mountains, the
foothills between Palmdale and Lebec, and southeastern Los Angeles County. It is not true that grasslands
are limited to the northwestern portion of the County; nor that Tejon Ranch is the only area of extensive
pasture grassland habitat.

When detailed site mapping is done, the extent of grassland habitats within the County becomes more
apparent. For example, the National Park Service mapped grasslands in the Santa Monica National
Recreation Area and determined that 3.7% of the area (approximately 5,700 acres) contained both native
and non-native grasslands . As part of the EIR/EIS for the Newhall Ranch, approximately 2,200 acres or
16% of the area was found to contain grassland habitats with annual forbs.

Based on state wide vegetation maps, the amount of grassland within the State of California is estimated at
11 million acres or approximately 11% of the State land area. Many counties, such as Kern County with 1.3
million acres of grassland, have extensive grassland resources. Within the Tejon Ranch adjacent to the
Antelope Valley (including both Los Angeles and Kern County) the extent of grasslands exceeds 70,000
acres. The Tejon Ranch Conservancy is committed to manage and improve the quality of these pasture
grasslands as is the Centennial project which proposes to protect over 14,300 acres of current pasture
lands within conservation lands totalling 26,900 acres and manage them for grassland habitat values in
perpetuity.

My third point is that the County’s analysis of wildlife corridors (as posted on its web site) is
unsubstantiated. No reference is given to how the County evaluated these corridors; however, extensive
analysis was undertaken during the Tejon Ranch conservation planning and was also specifically analyzed
for the Centennial project on Tejon Ranch. Wildlife corridors were identified to the north and west of the
Centennial project at the base of the Tehachapi Mountains and no regional wildlife corridors were
determined to be present within the Centennial project. The proposed expansion of the SEA on Tejon
Ranch is therefore not related to any regional wildlife movement corridor.

My final point is that the during the conservation planning that eventually led to the Tejon Ranch
Conservation and Land Use Agreement, which permanently preserves 240,000 acres of the 270,000 acre
Ranch (or 90%), extensive consideration was given to the Centennial site and its conservation potential.
During that entire process which extended from 2003 to 2008, a wide range of factors were considered
including presence of rare plant communities, presence of special status wildlife, and wildlife movement
corridors. Extensive data sets were reviewed, consultations were held with expert independent scientists
under the auspices of the Audubon California, Endangered Habitats League, Natural Resources Defense
Council, Planning and Conservation League, and Sierra Club, and meetings held with agency
representatives. The historic agreement resulted in the establishment of the Tejon Ranch Conservancy to
preserve and manage 240,000 acres of the highest quality lands on Tejon Ranch. | was present on all of
the site visits and in meetings held with the various interested parties. At no time did the area of the
proposed SEA expansion on Tejon Ranch rise to the level of significance to be included within the
Conserved Lands. Other portions of the 270,000 acre Ranch were determined to be much more conducive
to protecting sensitive resources, including native and non-native grasslands; to providing habitat for
sensitive wildlife, and as significant links for wildlife movement. The Centennial site on Tejon Ranch was
deemed more suitable for development.



In summary, the County designation process for the expanded San Andreas SEA on Tejon Ranch does not
meet the County's criteria; is based on a limited regional perspective on grassland resources; is not within
any regional wildlife corridor; and includes an area that, during an extensive site review undertaken by
experts, agencies, and environmental groups did not reach the stature necessary to be included in the
largest conservation land acquisition in the State of California. For these reasons, | believe that the
proposed SEA expansion on Tejon Ranch should be withdrawn.

Sincerely yours,

Michael Josselyn, PhD
Principal

CC: Richard Bruckner, Director of Planning
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Regional Planning Department
Room 1354

320 West Temple St.

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: June 2012 SEA Ordinance Draft

Emma,

Thank you for providing me with a copy of the 2012 SEA Ordinance Draft to review and comment on. My
concern after reviewing the document is that the proposed expansion of the prior SEA boundary line for
our project, Tesoro del Valle, is in conflict with the defined objective of the present SEA #19 and in non-
compliance with our current approval entitlements and environmental review .

Specifically, for the following reasons we request the County not to change the existing SEA #19
boundary line on the Tesoro del Valle.

Project Property:

e Notin compliance with the active vesting tentative tract map #51644, certified
EIR, Seatac review , and environmental approvals / permits;

e Encroachment into the existing and planned development areas, such as two
residential lots in planning area D; and

e Notin alignment with the Floodplain and related resource area in the SFC Creek,
the defined area to protect the migration path of the unarmored threespine
stickleback fish, and extends into the high land area outside of the water course
and habitat for migration.

We appreciate this opportunity to comment on the draft and we are available to further explain our
position in requesting the SEA # 19 boundary line not to be changed on our property.

John E, Evans
Representing
Montalvo Properties LLC

Sincerely,
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February 3, 2014

County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
Attn: Emma Howard

Regional Planning Department
Room 1354

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Comments on the Draft Significant Ecological Area Ordinance dated December 5, 2013
Comments on the Preliminary Draft Significant Ecological Area Program Guide dated 2013
Comments on the SEA Developed Area and SEA Boundary maps

Dear Ms. Howard:

The Puente Hills Habitat Preservation Authority (Habitat Authority) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the Draft Significant Ecological Area (SEA) Ordinance (dated December 5, 2013).
The Habitat Authority is a joint powers authority established pursuant to California Government
Code Section 6500 et seg. with a Board of Directors consisting of the City of Whittier, County of
Los Angeles, Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, and the Hacienda Heights Improvement
Association. According to its mission, the Habitat Authority is dedicated to the acquisition,
restoration, and management of open space in the Puente Hills for preservation of the land in
perpetuity, with the primary purpose to protect the biological diversity. Additionally, the agency
endeavors to provide opportunities for outdoor education and low-impact recreation. The Habitat
Authority owns and or manages over 3,800 acres which lie within the Cities of Whittier and La
Habra Heights, as well as in the County unincorporated areas of the Puente Hills known as Hacienda
Heights and Rowland Heights.

