August 15, 2005
TO: Responsible and Trustee Agencies and Other Interested Parties

FROM The City of Santa Clarita Planning and Economic Development
Department

SUBJECT: Response to Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Downtown Newhall Specific Plan (SCH No. 2005021012)

Thank you very much for showing interest in the Downtown Newhall Specific Plan
Draft Environmental Impact Report. All comments have been submitted and
reviewed. A listing of all comments received is included with this letter.

Section 15204 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that
only those comments raising environmental concerns be addressed, not those
relating to the plan itself. If you have additional comments or question that you
would like answered, please address them at the next public meeting or
contact Jason Smisko at (661) 255-4330. The next Planning Commission meeting
will be held on August 30, 2005 at 7:.00 p.m. Meetings are held in the City
Council Chambers, 1st floor of City Hall, 23920 Valencia Blvd., Santa Clarita, CA.

Enclosed, please find a listing of all commenters along with a copy of your
comment and its response. Thank you once again for addressing your
comments, and we encourage you to afttend all future public meetings relating
to this project.

Sincerely,

Nicole S. Carter, Consultant, for Jason Smisko
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govemment or benefit developers that are clamoring to make deals with the city (wlich
city representatives have also stated on loc L TV).

IMPLEMENTATION

1-6

1-7

The designation of our block as a plaza and Mercado or Mercantile Building is

unacoeptable to us. The further designation as a civic site (which it is not) as indicalid on

page 4.2 is also unacceptable. Those designations are an invitation for eminent dom i

for the benefit of others. We would like to have those designations removed and a

provision made to allow the Mercado to be constructed in any location that a develojier

can acquire on his own (as long as the city approves it). , --z—
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Letter 1
Adriana Gammert

July 19, 2005

1-1 The commenter states that property owners were not made aware of this
project.

Response: The EIR was properly noticed as outlined in Chapter 1.0-5. The
Notice of Availability of a Draft EIR was filed with the clerk, was sent to those
formally requesting notice, and was published in the local paper. This is
considered sufficient notice pursuant fo Section 15087 of CEQA. The EIR was also
a topic of discussion at two public hearings which were properly noficed.
Comments regarding specific notice of the proposed Mercado do not relate to
the EIR or raise an environmental issue, and therefore are not addressed herein.

1-2 The commenter states that participants of the charette were not shown a
plan of the Mercado.

Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.

1-3 The commenter states that comments made by the public were not
considered during public meetings.

Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.

1-4 The commenter suggests the City has chosen financially stable buildings
to be torn down and replaced as a way to increase tax revenue.

Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.

1-5 The commenter states that the City has not addressed the issue of
availability of land for the construction of proposed parking structures.

Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.

1-6 The commenter states that there is a need for revitalization, but that the
proposed plan restricts the right to develop land.

Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.

1-7 The commenter suggests that the City may use eminent domain despite
stating otherwise.



Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.
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June 24, 2005 . é

Mr. Jason Smisko, Senior Planner
City of Santa Clarita

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

Re:  Draft Downtown Newhall Specific Plan Master Case 05-029
Specific Plan 05-001
General Plan Amendment 05-001

endment 05-001
CH#2005021012

Dear Jason:

DEIR Page 5.11-4

ools. Only seven are cited in the DEIR.
(Pre-K-67). Only K-6" is noted.

the study project.
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Mr. Jason Smisko, Senior Planner
June 24, 2005

¢ducation unit placement.

DEIR Page 5.11-5
Table 5.11-3 Developer Fees:

Note 2: Marc, not Mark

DEIR Page 5.11-8
Table 5.11-6 Student Generation:

We may be using different abbreviations on the housing types.

1f SFA means single family attached condos, the NSD generation rate is .184

If MFA is apartmeats, the NSD generation rate is .032

This may have some effect on calculating student generation later in the report.

002
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Mr. Jason Smisko, Senior Planner
June 24, 2005

Thank you for your attention to these details,
clarifications.

Sincerely,

Mare Winger“. BdD.

Superintendent

MW:mw
Enclosures
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Plesse call me for any necasary
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Letter 2
Marc Winger
Newhall School District

June 24, 2005

2-1 The commenter states that the Newhall School District (NSD) operates nine
schools, while the plan only states seven. NSD operates pre-Kindergarten
to sixth grade. This is in reference to page 5.11-4, first paragraph.

Response:  The senfence in question is hereby amended as follows: “The NSD
operates nine schools providing pre-Kindergarten through sixth grade (pre-K-6)
instruction.”

2-2 The commenter suggests that references to using Old Orchard School as a
potential site for housing new students be made more general to state that
these students will be housed throughout the district. This is in reference to
page 5.11-4, fourth paragraph of the EIR.

Response:  The sentence in question is hereby revised as follows: A renovation
project has recently been completed at the Old Orchard campus to house

include schools are being housed throughout the district."

2-3 The commenter states that the bussing data in the DEIR is incorrect. The
actual data is approximately 575 students, including 300 from the
Arch/Race/Pine area and 275 from the area bounded by 15%/14 Streets
and Newhall Avenue/San Fernando Road. This is in reference to page
5.11-4, seventh paragraph of the EIR.

Response:  The sentence in question is hereby revised as follows: “Both of these
schools are currently enrolled beyond capacity. The district has been bussing

2-4 The commenter states that the NSD operates on a track “bended”
calendar, which shortens the summer break while extending the other
vacations throughout the year. The numbers on capacity for some
schools are therefore too low on the DEIR. This is in reference to page
5.11-4, eighth paragraph.

Response: The commenter provides no specific new data for student
capacities. The third paragraph on page 5.11-4 which references Table 5.11-1,
and Table 5.11-1 itself, are hereby amended to note that particulars of NSD's
operating calendar, including the implementation of a track bended calendar,
may result in higher actual capacities at district schools.

HY
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2-5 The commenter explains that the notes in Table 5.11-1 should state that
these are for Regular Education student-only numbers, and that the
current enrollment projection for Oak Hills School is 36_ (last digit
uvnreadable).

Response:  Table 5.11-1 is hereby amended as suggested by the commenter.

2-6 The commenter states that in Table 5.11-3, Note 2 should be corrected to
change “Mark” to “Marc”.

Response:  Table 2.11-3 is hereby amended as suggested by the commenter

2-7 The commenter is concerned that abbreviations used by NSD and those
used in the DEIR are inconsistent, and that student generation factors
should be changed to: single family attached condos (SFA) with a 0.184
factor and apartments (MFA) with a 0.032 factor.