The Habitat Authority thanks and acknowledges the Department of Regional Planning for the
incorporation of certain comments on the previous SEA Ordinance Summary Draft dated June 2012,
and December 20, 2012. These comments included suggested language for development standards
within SEAs, such as exclusion of invasive plants, fencing to promote wildlife movement, and
avoidance of habitat impacts from fuel modification. However, certain comments were not
addressed in the current Draft Ordinance and are included below for reference, along with additional
comments.

A Joint Powers Agency created pursuant to California Government Code §6500 ef seq.
7702 Washington Avenue, Suite C, Whittier, California 90602 = Phone: 562 / 945-9003 « Fax: 562 / 945-0303
(4
()

Printed on recycled paper
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SEA ORDINANCE
Section 2 - 22.08.190

The definition of an SEA has been removed and now states that an SEA “means: any portion of a lot
or parcel of land identified as a Significant Ecological Area on the Significant Ecological Areas and
Coastal Resource Areas Policy Map of the General Plan™. The latest draft (Jan 2014) of the General
Plan describes an SEA but it is difficult to locate under Appendix E (not in Appendix C like Section

what constitutes an SEA and to make the definition easy to find and understand, please consider
adding the definition of an SEA to section 22.52.2905 of the SEA Ordinance.

Section 22.52.2905 — Definitions

Definition A. “Connectivity Area” and Definition B. “Constriction Area” — Both definitions include
the phrases “large undisturbed areas™. Please define what constitutes “large™ since this can be
interpreted in varying ways.

The definition of “*Ecological Transition Area” has been removed and is no longer mentioned in the
SEA Ordinance. It is referenced once in the General Plan on page 382. If this term is no longer
used, please be sure it is removed from all documents. However, if it is still being used, add the
definition back into this section.

Definition Q. “SEA Description” — This definition states that “SEA Description means the
description of species populations and SEA Habitat Types within each SEA provided in the General
Plan (Appendix C)”. However, the description seems to be located in Appendix E. Please double
check the location of the “SEA Description™. There is a good description of an SEA in the
Preliminary Draft Significant Ecological Areas Program Guide that could be used.

Definition P. “SEA Development Map™ — According to this definition, the development map also
depicts Habitat Preservation Areas and other Natural Open Space Areas. However, only the red
proposed- developed areas are showing up on the GIS-NET3 “SEA Proposed-Developed Areas™
layer. If Natural Open Space areas are to show up, then the Puente Hills Preserve should be
highlighted.

Based on the comment under Section 2 (22.08.190), please consider adding a general definition of
an SEA to this section of the SEA Ordinance.

It is suggested to add a definition of “*Site plan review” since SEA conditional permits A and B are
described.

Section 22.52.2910 - Applicability

Subsection C.1.We understand that projects outside of SEAs are not subject to this Ordinance,
however, please consider that for projects immediately adjacent to SEAs that they be reviewed by
the County Biologist for compatibility. Just as the Fire Department, Parks, and other County
departments review projects prior to approval, so to would the County Biologist in these instances,
and would check the project for compatibility issues associated with noise, lighting, runoff, etc.
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Subsection C.2 and C.3. We recommend that this standard also consider any cumulative effects
from other nearby projects that may have not been approved when the original permit was approved
but which could now have a cumulatively negative impact on biological resources within the SEA.

Subsection C.6. It is recommended that the SEA Ordinance apply to new projects undertaken by
public utilities that may directly or indirectly (such as lighting for a new tower on top of an existing
structure or adding height beyond 200 feet to an existing structure) affect habitat.

Subsection C.7. The exemption from the SEA Ordinance noted in Subsection C.7. is for “any of the
following activities required, requested, authorized or permitted by a governmental agency: (a)
Removal or thinning of vegetation for fire safety or in response to an emergency; and (b) Hazard
management activities in response to an emergency or other public safety concerns.” We suggest
that activities involving removal of non-native vegetation (including by herbicide) and habitat
restoration (including, but not limited to, seeding, planting of container plants, and irrigation) also be
exempted activities by open space management government agencies. We also suggest exemption of
government agency activities such as scientific studies, erosion control, and construction,
maintenance or demolition of trails, structures or facilities necessary for open space management
activities.

Section 22.52.2915-Permitted Uses

Subsection A.2 This subsection allows for uses or projects located within developed areas identified
in the SEA Development Map. However, based upon a review of the Proposed Developed Areas
available through the Department’s GIS-NET3, many of these mapped areas in the proposed Puente
Hills SEA appear to be incorrect. Some existing fuel modification zones are mapped, and others are
missing. Since fuel modification practices are exempt activities, please remove from the map all
fuel modification areas that are identified as developed that are on Habitat Authority properties.
Since the Habitat Authority will not be allowing expansion of development activities within fuel
modification zones on lands managed/owned, this layer on the map needs to be adjusted. See
attached comments. In addition, the Authority’s and County’s trails are not identified as developed.
The Habitat Authority would be happy to share its trails GIS layer, and to work with the Department
to create an accurate map of the developed areas and trails.

Subsection A.4 and A.5 This allows for expired projects that are deemed fundamentally similar to
the previous authorization and for modifications to previously approved projects. We suggest that
these projects prohibit the removal of any native habitat that may have developed or recovered on or
adjacent to the site, and consider protection of any sensitive species or important wildlife movement
corridors that may have since been identified. In addition, we recommend that this standard also
consider any cumulative effects from other nearby projects that may have not been approved when
the original permit was approved but which could now have a cumulatively negative impact on
biological resources within the SEA.