Response:  Table 5.11-6 in the EIR is hereby amended as follows:

School Level SFD SFA MFA

Elementary _School, 0.184 0.032
Newhall School

District

Junior High, William 0.1713 0.0571 0.0345
S. Hart District

High School, William 0.2466 0.0770 0.0745

S. Hart District

Applying the revised rates yields the following elementary school generation for
the project:

Land Use Units  Elementar
Y

Residentia 712 23-131

|

The resulting yields are lower than those originally reported in the EIR.

2-8 The commenter suggests that on pages 5.11-9 and 10 two instances with
the word “may” should be changed to “will,” because of the unlikely
chance of building a new school.

Response:  The suggested changes are hereby incorporated.

2-9 The commenter suggests an additional paragraph stating that although
the DEIR is in compliance with CEQA and a “less than significant” impact
results due to fee payment, in redlity the fees will not sufficiently offset the
cost of increasing capacity and would therefore have a significant
impact.



Response: The EIR'makes the correct finding that the imposition of statutory
mitigation fees is legally sufficient to reduce impacts to schools to a less than
significant level, as the commenter correctly notes. The comment regarding the
sufficiency of fees is noted for the decision makers information.

49
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Letter 3
Tune 24, 2005

M. Jason Smisko, Senior Planner
City of Santa Clarita

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

Re: Draft Downtown Newhall Specific Plan Master Case 05-029
Specific Plan 05-001 !
General Plan Amendment 05-001 .d.' ﬂ.h.
|

Dear Mr. Smisko:

This letter summarizes and expands on the comments I made before the City of San:a Clarita
Planning Commission at their hearing on June 21, 2005. Please incorporate it as put of the
public record on this matter.

the CEQA and EIR process.

My comments are based on our current enrollment situation and Jong term
nature of the Downtown Newhall proposal. However, I believe k ymamics
that exist in NSD today will remain relatively the same over the Whousing

students generated from this project remains a concern as it comes to fruition. Thc somments
below are based on the situation as we know it today and assume 2 similar scenario in 1he future.

As stated above, CEQA views fees as mitigati
facilities will not truly mitigats the impact of

ents out of the Arch/Race/Pine area 12

(¥s1) 286-2290 -
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005
Mr. Jason Smisko, Senior Planner Page Two
Tune 24, 2005
Old Orchard and Pe 5 and 16™
Streets and Newhall his level of
bussing is necessary 1l which is

currently at capacity, serving 700 students.

both our facilities in other areas and on our operational budget. Developer fees ax¢ one-time
payments and cannot be used for operational uses.

i that the
g that this
impact on.
project.
|
Sincerely, 'A| H
Marc Winger,
MW:mw
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Letter 3
Marc Winger

June 24, 2005

3-1 The commenter notes, as in Letter 2 herein, that although the EIR makes
the correct, less than significant finding, impacts to the school district
resulting from the project may be significant.

Response: The EIR makes the correct finding that the imposition of statutory
mitigation fees is legally sufficient to reduce impacts to schools to a less than
significant level, as the commenter correctly notes. The comment regarding the
sufficiency of fees is noted for the decision makers information.
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Letter 4

From: *Jason Smisko" <JSMISKO@santa-clarita.com>
To <lauramorefleld2000@yahoo.com>

Cc <belinda-scvfoodpantry @ earthlink.net>
Subject: Re: EIR Report

Date: 07/05/2005

Time: 1:256 PM EDT

Attachments: Attachment (no name)
Hi Laura,

Thank you for your inquiry. I will look into this and get back to you.
This will also be addressed in the Response to Comments in the Final EIR.

Sincerely,

Jason Smisko

City of Santa Clarita
Senior Planner

jsmisko @santa-clarita.com
wk: 661-255-4330

cel: 661-510-1310

fax: 661-259-8125

>>> "lauramorefield2000" <lauramorefield2000 @ yahoo.com> 07/01 4:54 PM >>>

Hi Jason, Not sure to whom I should direct this question. In reviewing the

draft of the EIR, I noticed on page 21 that there is no change indicated to 4-1
the number of parking spots on Railroad Avenue. How is this possible if the

plan calls for a "no parking" strategy on the north east side of the road?

Please pass the question along to whomever can best answer it! Have a good

fourth of July. --Laura MorefieldSanta Clarita Valley Food Pantry

To print this page, select the Print option from the Flle menu.

httn/www rmeanlane cam/wehmail? view=rasd & mereace=4 & falder=Tnhnx&nrintahla=1 T/5/2008

g



Letter 4
Laura Morefield

July 01, 2005

4-1 The commenter indicates that on page 21 no change to the number of
parking spaces along Railroad Avenve is proposed. The commenter
questions how this by stating that the plan calls for the area to have a “no
parking” strategy.

Response: Table 3-4is hereby revised as follows:

Location

On-street
San Fernando Road (Main Street)
Side Streets
Total Street Parking: Main Street
Railroad Avenue
Total On-Street Parking
Off-Street
East side of San Fernando Road
West side of San Fernando Road
Total Off-Street Parking
William S. Hart Park {along
Newhall Avenue edge)
Park-Once Garages
Total Off-Street Parking
Total On- and Off-Sireet Parking
Net Increase in Total Parking

Existing

115
110
225
180
405

115 (est)
158 (est)
273 lest)
0

0
273
678

Propose
d

161
238
399
90

489
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WATER
RECLAMATION

Letter 5

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workman Mill Road, Whitiier, CA 90401-1400

Moailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whiltier, CA 906074998 JAMES F. STAHL
Telaphane: (562) 6997411, FAX: (562) 6995422 Chief Engineer 1 nd General Manager
www.lacsd.org July 6, 2005

File No: 32-00.04-00

Mr. Jason Smisko, Senior Planner

Planning and Economic Development Department
City of Sania Clarita

23920 Valencia Street

Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Dear My, Smisko:
Downtown Newhall Specific Plan
The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts) a Draft

Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the subject project on June 20, 2005. We offer the allowing
comments regarding sewerage service:

to ¢ Santa

Jlidation

2, Portions of the City of Santa Clarita and portions of the Specific Plan area are  side the

jurisdictional boundaries of the Districts and will require annexation into the before
sewerage service can be provided to proposed development,

3. Wastewater generated within port within the Specific 1*'un area)

is conveyed through local sewer | » Which conveyed a :ak flow

of 1.7 million gallons per day (mg

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 699-7411, extension 2" 1.7,

Very truly yours,

ames F, Stahl
/\b \*X\um\!;, J

G.;bh ] .i)\ﬁce,uv
C/am}/ - Ruth I Frazen

Engineering Technician .