Subsection A.6 This allows for activities conducted by governmental agencies to improve the
quality of biological resources in an SEA, including non-native vegetation removal programs, native
habitat restoration programs, and construction of wildlife under and overpasses for habitat linkages
and wildlife corridors. It was requested earlier in this letter and in previous letters that such activities
be exempt and we still make that recommendation, as they are conducted for the sole benefit of
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habitat improvement and generally have very minor impacts. However, if they remain as Permitted
Uses requiring Site Plan Review, it is our understanding that such review would only apply to new
or existing programs, and would not be required for every individual project, some of which are
quite small and isolated. For example, the Habitat Authority has an existing Resource Management
Plan (RMP) which includes non-native vegetation removal and habitat restoration programs; it is our
understanding that the RMP could be submitted for Site Plan Review and approval, and that any
subsequent activities consistent with that RMP would be permitted without individual site plan
review. This would include , that activities such as scientific studies, erosion control, and
construction, maintenance or demolition of trails, structures or facilities necessary for open space
management activities be exempt as requested earlier in this letter and in previous letters; If these
activities are not exempt then the intent of the Ordinance may be defeated by the abundance of
County staff resources necessary to follow up and make site visits that would be required per this
proposed Ordinance due to the many activities of governmental land management agencies county-
wide. These activities described above are integral to the management of biological resources, and
often have minor impacts compared to other permitted uses such as single-family residences. The
requirement for open space management activities (such as non-native vegetation removal or
demolition of trails) to undergo a Site Review or Conditional Use Permit process would needlessly
cost the County, and land management agencies (which are already struggling with limited
resources) additional unanticipated funds which could be used for actual improvement of biological
resources and would unnecessarily delay safety, maintenance, and educational management actions
on properties enjoyed daily by the public. Please also consider indicating in the ordinance that the
Site Plan approval has no term limits.

Subsection C. Surface mining can severely erode the soil, reduce soil fertility, and contribute
toward air pollution as well as impact water quality, native vegetation and wildlife. Due to these
environmental impacts of surface mining and the irreplaceable biological resources in SEAs, please
consider not allowing surface mining activities in SEAs. If surface mining is allowed, please
consider limiting the amount and types of surface mining activities that will be considered by the
County, describe the means for environmental review, limitations and mitigation.

Section 22.52.2925 - Development Standards

This section lists the development standards non-exempt activities would need to adhere to when
conducted within SEAs.

Subsection A.1. This subsection states that “Landscaped area within an SEA shall not include
invasive species listed in the Invasive Species List of the SEA Design Manual.” Please consider the
following revised language (new text in bold): “Landscaped areas within an SEA shall not include
invasive species listed in the Invasive Species List provided in the SEA Program Guide or has a
California Invasive Plant Council inventory rating of high or moderate.”

Subsection A.2. This subsection notes that ““all outdoor lighting shall comply with the standards in
Part 9 of Chapter 22.44”, which refers to the Rural Outdoor Lighting District. Please add clarifying
language indicating that these lighting standards shall apply even if the SEA is not located within the
Rural Outdoor Lighting District.
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Subsection A.6. This subsection notes that new development may not narrow Connectivity Areas to
a width of less than 1,000 feet at any point. Please provide a justification for the minimum width of
1,000 feet.

Subsection A.7. Similarly, new development may not narrow Constriction Areas to a width of less
than 200 feet at any point. Please provide a justification for the minimum width of 200 feet.

December 20. 2012 draft Subsection J. This section included requirements for activities that may
affect special status species and was excluded from the current draft. Please consider adding the
information in Subsection J of the Dec. 20, 2012 draft back into the Ordinance. Also consider the
following revised language for clarification (new text in bold, deleted text in strikeout): “When any
ground disturbance, use, or project may encroach upon a an individual of or habitat for a-tikelyto
eeenr species of special status identified in the SEA’s Description in the General Plan and/or

disturbance, use or project shall not impact an area of exceeding 5010 percent of the habitat area for
the species of special status on the lot or parcel of land.” Changes in the first part of the sentence are
suggested to clarify that encroachments could occur to individuals or habitat, and that special status
species other than those identified in the SEA’s Description could be discovered by the biologist.
The change in the last part of the sentence, from 50 to 10 percent, represents a more conservative
approach and would reduce the threshold for requiring a Conditional Use Permit. Depending on the
species or size of the parcel, removal of half of the habitat for a special status species could threaten
the viability of a population on that parcel or even within the SEA, and should require additional
analysis.

Subsection A.9. This section appears to be missing. The Ordinance goes from Subsection A.8 to
A.10.

Subsection A.1lc. table. In the table, the setback requirement for “vernal pools, and playas™ is 150
feet. To protect the watershed and uplands that provide habitat for amphibians, reptiles and vernal
pool plant pollinators, consider increasing the buffer distance to 250 feet as this is the standard
setback distance to protect vernal pool species per the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Finally, we suggest adding an additional standard, which would require that structures be clustered
as close as possible to other existing structures and be located as close as possible to existing roads
in an effort to reduce fragmentation and edge effects.

Section 22.52.2930 — Conditional Uses

Subsection C. This subsection states that “Any development that is otherwise permitted by Section
22.52.2915.A but would occur at the site of the habitat for an undiscovered or previously thought
extinct species, as discovered during the biologist site visit required by Section 22.52.2920.A.2.”
Please consider the following revised language (new text in bold): “Any development that is
otherwise permitted by Section 22.52.2915.A but would occur at the site of the habitat for an
observed species of special status or an undiscovered or previously thought extinct species, as
discovered during the biologist site visit required by Section 22.52.2920.A.2..." The proposed
language was previously included in the December 20, 2012 draft of the SEA Ordinance.
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Section 22.52.2935 —Conditional Uses — Application Procedures

Subsection C. It states that during the biological site visit, “Such site visit shall include
identification and delineation of SEA Habitat Types, tree species listed in the SEA Program Guide
and Water Resources.” Please consider the following revised language (new text in bold): “Such
site visit shall include identification and delineation of SEA Habitat Types, tree species listed in the
SEA Program Guide, Water Resources, and special status species.”

Subsection D.1.a. This lists criteria for projects within SEAs that will require a Type B CUP (for
higher impact projects, requiring more open space mitigation and review by the SEA Technical
Advisory Committee [SEATAC]) instead of a Type A CUP (for lower impact projects). The
criterion under (a) is that “the proposed development may create an isolated area of natural habit.”
Assuming “natural habit™ is a typo, please change to “natural habitat”. Under ii for the definition of
“isolated” please explain how and why the determination of *...is not continguous to at least 30% of
the perimeter” was developed.

Section 22.52.2940 —Conditional Uses — Conditions of Approval

Subsection B.1.c.i. This describes open space requirements for Type A CUP conditions of approval,
and gives preference to open space preserved on the same lot or parcel as the impact. This
preference may not always result in the highest conservation value, especially if the resulting open
space is small or isolated. Rather, preference should be given to preserving open space that is
contiguous with other preserved lands, or to areas that will create or strengthen a habitat linkage or
wildlife corridor. This type of strategic conservation will promote the viability of SEAs more than a
piecemeal approach.

Subsection B.2.a. States that no improvements shall be allowed except for any applicable provisions
in Section 22.56.215. However, this section refers to the existing Hillside Management and
Significant Ecological Areas, and this section does not mention improvements that may be allowed
in open space areas within SEAs. Any improvements allowed in required open space areas should be
specified in this subsection, and should include (as appropriate) trails, signage, fencing, non-native
vegetation removal, habitat restoration, and improvements associated with biological resource
monitoring, research and management.

Subsections B.3.a. This section related to subdivision developments. This sections states that
required Natural Open Space areas within the subdivision will be recorded on the final map as a “fee
lot” or as an Open Space — Restricted Use Area. Please define “fee lot”. It is also stated that
required Natural Open Space areas will be recorded in the office of the County Recorder on a
covenant and agreement. We recommend that required Natural Open Space be recorded as a
conservation easement to protect the space in perpetuity.

Subsection B.3.b. This section relates to development that is not a subdivision. It is stated that
required Natural Open Space areas will be recorded in the office of the County Recorder on a
covenant and agreement. We recommend that required Natural Open Space be recorded as a
conservation easement to protect the space in perpetuity.

Subsection B.4 ¢. In discussing the management of the dedicated open spaces, this section states that
if a governmental agency or non-profit land conservation organization is not dedicated to the
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management of open space, then “a maintenance agreement shall be established to hold and manage
the Natural Open Space under a mandate to protect it in perpetuity.” However, it doesn’t state who
the land manager would be. Please exclude Homeowners associations from managing these open
space areas since they often lack the staff or expertise to manage the biological resources as
necessary for SEA maintenance. I[n addition, along with the dedication, funds should be provided
that are sufficient for land management in perpetuity.

22.52.2945 - Conditional uses — Review and Hearing Procedures

Subsection A. This states that a Type A CUP will be considered by a Hearing Officer, whereas a
Type B CUP will be reviewed by SEATAC and considered by the Regional Planning Commission.
Regarding Type A CUP considerations by Hearing Officers, it is our understanding that a
Department staff biologist will have already reviewed the submission and made recommendations.
Please clarify if this understanding is not correct

Subsection C.3. This subsection lists the Findings required for the Hearing Officer or Regional
Planning Commission to issue an SEA CUP. Subsection H.3 requires that a project cannot result in
the loss of SEA viability, which is defined as (a) bisecting the SEA, (b) closing of a connectivity or
constriction, (c¢) removing habitat characteristic of the SEA, (d) removing the only known location
of an SEA species, or (¢) removing the only known location of a new or rediscovered species. Items
b, d and e provide a very high threshold for determining the loss of SEA viability. For example, the
substantial narrowing of a connectivity area, not just the closing of the constriction, could result in
SEA viability loss. Or the removal of key habitats or populations of certain species could, not just
the removal of the only known locations of that species, could also result in SEA viability loss.
These SEA viability thresholds should be revised to be less limiting.

Appendix for Park 28
Please clarify what classification system is being used for the determination of Habitat Type.

SEA 8. Puente Hills SEA. By using the eight Habitat Types listed in the Ordinance, numerous
critical habitat types will not be considered, such as native grasslands and mulefat scrub. The Puente
Hills Habitat Preservation Authority has an adopted Resource Management Plan (2007) which
describes the vegetation communities within the Puente Hills Preserve (Section 3.0). The RMP can
be found at www.habitatauthority.org. It is recommended to use those classifications of vegetation
communities.

PRELIMINARY DRAFT SIGNIFICANT ECOLOGICAL AREAS PROGRAM GUIDE

I11. Exemptions. The SEA Ordinance exempts safety activities in response to an emergency and
uses in areas regulated by Local Coastal Plans. As commented on in the SEA Ordinance section
22.52.2910 subsection C.7, we suggest that activities involving removal of non-native vegetation
(including by herbicide) and habitat restoration (including, but not limited to, seeding, planting of
container plants, and irrigation) also be exempted activities by open space management government
agencies. We also suggest exemption of government agency activities such as scientific studies,
erosion control, and construction, maintenance or demolition of trails, structures or facilities
necessary for open space management activities.
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1V. Development Standards. This section was not available at the time of review. The Habitat
Authority looks forward to commenting on this section when it is available.

Streets and Highways. There is good detailed information about the types of wildlife crossings. The
Program Guide currently lists 5 recommendations to consider when designing new streets or
highways. Please consider stating that these recommendations should be considered when
retrofitting streets and highways as well. In addition, please consider adding the following 6"
recommendation in bold: New or improved roads in SEAs, especially those adjacent to open
space, should consider wildlife crossing structures. It is most cost effective to design and install
these structures while the new roads are being built or existing roads are being improved.

V. General Recommendations. This section was not available at the time of review. The Habitat
Authority looks forward to commenting on this section when it is available.

VI. SEA Specific Recommendations. This section was not available at the time of review. The
Habitat Authority looks forward to commenting on this section when it is available.

VII. Biological Reports Requirements.

New section. Please consider adding a section on Preparer’s Qualifications and Certifications that
must be included in the SEA Site Assessment Report (SSAR) and SEA Site Impacts Report (SSIR).

SEA Site Assessment Report Sections 2 and 3. Please consider adding additional information
required in those sections. San Luis Obispo County Department of Planning and Building has
detailed Guidelines for Biological Resources Assessments (December 2009) that could be used as a
model; especially the sections on Biological Survey Process, Appendix A sections E, F, and H as
well as Appendix B. This Guide can be found at
http://www.slocounty.ca.gov/Assets/PL/environmental/environmentalresources/Guidelines_Bio.pdf

SEA Site Impacts Report Section 3. 4 and 5. Please consider adding additional information required
in those sections. San Luis Obispo County Department of Planning and Building has detailed
Guidelines for Biological Resources Assessments (December 2009) that could be used as a model;
especially in Appendix A section G. This Guide can be found at

http://www slocounty.ca.gov/Assets/PL/environmental/environmentalresources/Guidelines Bio.pdf

VIII. Invasive Species List.
Please indicate the source for the list of invasive plant species and add that plants given a California
Invasive Plant Council inventory rating of high or moderate shall not be planted.