Planning & Property Management Secticn

5-1

5-3

5-4

3
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Letter 5
Ruth Frazen
County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County

July 6, 2005

5-1 The commenter notes that the County Sanitation District No. 32 of Los
Angeles County has changed its name to Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation
District of Los Angeles County (SCVSD).

Response:  See response to 5.3 below; this reference, and all other references
to the County Sanitation District in the DEIR are hereby revised to the correct

name given above.

5-2 The commenter states that portions of the City of Santa Clarita and
portions of the plan area are outside the jurisdictional boundaries of the
District, and will need to be annexed in order for sewerage service to start.

Response: The consultant contacted Ms. Ruth Frazen on August 8, 2005 to
obtain further information on the portions of the planning area purportedly
outside the District’'s service area. The locations identified in the conversation

included the following:

¢ The southwest corner of Pine Street and San Fernando Road along the
railroad tracks.

e From 6t street to San Fernando Road in between Pine and Railroad
Avenue.

e A trianguiar piece at the southwest corner of Walnut and Market

e A friangular piece towards the southwest corner of the planning area on
the east side of Market, near the terminus of Parkview Drive.

Local sewer is located near all of these areas, and, based on the 8/8/05
conversation, there are no moratoria or other known impediments to annexation
of these properties into the sewer district. However, the record is hereby
amended to state that annexation may be required in these areas for sewerage
service to start. Annexation requests must be approved by the District board
before connections can be made; this process may take from 3-6 months.

Based on the information above, Figure 5.9-1, showing the District boundaries,
must be incorrect. A detailed service area map which showed the subject
properties or other local boundaries was not available from the District at the
time of this writing. Figure 5.9-1 is therefore to be refitled as “Location of
Treatment Plants and General District Boundaries.”

5-3 The commenter notes that wastewater is conveyed from local sewer lines
to the Newhall Trunk Sewer, which conveyed 1.7 million gallons per day
(mgd) in 2003.



Response: Page 5.9-1 of the EIR addressing "Collection Infrastructure” s
hereby amended to reflect the above information. The paragraph in question
will now read: “Sewage generated within District 32 is conveyed from local sewer
lines to the Newhall Trunk Sewer, located in Walnut Street at ifs intersection with
16 Street. This 21-inch diameter trunk sewer has g design capacity of 4.3 million
gadllons per day (mgd) and conveyed 1.7 million gallons per day (mgd) in 2003.
The trunks are the jurisdiction of the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los

Angeles County (SCVSD);..."

5-4 The commenter states the Santa Clarita Valley Joint Sewerage System
(SCVISS) presently averages 19.3 mgd in flow.

Response: Page 5.9-1 of the EIR addressing “Treatment” is hereby revised to
reflect the above information. 19.3 mgd represents approximately 69% of the
current capacity, as opposed to the 65% reported in the DEIR.

5-5 The commenter states that the 2015 SCVISS Facilities Plan and approved
Final EIR proposed treatment capacity expansion of 6 mgd at the
Valencia Water Reclamation Plant, potentially increasing future capacity
to 34.1 mgd.

Response: Page 5.9-1 of the EIR addressing “Treatment” and Table 5.9-3 are
hereby revised to reflect the above information.






NEWHALL COUNTY WATER DISTRICT
23780 North Pine Street » P.O. Box 220970 « Santa Clarita, CA 91322-0970 Letter 6
(661) 259-3610 Phone » (661) 259-9673 Fax » email: mall@ncwd.org

Directors: MARIA GUTZEIT, President  JOAN DUNN, Vice President  BARBARA DORE ~ RANDALL D.PFIESTER  LYNNE A, PLAMBECK

NCWD

RECEIVED
July 11, 2005 PLANNING DIVISION

JUL 13 2005

City of Santa Clarita LANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Planning and Economic Development Department F CITY OF SANTA CLARITA

23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 300
Santa Clarita, California 91355

c/o:  Mr. Jason Smisko
Senior Planner

Re: Notice of Availability of Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Downtown Newhall
Specific Plan (SCH No. 2005021012)

Dear Mr. Smisko:

ironmental
Please note
1. dence in the water 6-1
2, n 2005-13 6-2

(attached) rescinding Resolution 2004-03.

If you have any questions regarding this information, please contact me at (661) 259-3610.

Very truly

L. Cole
Acting General Manager

Attachments:

CC: File

Fetahlichod in 1Q8%
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JUL 13 2005
RESOLUTION NO. 2004-3 PLANNH;IGT ? ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF OF SANTA CLARITA
NEWHALL COUNTY WATER DISTRICT
REGARDING WATER SUPPLY AND DEMAND
PREAMBLE
This he
rights of its 5

on an ongoing basis and in all water supply assessments and verifications, to utilize the
best available knowledge concerning supplies, the current information on which is
summarized in the following resolution. After much deliberation, the Board is proposing
to adopt the following resolution to send the strongest message possible to the public:

1) That, at least as far as the District is concerned, there is not sufficient
current supply of water to meet all current and future demands, especially in times of
drought or other emergency;

2) That, as stated in SCOPE v. County of Los Angeles and Newhall Land and
Farming Company (2003) 106 Cal. App. 4" 715,131 Cal. Rptr 2d 186, the State Water
Project (SWP) “entitlements are based on a state water system that has not been
completed, There is a vast difference between entitlements and the amount of water that
SWP can actually deliver;”

3) That the Urban Water Management Plan 2000 being relied upon in
granting entitlements to develop and build is inaccurate in its assessment of current
supply; and

)] That in its actions regarding water service, the District will be guided by
its decisions as to the available supply based upon the facts set forth in the accompanying
resolution,

By adopting this resolution the District is not purporting to amend or change the

that any loss ty and county

the true facts intentionally

not supporte e the responsibility
Resolution 2004-3 updated 07-08-04.doc 1



Rev, 2-

Updated July 8, 2004

‘WHEREAS, State Water Project (SWP) water presently constitutes the majority
of water served to NCWD gustomers, and in some areas is the exclusive water available;
and

WHEREAS, the remaining water supplies of the District are primarily derived
from the extraction of groundwater by wells overlying the Alluvial Aquifer and Saugus
Formation; and

WHEREAS, the UWMP 2000 Table 14 “Total Existing and Planned Supplies”
of water (Exhibit A to this Resolution) is among the factors used by planners to
determine whether adequate water supplies exist to meet specific project demands; and

lluvial Agnifer

WHEREAS, according to the December 10, 2003 CH2M Hill presentation titled
“Groundwater Modeling Analysis, Upper Santa Clara River Basin” stated that 700-1000
acre-feet per year of water in the Allyvial Aquifer are currently not available due to
Perchlorate pollution; and

WHEREAS, one Santa Clarita Water Company (SCWC) well in the Alluvial
Aquifer has been taken out of service due to Perchlorate’contamination; and

WHEREAS, the area impacted by the Peréhlora.te pollution in the Alluvial
Aquifer has not been characterized as of the date of this resolution; and

WHEREAS, a Remedial Action Plan for lacal groundwater affected by
Perchlorate pollution is not projected to be complete until August 2005 and certification
of final cleanup is not expected until August 2010, according to the November 2003
schedule from the Department of Toxic Substances Control: and

WHEREAS, the December 1986 “Hydrogeologic Investigation: Perennial Yield
and Artificial Recharge Potential of the Alluvial Sediments in the Santa Clarita River
Valley of Los Angeles County, California” by Richard C. Slade (“Slade™) studied 30
wells over a 28-year base period and found a practical perennial yield of 31,600 to 32,600
acre-feet per year from the Alluvial Aquifer before the Perchlorate contamination was
found; and

WHEREAS, the 1990 Kennedy/Jenks/Chilton report “Conjunctive Use of the
Saugus Aquifer: Castaic Lake Water Agency” stated “from the alluvial aquifer the safe
yield is anticipated to be 32,500 acre-feet/year;” and

WHEREAS, many additional public agency reports during the period of 1993-
1999 incorporated and referenced the 31,600-32,600 acre-feet per year safe perennial
yield figure; and

Resolutian 2004-3 updated 07-08-04 doc 2
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Updated July 8, 2004

operational yield value is that it should not exceed the perennial yield of the groundwater
basin over multi-year wet and dry cycles;” and

safe yield ora
groundwater” that
net change in

planning;” and

WHEREAS, the 2002 Slade report referred to “current planning” that included
the UWMP 2000 and the future commitment via 2. MOU between the “Santa Clarita
Valley Water Purveyors and the downstream United Water Conservation District to
develop a numerical groundwater flow model in order to analyze in greater detail how
this aquifer system can be operated;” and

WHEREAS, the numerical flow model is not complete as of the date of this
resolution; and

WHEREAS, the 2002 Slade report cited increased recharge from Water
Reclamation Plants as a reason for higher potential yields, but the Water Reclamation
Plants are not located in areas that would recharge the eastern part of the Alluvial Aquifer
system; and

WHEREAS, the 2002 Slade report did not address other factors such as loss of
recharge areas due to development and increased flood control channeling; and

ember 1986 Slade repo tated “...
wb startling impact on the rrecharge....
All stern does not occur in of the river

and its tributaries, but infiltrates over much of the alluviated areas which are not within
Clara River system. Paving of these areas has, and will
tive area for natural recharge to the underlying

Resolution 2004-3 updated 07-08-04.doc 3
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WHEREAS, the Alluvial Aquifet has been pumped above the safe perennial
yield since 1994; and

WHEREAS, the alluvial groundwater level in the eastern basin has been
dropping, which may be caused by weather patterns, increased development, increased
pumping, or a combination of the foregoing and possibly other factors; and

Saugus Formation

WHEREAS, the December 2003 CH2M Hill presentation (referenced above)
stated that 4,000 acre-feet/year of water in the Saugus Formation are currently not
available due to Perchlorate pollution; and

WHEREAS, NCWD Well #11, two SCWC wells, and one Valencia Water
Company well in the Saugus Formation have been taken out of service due to Perchlorate
pollution; and

WHEREAS, the Winter 2003 “Water Currents” newsletter published by Castaic
Lake Water Agency states that the four closed Saugus Formation wells have 2 combined
maximum production of 14,500 acre-feet per year; and

WHEREAS, the area impacted by the Perchlorate pollution in the Saugus
Formation has not been characterized as of the date of this resolution; and

WHEREAS, a Remedial Action plan for cleanup of Perchlorate in [ocal
groundwater is not projected to be complete until August 2005 and certification of final
cleanup is not expected until August 2010, according to the November 2003 schedule
from the Department of Toxic Substances Control; and

Recycled Water

WHEREAS, Table 1-4 (Exhibit A attached) references recycled water supply
amounts up to 17,000 acre-feet per year, but existing facilities only supply 1700 acre-feet
_per year and new facilities are not planned or budgeted in the NCWD area; and

WHEREAS, the UWMP 2000 states that the Saugus Water Reclamation Plant
{WRP) cannot be expanded and both the Valencia WRP and the proposed Newhall Ranch
WRP exist on the western edge of the CLWA service area, limiting the areas to which
recycled water could be practically provided; and

WHEREAS, to serve the eastern portion of the Valley with reclaimed water, a
new WRP would be required; and

Rosolution 2004-3 updsced 07-08-04.doc 4
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WHEREAS, the techrical and economic feasibility determination for the
potential recycled water use in the CLWA service area has not yet been finalized; and

SWE Water

WHEREAS, the current maximum CLWA “Table A" entitlement to State Water
Project (SWP) water is 95,200 acre-feet per year; and

WHEREAS, according to Figuze B-3 the 2002 State Water Delivery Reliability
Report, 90% of the time deliveries can be at or above approximately 30% of the full
Table A amount, and 80% of the time deliveries can be et or 2bove approximately 60% of
the Table A amount; and

WHEREAS, the reliability criteria established in Chapter 4.0 of UWMP 2000
states that “this criterion requires water supply to be sufficient to meet projected demands
90 percent of the time;"” and

WHEREAS, that, as stated in SCOPE v. County of Los Angeles and Newhall
Land and Farming Company (2003) 106 Cal. App. 4" 715,131 Cal. Rptr 2d 186, the
State Water Project (SWP) “entitlements are based on a state water system that has not
been completed” and “there is a vast difference between entitlements and the amount of
water that SWP can actually deliver;” and