GIS-NET3 MAPS

SEA Proposed-DRAFT- laver
Please amend the proposed SEA boundary as described on the attached maps.

SEA Proposed-Developed Areas- laver
Please amend the developed area polygons as described on the attached maps.
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Thank you for your consideration of our comments. We look forward to reviewing the still to come
sections of the Program Guide as soon as they are made available. Feel free to contact me or Lizette
Longacre, Ecologist, at (562) 945-9003 for further discussion.

Sincerely,

o

Bob Henderson
Chairman

ce; Board of Directors
Citizens Technical Advisory Committee
Mitch Glaser, Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning

Attached:
Comments on SEA maps



Puente Hills Habitat Preservation Authority
Comments on SEA Developed Area and SEA Boundary maps

Global comment: Since according to section 22.52.2910 C7a
of the SEA Ordinance fuel modification practices are
exempt, please remove all developed area bubbles intended
to identify fuel modification practices from the map for
Habitat Authority owned or managed properties and all
private properties. Identifying fuel modification areas as
developed areas exposes them to future developments
which counteracts the purpose of preserving the
surrounding open space from impacts by future additional
fuel modification requirements or other impacts from future
developments.
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Since fuel modification practices are
exempt activities, please remove from the
map all fuel modification areas in this area
that are identified as developed, especially
those that are on Habitat Authority
properties.

Please remove the developed
polygon from the area owned
by the Habitat Authority
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Please decrease the size of the
“developed” area to only
include the footprint of the
water tank. The adjacent area is
natural open space.
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Since fuel modification practices are exempt
activities, please remove from the map all fuel
modification areas that are identified as
developed that are on Habitat Authority
properties or private property. For example,
the red area north of Turnbull Canyon Road.

Turnbuil Canyon Rd
13600 -




Please decrease the size of the
“developed” area to only include
the footprint of the water tank.
The adjacent area is natural open
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Since fuel modification practices are
exempt activities, please remove
from the map all fuel modification
areas that are identified as
developed, especially those that are
on Habitat Authority properties.
Furthermore, this water tank is in
severe disrepair and is not active.
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Please remove the developed
polygon from the area owned
by the Habitat Authority
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Since fuel modification practices are exempt activities,
please remove from the map all fuel modification
areas in this narrow wildlife corridor area that are
identified as developed, especially those that are on
Habitat Authority properties. The Habitat Authority
would be happy to supply the County with the GIS
layer of our property boundaries.




Since fuel modification practices are exempt activities,
please remove from the map all fuel modification
areas in this narrow wildlife corridor area that are
identified as developed, especially those that are on
Habitat Authority properties. The Habitat Authority
would be happy to supply the County with the GIS
layer of our property boundaries.

Please reduce the developed area on this
map to only include the footprint of the
water tank.
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Th|s structure at 201E. Skyllne Drive has been

out of the developed area polygon.

removed and no longer requires fuel modification as
it is owned by the Habitat Authority. Please take this

La Habra Heights, Skyline

Dr. and Hacienda Rd area



Please decrease the size of
the “developed” area to only
include the footprint of the
water tank. The adjacent
area is natural open space.




Please remove the developed
polygon from the area owned by
the Habitat Authority.
Furthermore, current fuel

| modification practices for this
metal facility do not extend
beyond the water tank parcel
boundary.

Please remove the developed

polygon from the area owned
by the Habitat Authority




Please remove the developed
polygon from the area owned

by the Habitat Authority
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Since fuel modification practices are exempt
activities, please remove from the map all fuel
modification areas in this narrow wildlife

“| corridor area that are identified as developed,
‘La Habra H especially those that are on Habitat Authority
A properties.
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- | The boundary of the SEA at this
: .. | location is questionable as it
- Puente Hills). | touches 16199 Aurora Crest, an
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Please add this area back into the designated SEA as any
future development here would most likely require fuel
modification clearance on Habitat Authority property and
which subsequent permission for such clearance would
be denied by the Habitat Authority.

This area is owned
by the Habitat
Authority

At

This area is owned
by the Habitat
Authority

Hacienda Heights, Turnbull Canyon
Road area
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HILLS FOR EVERYONILE

Southern California comes
together at the Puente - Chino Hills

Los Angeles County
Orange County
Riverside County

San Bernardino County

Monday, February 3, 2014

Via email and Postal Service

County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
Attn: Emma Howard

Regional Planning Department
Room 1354

320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

ehoward@planning.lacounty.gov

Re: Comments on the Draft Significant Ecological Area maps

Dear Ms. Howard:

Hills For Everyone (HFE) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Draft Significant
Ecological Area (SEA) map.”). HFE is a non-profit organization that strives to protect,
preserve, and restore the environmental resources and natural environs of the Puente-
Chino Hills and surrounding areas for the enjoyment of current and succeeding
generations, and is closely following the County’s processing of the proposed changes to
the SEA map.

HFE is disappointed to see the exclusion of land on the south western portion of the Aera
property. Instead we support retaining the entire AERA property into a SEA as described
on pages 2 to 6 in the attached letter from the Habitat Authority dated 8/29/07.

Thank you,

Coam. Achlottrzbeck

Claire Schlotterbeck
Executive Director

Exhibit 1: 8/29/2007 Habitat Authority letter

Hills for Everyone » PO. Box 9835 « Brea, CA 92822-1835 « www hillsforeveryone.org



Puente Hills Landfill
Native Habitat Preservation Authority

August 29, 2007

County of Los Angeles

Department of Regional Planning

General Plan Development Section

Attn: Mark Herwick, General Plan Section Head
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Comments on Draft Los Angeles County General Plan
Dear Mr. Herwick:

The Puente Hills Landfill Native Habitat Preservation Authority (Habitat Authority)
appreciates the opportunity to comment on the draft General Plan.