WHEREAS, SWP water deliveries could be interrupted in an emergency; and

WHEREAS, the current maximum CLWA “Table A” amount of State Water
Project (SWP) water is 95,200 acre-feet per year, but that amount includes 41,000 acre-
feet per year from a water transfer; and

WHEREAS, in the case Planning and Conservarion League, et al, v. Department
of Water Resources, 83 Cal. App.4th 892 (2000), a writ of mandate was issued vacating
the certification of the 1995 EIR upon which the transfer of the 41,000 acre-feet of water
was based; and )

WHEREAS, under Section II of the settlement agreement in that case, dated May
5, 2003, signed by all parties including Castaic Leke Water Agency, and approved by the
court, the transfer is allowed to continue on an interim basis pending completion of new
environmental reviews; and '

WHEREAS, the new environmental reviews for the final approval of the 41,000
acre-feet transfer are not yet complete; and

Rezolution 2004-3 updated 07-08-04.doc 5
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WHEREAS, the settlement agreement states in Section VII (A) that SWP
Contractors shall not *approve any new project or activity in reliance on the 1995 EIR,
that was not approved, initiated, or implemented prior to March 26, 2001, and the
approval, initiation, or implementation of which would require a separate environmental
impact report or negative declaration under CEQA™ and

Un-Finalized Water Sources

WHEREAS, Table 1-4 (Exhibit A attached) includes supply numbers for new
wells in the Saugus Formation, water banking/conjunctive-use, water transfers, and
desalination, yet no finalized, approved plans or budgets for these items exist in the
CLWA or NCWD arez; and

WHEREAS, many of these supplemental supply projécts would reguire extensive
infrastructure improvements; and

WHEREAS, California Water Code Division 6 Part 2.6 Chapter 1 (the Urban
Water Management Planning Act) Section 1063 1(c) states that the preparer of an UWMP
shall “for any water source that may not be available at a consistent level of use, given
specific legal, environmental, water quality, or climactic factors, deseribe plans to
supplement or replace that source with alternative sourcés or water demand management
measures, to the extent practicable™ and the UWMFP 2000 does not contain detailed
information to that end for the projected, but not implemented, new Saugus wells, water
banking/conjunctive-use, water transfers, desalination, and recycled water sources; and

WHEREAS, without specific perennial yield figures for the Saugus aquifer, new
wells in the Saugus aquifer can not be assumed to provide additional water, but rather
only additional pumping points for the same total bank of water from which the current
Saugus wells draw.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that, based on the foregoing recitals,
the NCWD Board of Directors resolves and makes the following determinations,
reserving to itself the right to make changes as new facts, data or studies justify in the
opinion of NCWD Board of Directors; for planning purposes, NCWD no longer has
confidence in the water supply and availability numbers in Table 1-4 (and identical
tables) in the UWMP 2000;

FURTHER RESOLVED, that in response to any inquiry from cities, county,
developers ot the public generally NCWD will provide the water supply and availability
statistics as presented in Exhibit B attached to this resolution.

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the supply from the alluvial aquifer will be based
on the perennial yield of 31,600-32,600 acre feet/year as established in the 1986 Slade
report. Because the perennial yield is a long-term average based on wet and dry years, no

Resolution 2004-3 upduted 07-08-04.doc 6
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differentiation will be made between wet and dry year. Pending characterization,
containment and/or remediation, the current supply will be reduced by the amount of
Perchlorate contaminated water (700-1000 acre feet/year at current estimate.) The
contaminated water will be counted as “unfinalized supply,” with restoration of water
supply counted incrementally as remediation to drinking water standards oceurs and
individual well production is restored with DHS and DTSC appraoval

FURTHER RESOLVED, that any increase in pumping not offset by imported
supplies or other factors will be supported only for short terms, unless future
comprehensive groundwater studies clarify that longer term pumping that pushes
averages above the perennial yield will not harm the aquifer.

FURTHER RESOLVED that the numbers over the perennial yield values for the
Alluvial Aquifer will not be used for any planning purposes other than emergency
planning or when necessary to mest short term demands of existing customers.

FURTHER RESOLVED, pending characterization, containment and/or
remediation; that the current supply (7,500-15,000) from the Saugus Formation will be
reduced by the amount of Perchlorate-contamminated water, which is currently estimated at
between 4,000-14,500 acre-ft. The contaminated water will be counted as “unfinalized
supply,” with restoration of water supply counted incrementally as remediation to
drinking water standards occurs and individual well production is restored with DHS and
DTSC approval. .

FURTHER RESOLVED, that NCWD acknowledges that 41,000 acre-feet/year,
a portion of the total 95,200 acre-feet/year SWP Table A emount, is approved for
potential delivery on an interim basis only, is subject to futther environmental reviews
end approvals, and is not to be relied on for new project approvals.

FURTHER RESOLVED, that new columns for “unfinalized additional supply”
were added to the planning table in Exhibit B to differentiate between water that is
available and water that is only in the conceptual planning stages. Unfinalized additional
supply means that conceptual plans have been made, but no budget, approved capital
project, or contractual construction or purchase deadline exists. These supplies may be
constrained, limited, or voided by economic or legal issues. Water from the UWMP
2000 categories of “Saugus formation new wells,” “recycled water,” “water
banking/conjunctive use,” “water transfers” and “desalination” have been moved to the
unfinalized supply:colurmns until they are finalized.

FURTHER RESOLVED, that potential water from new Saugus Formation wells
will not be considered new “finalized supply” until it can be shown that the formation has
a perennial yield above the total supply specified in Exhibit B for the existing Saugus
wells (7,500-15,000 acre-ft/year,)

Resolution 2004-3 updated 07.08-D4.dac 7
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FURTHER RESOLVED, that until adequate assurances exist, water in the
*“unfinalized additional supply” column of Exhibit B will not be considered as available,

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 29" day of January, 2004, by the Board of
Directors of the Newhall County Water District.

Updated by Resolution 2004-13, July §, 2004,

Board of Directors of the
NEWHALL COUNTY WATER DISTRICT

J
NEWHALL ATER DISTRICT
Attach: Exhibit A
Exhibit B
Resolulion 2004-3 updated 07-08-04.doc 8
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

I, KARIN J. RUSSELL, Secretary of the Newhall County Water District, DO
HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of Resolution No.
2004-3 of the Board of Directors of Newhall County Water District adopted at a Special
Meeting held on January 29, 2004, and updated July 8, 2004, and that the same has not
been further amended or repealed,

Karin J, Russell, [)S%e’tzry, \
NEWHALL CQ Y WATER DISTRICT

DATED:

Resolution 2003-3 updsted 07-08-04.dac 9
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Exhibit A
Table 1-4
Total Existing and Planned Sapplies
T year)
Soures Avms:ﬁnmll Dry-year
Locat Supplies
Croundwatat
Allyvial Aquifer 30,000-40,000 30,000-35,000
Sangus Farmatien 7,500-15,000 11,000-15,000
Saugus Fonmation (iow wells)® - 10,000-20,000
Stormwater® - -
Recycled Water® 1,700-17,000 1,700-17,000
Imported SuppHes
SWP Suppiles 56,500-95,200 37,900.75,800
Water Banking/conjunctive-use* - 105,000
Water Transfers® 5,200-8,700 3,500-6,500
Desalination® 2,000-5,000 2,000-5,000
Totsl Supplies 103,200-180& 201,100-27%,700

*Flanned programa for fistars implementation.

Source: UWMP 2000

[

Exhibit A to NCWD R ion 2004-3
Inital:
Dated: January 31, 2004

Resolulion 2004-3 updated 07-08-04.doc 10
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RECEIV
PLANNING DIVISIOEN B

JUL 13 2005

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMEN
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF C/TY 0F SANTACLARITA
NEWHALL COUNTY WATER DISTRICT
RESCINDING RESOLUTION 2004-3

RESOLUTION NO. 2005-13

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of Newhall County Water District adopted Resolution 2004-
3 on January 29, 2004, and updated it on July 8, 2004;

emergency;

WHEREAS, Resolution 2004-3 further stated that it was based on then-current information, and
that the Board of Directors reserved to itself the right to make changis as new facts, data or studies
justified, in the opinion of the District Board of Directors;

WHEREAS, after the adoption of Resolution 2004-3, the District hired Stetson Engineers, Inc.,
to prepare a water supply assessment for the District, pursuant to Water Code sections 10910 — 10912;

WHEREAS, the dated November 29, nder all of
the hydrologic conditions e dry, and mutltiple d available
water supplies (including r supplies) are adequ future

demands for the next twenty years.

WHEREAS, the District formally accepted the water supply assessment on December 7, 2004,
and since then has used the water supply assessment as its principal basis for planning;

ts 2000 Urban Water
Plan, which corrects
effect of perchlorate
ed in Resolution
2004-3;

WHEREAS, the District is participating in the preparation of a regional 2005 Urban Water
Management Plan, which is expected to address other concems expressed in Resalution 2004-3;

WHEREAS, this new information and these subsaquent events have effectively superseded
Resolution 2004-3;

Resolution No. 2005-13



WHEREAS, to avoid confusion, it is in the best interest of the District to formally rescind

Resolution 2004-3;

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the Newhall County Water District confirms its intention,
as stated in Resolution No, 2004-3, to protect the rights of its current customers to safe, dependable and
adequate domestic water supplies on an ongoing basis and in all water supply assessments and
verifications, and in doing so to make use of the best available knowledge concerning supplies;

RESOLVED, Resolution 2004-3 is hereby rescinded.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Board of Directors of Newhall
County Water District held on April 14, 2005, Resolution No. 2005-13 was adopted by the following vote:

AYELS: Directors
NOES: Directors
ABSTAIN: Directors
ATTEST:
Karin J. Russell

Secretary of the Board of Directors

Resolution No. 2005-13 2

Dore, Gutzeit, & Pfiester

Dunn, Plambeck

/‘

Maria Gutzeit, President
Board of Directors of the
Newhall County Water District



STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )
ater District, DO HEREBY
Resolution No. 2005-13 of the
at a Regular Meeting held on
amended or repealed.
Karin J. Russell,
Newhall County District

DATED: 4~ 1/-05 (SEAL)
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Letter 6
Stephen Cole
NCWD

July 11, 2005

6-1 The commenter notes that the original resolution stating that the Newhall
County Water District (NCWD) no longer had confidence in supply and
availability numbers was Resolution 2004-03.

Response:  The Section of the EIR under NCWD Actions is hereby revised to
reflect this information.

6-2 The commenter states that the NCWD adopted Resolution 2005-13 after
completion of the Stetson Report. This resolution rescinds Resolution 2004-

03.

Response: The Section of the EIR under NCWD Actions is hereby revised to
reflect this information.
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Main Office
818 West Seventh Street
12th Floor
Los Angeles, Callfornia
90017+3435

t(213) 236-18a0
f (213) 2361825

WWW.SCAE.CA.ZOV

tmperist Caunty: Vierar Canillo, impraml Caunty
=Jon Edney, €1 Canno

Ventura Caaty: ludy Mikels, Venturs County =
Glen Becerra, Simi Valley = Cail Murelwuse, Stn
Bueravantum * 1onl Young, Rort Husnems
Qrange Caunly Transpsration Authority: Lou
Coirea. Coudty ol Ofange

Rivasside founty TranSpurtulion Cammissiont
kabin Lawe, Hemer

Vantura Cauaty Transparyifon Commigslon:
Kaith Milhous, Moarpak

17:21 FAX 681 258 8125

CITY OF SANTA CLARITA

1 August 2005 pLs
Mr. Jason Smisko

Senior Planner ]

Planning and Economic Development Depariment

23920 Valencia Boulevard, Ste 300

Santa Clarita, CA 91355

RE: SCAG Comments on the Environmental impact Report (EIR) for the D yantown
Newhall Specific Plan
SCAG No. 120050405

Deéar Mr. Smiska:

Based on the information provided in the EIR, we have no further comments ‘e would

apprec e Final EIR, especially should a change in projec] scope eccur.
A desc ed Profect was published in the June 15-30, 200.
Intergo Clearinghouse Report for public review and comy} ant.
3) 2361857 "THank ym-.l [
Sincerely, '
Brian Wallacs

Associate Regional Planner
Intergovernmental Review

DOCS # 112733v1

Letter 7

7-1



Letter 7
Brian Wallace
SCAG

August 1, 2005

7-1  The commenter states that the proposed Specific Plan will help meet the
goals of the SCAG's Compass Growth Vision.