The Habitat Authority is a joint powers authority established pursuant to California
Government Code Section 6500 ef seq. with a Board of Directors consisting of the City of
Whittier, County of Los Angeles, Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, and the
Hacienda Heights Improvement Association. According to our mission, the Habitat Authority
is dedicated to the acquisition, restoration, and management of open space in the Puente Hills
for preservation of the land in perpetuity, with the primary purpose to protect the biological
diversity. Additionally, the agency will endeavor to provide opportunities for outdoor
education and low-impact recreation. The Habitat Authority’s jurisdiction extends within
eastern Los Angeles County approximately from the intersection of the 605 and 60 Freeways
in the west to Harbor Boulevard in the east. The Habitat Authority owns and or manages 3,860
acres which lie within the Cities of Whittier and La Habra Heights as well as in the County
unincorporated area of the Puente Hills known as Hacienda Heights and Rowland Heights.

Proposed Puente Hills Significant Ecological Area (SEA) Delineation:

The Habitat Authority supports in concept the proposed expansion of the Puente-Chino Hills
Significant Ecological Area (SEA), and we support our properties being included within the
SEA. The County’s efforts to propose protection of wildlife habitat as a part of the land use
element in the general plan are commendable. In order to maintain the integrity of the
scientific work conducted, we recommend that the boundaries of the SEAs proposed by
County consultants (PCR 2000) not be reduced even outside of the unincorporated area
without further scientific evidence to support that change. In addition, there are several areas
for which the biological evidence supports their inclusion within this SEA.

A Joint Powers Agency created pursuant to California Government Code §6500 ef seq.
7702 Washington Avenue, Suite C, Whittier, California 90602 - Phone: 562 / 945 - 9003 - Fax: 562 / 945 - 0303

o
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The open space of the Puente Hills between Harbor Blvd. and State Route 57 has been
previously shown to be of great conservation concern to the entire Puente-Chino Hills corridor,
both for its value in linking the west and east corridor (cite: Missing Middle) as well as
because of its intrinsic value in supporting significant populations of sensitive animal species.

The current boundaries of the proposed Puente Hills Significant Ecological Area purport to
encompass the significant open space of this portion of the hills, but as currently drawn, they
omit a critically-important portion of the open space in unincorporated Los Angeles County:
the southwestern corner of the Aera project area, which extends east from Harbor Blvd.

An aerial photo of the area in question is in Figure 1. This shows well the mosaic of habitat
dominated by extensive, intact grassland (native/non-native mix), which appears tan in color.
Southern California black walnut woodland (dark green) and coastal sage scrub (gray-green,
lower right) comprise the other two main habitat types.

P

Lop!
Figure 1. "Aera" region o

Puente Hills.

The proposed boundaries of the SEA are reproduced in Figure 2 (in green). This configuration
clearly excludes the entire southwestern corner of the Aera project area (lower left), which is
marked with a red arrow in Figure 3.
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Figure 2. Map of Aera project portion of Puente Hills SEA, from Los Angeles Co. General Plan update.

Figure 3. Red arrow denotes "missin g corner” of Aera project area, a region of high-quality habitat
currently excluded from coverage. Blue lines show proposed boundaries of SEA

The decision to omit this area from the SEA is puzzling, especially because it exhibits features
consistent with the rest of the SEA, and even supports species that are extremely localized and
declining region-wide, which are presumably of great conservation concern.

Though the wording of the Los Angeles County General Plan update regarding SEAs is vague
("Conservation and Open Space" section, p. 118), a more detailed definition was provided by
PCR (2000), listing six main criteria, of which the Puente Hills met four.

The criteria which it met are also satisfied by the inclusion of the omitted Aera project site,
namely:

e Biotic communities, vegetative associations, and habitat of plant or animal species that
are either unique or are restricted in distribution (both a, regional and b, county-wide).
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e Habitat that at some point in the life cycle of a species or group of species, serves as
concentrated breeding, feeding, resting or migrating grounds and is limited in
availability.

e Areas that would provide for preservation of relatively undisturbed examples of the
original natural biotic communities of Los Angeles.

The breeding bird species of the Puente-Chino Hills were treated by Cooper (2000), who
identified three key areas most important for bird conservation in the range; two of these are
located in the southwestern Aera region, including in the portion excluded by the current
boundaries. These include the extensive grassland between Harbor Blvd. and State Route 57,
and the coastal sage scrub of north Brea/west Yorba Linda.

The extensive grassland of the Aera site is unique in the Puente Hills; no other comparably
large grassland remains in the Los Angeles Basin. Therefore, it is extremely important for
grassland obligate species such as White-tailed Kite, Grasshopper Sparrow, and others. Despite
the admixture of non-native grasses in the system, this habitat is very robust, and supports
countless patches of native species, even where grazed.

The coastal sage scrub along the southeastern corner of the Aera site is an extension of what is
arguably the highest-quality stand of this habitat in the entire Puente-Chino Hills, that along
the northern border of the City of Brea (Orange Co.). This habitat, which also includes
extensive Cactus Scrub, was found to support a robust population of the Federally-threatened
California Gnatcatcher, among many other sensitive species (see below).

Southern California black walnut woodland, considered a sensitive natural community and
wholly restricted to the hills surrounding the Los Angeles Basin, is probably best developed in
the eastern Puente Hills (LSA 2007), including the Aera property. Prior to grazing, this habitat
was probably more extensive in the "missing" Aera piece.

In a review of the status of sensitive nesting bird species of the hills (Cooper 2000:230-232)
identified 18 species considered regionally-declining and at high risk of local extinction along
the Puente-Chino Hills Corridor. Most of these are found within this Aera portion of the hills,
including some that reach their maximum abundance in Los Angeles County here.

Notable among these are the following species:

Northern red diamond rattlesnake Crotalus ruber ruber

California Reptile Species of Special Concern

This animal reaches the northern global extent of its range in south-facing slopes of the
Whittier Hills (Haas et al. 2002), and the Aera site presumably supports this taxon, as it occurs
just to the east above Yorba Linda (pers. obs.).

White-tailed Kite Elanus leucurus
California Bird Species of Special Concern
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Kites, presumably breeding locally, were a common site during spring/summer surveys in this
area in the late 1990s; this species is effectively at the northern edge of its range in the Puente-
Chino Hills in the Harbor Blvd. area, with perhaps a single pair to the west (in Powder Cyn.).

Golden Eagle Aquila chrysaetos

California Bird Species of Special Concern

The only Golden Eagles observed perched in the Puente-Chino Hills during breeding surveys
mn 1997-98 were an adult and a juvenile observed in the Aera site, just off the eastern border of
the omitted piece. These birds were detected on 24 May 1997, and presumably were the same
birds that have been documented nesting near Chino Hills State Park to the east.

Loggerhead Shrike Lanius ludovicianus

California Bird Species of Special Concern

The Aera property may represent the last hope for breeding shrikes in the Los Angeles Basin; a
recent survey (2005) conducted by the Los Angeles Co. Museum of Natural History (which did
not include the Puente Hills) found no breeding pairs, yet two were on the Aera property on 31
May 1997 (Cooper, unpubl. data), suggesting breeding at least then. The habitat - rolling hills
with grassland - is ideal for this species.

California Gnatcatcher Polioptila californica californica

Federally Threatened

The largest population of this taxon in the Puente-Chino Hills is in the band of scrub from just
east of Harbor Blvd. (incl. the Aera site missing from the proposed SEA), east into Yorba
Linda in Orange Co. (visible in gray-green at the lower left of Fig. 3). Several dozen acres of
this habitat appears to have been left out of the SEA. This population is presumably the source
population for subpopulations farther west along the hills, including several pairs along Arroyo
San Miguel (vic. Colima Rd.). Further degredation of the open space between these two groups
could have detrimental effects on both populations.

Southern California Rufous-crowned Sparrow Aimophila ruficeps canescens
California Bird Species of Special Concern
Very common throughout site (and throughout hills).

Bell's Sage Sparrow Amphispiza belli belli

California Bird Species of Special Concern

This California-Baja endemic is known in the Puente Hills only from a single (juvenile)
individual observed along the eastern edge of the missing Aera corner on 24 May 1997
(Cooper, unpubl. data). This species is strongly tied to undisturbed coastal sage scrub and
Chamise chaparral in our area, and, like the Loggerhead Shrike, may be extremely dependent
upon this habitat on the Aera site for its persistence in the Los Angeles area. The nearest Los
Angeles County populations are vic. Claremont, along the foothills of the San Gabriel Mtns.
(possibly extirpated) and at Castro Peak in the western Santa Monica Mtns.

Western Grasshopper Sparrow Ammodramus savannarum perpallidus California Bird
Species of Special Concern
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Known from just a handful of areas in the Puente Hills, this range is arguably the most
important site for this species in Los Angeles County. The largest population in the hills by far
1s located in the grassland between Harbor Blvd. and the 57 Fwy. (20+ birds in 1997, D.
Cooper unpubl. data). They would be expected to occur in grassland on the southwestern
corner as well. Just west of here, a breeding colony of this species was also present (<5 pr.) in
the southeastern portion of Powder Canyon along the Schabarum Trail, and on a grassy ridge
just south of Turnbull Canyon. (Skyline Trail).

A major study (Resource Management Plan, Puente Hills Landfill Native Habitat Authority,
LSA and Associates 2007) compiled much of the pertinent information on the sensitive
wildlife and plants of the Puente Hills within the Habitat Authority’s jurisdiction. Notably
absent from the proposed boundaries of the SEA is the entire extent of "Core habitat" which
was delineated by the Habitat Authority within its Resource Management Plan located west of
Colima Rd. This large parcel, now managed by the Habitat Authority, is contiguous to habitat
known to support some of the most imperiled species of the Puente Hills, including the
federally-threatened California Gnatcatcher and such California species of special concern as
coastal populations of the Cactus Wren Campylorhynchus brunneicapillus, the latter having

suffered widespread extirpations in recent years. These areas should be included within the
SEA.

Also, please consider for inclusion other biologically rich lands owned or managed by the
Habitat Authority at the top of the Turnbull Canyon watershed. There are several other parcels
adjacent to Habitat Authority properties in this area than warrant inclusion into the SEA due to
habitat importance (Figure 4). This is an area that was found to support several rare plants,
including Plummer's Mariposa-Lily Calochortus plummerae and the western spadefoot Spea
hammondii (described in the RMP). However, the proposed SEA would actually reduce the
coverage of this important upper watershed zone. In this case, we recommend that at the least,
the existing SEA boundary remain in place.

\
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Figure 4. Hacienda Heights Area, showing pale green shaded area formerly included in the Puente Hills
SEA.

While in general, the Habitat Authority welcomes the SEA designation over its properties,
please consider deletion of the developed area of Sycamore Canyon from the proposed SEA
designation. The Habitat Authority is considering installing a small office in bewteen two
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existing buildings at this location where there would no impacts to the native landscape or
environment. This physical presence would enable us to better manage this and other sensitive
habitat areas in the western Puente Hills.

Habitat Authority would welcome the opportunity to meet with County staff to discuss any of
these matters in further detail.

Proposed Puente Hills SEA Description:
In addition, please note the following changes to the current description for the Puente Hills
SEA.

On Page 1 of the Puente Hills Description— Paragraph 4- Please note that there are key regional
habitats represented in the Puente Hills such as southern California black walnut woodland.

Page 2, Paragraph 1- Oak woodland is prevalent in the Hacienda Hills as well.

Paragraph 2 - Oak Riparian woodland is not extensive in Powder Canyon. Powder Canyon is a
mostly arid drainage that does not have the riparian elements of many other drainages in the
hills. The classic oak-willow-sycamore canopy and the dense, herbaceous understory typical
of this habitat is absent from most of Powder Canyon.

Paragraph 4 — Please reevaluate the description of willow scrub. It is our understanding that
willow scrub has dense understory, composed of Mulefat and Sandbar Willow Salix exigua.

Paragraph 5 — Please replace the word "robust" with "high in stature," "high, evergreen" or
something else - most habitats have robust species, even non-native grassland.

The western limit of "mixed chaparral” in the Puente Hills extends to about Powder Canyon,
and is dominated by the species listed, as well as by Scrub Oak (Q. berberidifolia), with
subdominants of Chamise, Cercocarpus, and Ceonothus; Laurel Sumac is uncommon. The
chaparral-/ike habitat prevalent west of Powder Canyon is better termed "sumac scrub”, and is
dominated by the species listed in the paragraph 5 of page 2; Laurel Sumac, for example, is
common and dominant in sumac scrub

Page 2, Paragraph 5 (continued on page 3) - Mixed Chaparral is widespread in the eastern
Puente Hills, and Sumac Scrub is widespread in the western Puente Hills - I would not single
out individual drainages (Sycamore Canyon, etc.) here.