Response: Comment noted. The following sentence is hereby added to the
second paragraph of the SCAG discussion on page 4.0-31 of the EIR:

“Furthermore, SCAG has found that the proposed project will support many of
the goals of SCAG's Compass Growth Vision for the region, which aims to
promote the creation of sustainable communities."
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Jason Smisko

Senior Planner

Planning and Economic Development Department

City of Santa Clarita . Letter 8
23920 Valencia Blvd

Santa Clarita, California 91355

Reparding the “Draft Impact Report:
THIS REPORT 1S NOT ACCEPTABLE *

The following is a partial list of objectiops and questions not answered

1)
2)
3) the v
per ulli
factored in this report and addressed.
4) Is it legal for a city to “rent” out strect parking in a residential area to the tra'n
commuters?

lat
2em
ssed.
he

[}

(1o be
il

va
block

8-10

8-11
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be in the alleys, also. How would you like 50+ people hanging out behind yo i

12) will be only temporari -
truth. The population thas is 8-12
will ot be able to affnd io
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Letter 8
Various Citizens

August 3, 2005

8-1 The commenter questions how many TOD units are planned for the present
Metro parking lot.

Response:  Up to 100 iransit-oriented dwellings are planned in place of the 4.3
acre parking lot.

8-2 The commenter questions where the ingress/egress locations will be
located for these units.

Response:  All ingress and egress for the TOD development will be located at
Market and Pine St.

8-3 The commenter states that comments that people will not give up their
automobiles while living near the railroad tracks.

Response:  Downtown Newhall will consist of denser and more mixed-use
development with appropriate pedestrian and street-friendly pafterns to
promote Transit Oriented Development (TOD). The need for and desirability of
this type of housing is on the rise. According to the AARP, 71% of older
households want to live within walking distance of transit. Further, national
demand for housing near transit is expected to be at least 14.6 million
households by 2025 (Reconnect America, 2004). For the Los Angeles
metropolitan area, which expects 40 new transit stations between today and
2025, the potential for Newhall is profound.

There is ample evidence that TOD significantly reduces per capita moftor vehicle
travel. Reconnecting America (2004) studied various “transit zones,” defined as
areas within a half-mile of existing transit stations in U.S. cities. Households in these
transit zones own an average of 0.9 cars, compared to an average of 1.6 carsin
the metro regions as a whole. These lower rates of car ownership near fransit
may be by choice rather than poverty: for example, studies of transit oriented
developments near Metro stations in Arlington County, VA, find car ownership
rates are much lower than in the region as a whole, while average household
income is higher than the regional average. Another example comes from a
study of neighborhoods around SkyTrain rail transit stations in Vancouver, BC. This
study found that households located within 1,000 ft. of a station owned about
31% fewer vehicles on average than households at suburban locations a few
miles away (Bunt and Joyce, 1998).

8-4 The commenter questions if it is legal for a city to “rent” out street parking
to train commuters in a residential areas.



Response:  Yes. Many cities deal with spillover parking by establishing
Residential Parking Permits that reserve all curb spaces in a neighborhood for
residents and their guests. The Parking Benefit District is a variation on this
common practice, wherein the city charges nonresidents for parking on the
neighborhood streets, with all revenue invested in the neighborhood.
Neighborhood residents can still park free in the curb spaces, but the spaces are
made available to others when the residents do not use them. Examples of
existing Parking Benefit Districts include Santa Cruz, California, Boulder, Colorado,
and Aspen, Colorado.

8-5 The commenter states that added traffic on San Fernando and Railroad
Ave from the Gate-King Industrial Park was never identified, discussed
and/or factored into this report.

Response:  The Gate-King Industrial Park is accounted for in the Santa Clarita
Valley Consolidated travel demand model, which is based upon Santa Clarita's
General Plan. As discussed in Section 5.5 of the DEIR (Transportation and
Circulation), vehicle-trips estimated to be generated by the Specific Plan's
actions were added to those produced under the No Build scenario. Since the
No Build scenario assumes a level of growth and associated trip generation in
Downtown Newhall consistent with the General Plan, the projected volumes
used in the DEIR are conservative since they account for both General Plan
growth in Downtown Newhall and throughout San Clarita (which includes the
Gate-King Industrial Park) as well as Specific Plan action.

8-6 The commenter states that added traffic from the “Creative Industry
District” (H) was not identified or address in the EIR.

Response:  The “Creative Industry District” is identified in the Draft Specific Plan
(page 22) as area “H", located southwest of San Fernando Road and Pine
Street. This area is also shown as Traffic Analysis Zone "é" in Figure 5.5-11 of the
DEIR. Existing and expected vehicle-trip generation for this area is shown in
Tables 5.5-10, 5.5-11 and 5.5-12 of the DEIR. Vehicle-trips estimated to be
generated from this area were assigned to the study area roadway network and
included in the traffic operations analysis.

8-7 The commenter states that added traffic from development at San
Fernando Road and 13t Street is not identified or addressed in the EIR.

Response:  The build-out of this land is accounted for in the Santa Clarita
Valley Consolidated travel demand model, which is based upon Santa Clarita's
General Plan. As discussed in Section 5.5 of the DEIR (Transportation and
Circulation), vehicle-frips estimated to be generated by the Specific Plan's
actions were added to those produced under the No Build scenario. Since the
No Build scenario assumes a level of growth and associated trip generation in
Downtown Newhall consistent with the General Plan, the projected volumes
used in the DEIR are conservative since they account for both General Plan



growth in downtown Newhall and throughout San Cliarita (which includes the
San Fernando/13th area) as well as Specific Plan action.

8-8 The commenter states that the safety issue of added traffic along Railroad
Avenve, dlong with the limited width available between the tracks and
the intersection of Market Street and Railroad Avenue, were not discussed
in the EIR.

Response: The traffic analysis conducted for the DEIR accounted for the
vehicle queuing storage available at all 11 study intersections, including the
Railroad Avenue/Market Street intersection. As shown in Figures 5.5-12 and 5.5-
13 of the DEIR, the largest traffic increases at this intersection would be along
Railroad Avenue, not Market Street, when comparing the 2025 Build condition
against the No Build scenario. Railroad Avenue through movements will not be
affected by train movements across Market Street.

8-9 The commenter states that pedestrian safety is not adequately addressed
in the EIR or Specific Plan.