Page 3, Paragraph 1 - Coastal sage scrub is very robust. Maybe write "short in stature” to
distinguish it from chaparral. Please note that cactus scrub forms a very important subunit of
coastal sage scrub, and is extensive on southerly and westerly slopes, including Sycamore
Canyon, Hellman Park, and the entire La Habra Heights area. These patches represent some of
the best examples of cactus scrub in the entire county, and should be noted as such.

Paragraph 2 - Non-native grassland is extensive in three important areas of the Puente Hills;
along the Skyline Trail south of Turnbull Canyon, vic. Powder Canyon, and south of Rowland
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Heights ("Aera" property). This habitat supports a variety of sensitive plant and animal species
(e.g., Catalina Mariposa-Lily Calochortus catalinae, Grasshopper Sparrow, Western
Spadefoot), and is not degraded as portrayed here.

Paragraph 3 - Freshwater marsh is restricted to the San Bernardino County portion of upper
Tonner Canyon, both north and south of Grand Ave. (easily visible from road); no actual
freshwater marsh habitat exists within this SEA in Los Angeles Co., though there is substantial
freshwater marsh to the west, within Whittier Narrows.

Paragraph 5 - Invertebrates were investigated by LSA (2005), who documented several scarce
butterflies, including California Dogface Colias eurydice, Western Tailed-Blue Everes

amyniula, and Mormon Apodemia mormo and Fatal Calephelis nemesis Metalmarks. These are
scattered throughout the hills.

The herpetofauna of this SEA was investigated by Haas et al. (2002) and LSA (2005), who
found the hills to support several locally-rare and/or sensitive species, including Western
Spadefoot (one recent record vic. Skyline Trail south of Hacienda Hts.), Arboreal Salamander
Aneides lugubris (Whittier Hills, Powder Cyn.), two species of slender-salamander (B.
nigriveniris and B. major; widespread), Coastal Western Whiptail Cremidophorus tigris
(widespread), Red Diamondback Rattlesnake Crotalus ruber (localized), and Western Blind
Snake Leptotyphlops humilis (Powder Cyn.).

Page 4, Paragraph 1 - Sensitive mammals (LSA 2005) include the Desert Woodrat Neotoma
lepida and habitat specialists like the Cactus Mouse Peromyscus eremicus (Whittier Hills) and
the Western Gray Squirrel Sciurus griseus (Powder Cyn.).

The Puente Hills is extremely important for bats, and 11 species were documented here during
a recent study (Remington 2006), including such sensitive species as Yuma myotis Myotis
ymanensis, western red bat Lasiurus blossevillii, western yellow bat Lasiurus xanthinus, hoary
bat Lasiurus cinereus, pallid bat Antrozous pallidus, pocketed free-tailed bat Nyctinomops
femorosaccusand western mastiff bat Eumops perotis.

Page 4 — Paragraph 2 —The Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (a joint powers
of the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy) working with the Wildlife Corridor
Conservation Authority commissioned the study of wildlife movement in Puente Hills.

Page 5 - A major study (LSA 2007) compiled much of the pertinent information on the
sensitive wildlife and plants of the Puente Hills within the Habitat Authority’s jurisdiction.

The federally Threatened California Gnatcatcher occurs in at least two areas of the hills, vic.
Arroyo San Miguel east of Colima Dr. and a smaller, possibly irregular population along
Sycamore Canyon in the western Puente Hills. These represent some of the last locales for this
bird in the Los Angeles Basin, and some of the farthest-north individuals of the species.

This range is notable as holding among the last known populations in the Los Angeles area for
several taxa that are considered California Species of Special Concern and/or that are nearly
extinct locally, and through recent biological monitoring, we are discovering additional
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protected species every year, including the federally Endangered Least Bell's Vireo, detected in
2005 and 2007 and possibly rare summer resident. It is not a coincidence that many of these
species are grassland or coastal scrub specialists; these habitats have been virtually eliminated
in the Los Angeles Basin, but persists in a reasonably intact state in the Puente-Chino Hills
(Cooper 2000).

Proposed SEA Ordinance:

From time to time the Habitat Authority will propose improvements to the open space such as
low impact recreational trailheads, trails, wildlife road underpasses, or fences to limit illegal
off-road activity on protected preserve areas. Our intentions with these and similar projects are
to design them around the existing biological resources to ensure the resources will continue to
function and even flourish. We recommend that open space management activities of this
nature be considered as compatible and appropriate within a SEA. More specifically, we
recommend that language be added into the SEA Ordinance allowing public land preservation
agencies with adopted management plans to carry out all activities that contribute the mission
of their agency.

Circulation:

In regards to Figure 4.6, Adopted and Proposed Scenic Corridors, we support the existing
candidacy of Colima Rd., Hacienda Rd., Harbor Blvd., and the 57 Freeway as scenic corridors.
In addition, we support adding Turnbull Canyon Rd., as a proposed scenic corridor.

Conservation & Open Space Element:

We commend the County for its efforts in protecting the last remaining open space areas in the
Los Angeles Basin. In regards to Figure 5.1, Open Space, we will support the inclusion of the
unicorporated Authority owned/managed lands to be designated as Other Park and
Conservancy Land. Currently some of the unincorporated properties we own/manage are
indicated as such, but not all of them. Please contact the Habitat Authority staff for a map of
Habitat Authority owned/managed lands in GIS at your convenience.

In regards to Figure 5.2, Trail Network, missing is the existing Los Angeles County
Schabarum Trail through the Puente Hills. Please include this trail and its connector trails, as
well as adopted trails of the Habitat Authority which can be designated as Existing Official
Trails on Public Lands Trail Network. Please contact the Habitat Authority staff for a map of
these trails in GIS at your convenience.

In regards to the Biological Resources: Urban-Wildland Interface (page 123), we recommend
that its definition include the following italicized language “...where the edge of the forest and
other publicly owned open space lands meet development...” The Habitat Authority’s a