Response:  The traffic analysis was focused on 11 study intersections, most of
which included pedestrian crosswalks. Under the Build scenario, which assumed
implementation of the proposed Specific Plan's actions, extra pedestrian
crossing time was assumed at several of the intersections, including the Railroad
Avenue/Market Street intersection, to account for the assumed increased level
of pedestrian activity. Most of the Specific Plan's actions should improve
pedestrian safety since the plan proposes the provision of pedestrian-friendly
treatments, such as curb extensions to shorten crosswalk distances, and roadway
narrowing along San Fernando/Main Street, which should reduce vehicular
fravel speeds.

8-10 The commenter is concerned about the use of eminent domain.

Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.

8-11 The commenter states that the zone change in East Newhall may result in
situations where multi-family units abut single-family units. The
commenter also states that gatherings may occur in alleys and in front of
single-family units.

Response:  The Specific Plan has been designed to incorporate a number of
different unit types which may be applied in the subject area. The type selected
for any project must consider compatibility with surrounding land uses. That
gatherings may occur in alleys and in front of single-family units is noted:; this is a
possibility in existing development patterns in the area.

8-12 The commenter states that existing housing and populations may be
permanently displaced.



Tt

Response: The commenter makes that argument that populations may be
permanently displaced due to inability to aofford the new units. The Plan
specifically provides a range of housing types, with affordability as one of the

considerations.

8-13 The commenter states that the proposed plan does not follow the promise
set when the City was incorporated.

Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.
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Sanca Clarita Valley Food Panery
24133 Railroad Avenue
Newhall, CA 91321
(661) 255-9078 Fax (661) 255-2331
www.scvnet.ned/foodpantry  sevfoodpanay@pacbell.net

August 1, 2005 Fax 7671
o Ntres

City of Santa Clarita CodDet

Planning Commission, Suite 302 Fhang # .

23920 Valencia Boulevard o

Santa Clasita, CA 91355 ~L7

Dear Coramissioners:

This lerter is in y2gard to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the
Downtown Newhall Specific Plan (DNSF). At the firz public hearing on this subject, we
addressed our concemns to the Commission about parking and relocation issucs affecting
the Santa Clarita Valley Food Pantry (property owners in the area covered by the DNSP).

At that meeting, Commissioner Trautman charged staff with investigating the impacts 1o
parking along Railroad Avenue, We were disconcerted when the presentation at the July
19* public hearing glossed over the parking issue with the statement, “parking will not be
significantly impacted by the plan.” We have two specific concerns about parking along
the Railroad Avenue corzidor once the DNSP is put into action, '

Interim Parking

An integral part of the DNSP calls for transforming Railroad Avenue into the main
thoroughfare through Newhall to points South. As past of this transformation, pariing on
the East side of Railroad will be eliminated. Currently, there are 180 parking spaces along
Railroad Avenue (table 5.5-8 DEIR). Once Railroad is converted, the namber of on-street
parking spaces will be reduced to 90 (table 5.5-9 DEIR).

Logic dictates that the re-striping and removal of on-street parking will occur prior 10 the
building of *Garage South,' which is designated (o partially relieve the loss of on-street
parking. During the interim period, we believe parking alang Railroad Avenue will be
inadequate, We recommend that the City provide free parking and adequate, stoplight
controlled pedestrian crossing at the south junction of Railroad Avenue and San Fernando
Road. We also recomumend that the City convert all on-street parking on Railroad Avenue
to 2-hour maximum parking Finally. we ask that the City actively ensure that vehicles
left parked along San Fernando Road in excess of the limit be prompuly towed if lefl
overnight Many businesses currently use Railrgad Avenue as additional vehicle storage
space, a situation that will greatly exacerbate the scarcity of parking during the transitional
period

Paid Parking

The statement in the DEIR_ reiterated at the public hearing. that parking will not be
significantly impacted is truc only in the sense that the absolute number of parking spaces
in Downtown Newhall at 10-year buildout would be greater than the number of spaces
currendy available. As stated in the DEIR. “the loss in parking supply will be replaced by
increased parking along San Fervando Road/Main Strect as well as the proposed ‘Garage
South™.”
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Letter 9
Laura Morefield
Santa Clarita Valley Food Pantry

August 1, 2005

9-1 The commenter states that on-street parking will be inadequate during
construction of “Garage South.” The commenter suggests that the City
provide free and adequate parking during this time, along with a signal-
controlled pedestrian crossing at the southern junction of Railroad Avenue
and San Fernando Road. The commenter recommends that the City
should limit all on-street parking to a 2-hour maximum. The commenter
suggests that the City should have vehicles parked outside designated
spaces all night promptly towed.

The commenter states the parking for the volunteers and clients will be
greatly impacted because of the reduced number of on street, and
increased number of paid parking. The commenter states that all of the
clients are at or below 150% of the poverty level. The commenter
suggests that the clients and volunteers should get vouchers for short-term

parking.

Response:  As stated on page 2:32 in the Downtown Newhall Specific Plan
(Draft, June 21, 2005), always available, convenient, and on-street customer
parking are of primary importance for ground level retail to succeed. This
includes the businesses along Railroad Avenue. The Plan specifically calls for 2-
hour time limits for on-street parking and strict enforcement fo encourage

turnover.

Parking to be removed is located on the east side of Rairoad Avenue, where
there are no fronting businesses. Multiple occupancy counts have shown these
parking spaces to be largely unused in the blocks between Market Street and
San Fernando Street. Parking on the west side of the street will remain. In
addition, restriping of Main Street and side streets will take place concurrently
with the restriping of Railroad Avenue. As shown in the table on page 2:31 of the
Specific Plan (Draft, June 21, 2005), the number of parking spaces in these areas
will increase from 225 to 399 parking spaces, an addition of 174 parking stalls.
There will therefore be an overadll increase in on street parking in the immediate

vicinity.

Although the Tables in Chapter 5.5 correctly represent the future parking supply,
Table 3-4 in the Project Description requires updating as follows:

Location Existing Propose
d
On-street
San Fernando Road (Main Street) 115 161
Side Streets 110 238



Total Street Parkina: Main Street
Railroad Avenue
Total On-Street Parking
Off-Street
East side of San Fernando Road
West side of San Fernando Road
Total Off-Street Parking
William S. Hart Park (along
Newhall Avenue edae)
Park-Once Garages
Total Off-Street Parking
Total On- and Off-Street Parking
Net Iincrease in Total Parking

225
180
405

115 (est)
158 [est)
273 (est)
0

0
273
678

The Transportation Improvement District recommended in the Specific Plan on
page 2:31 will have the authority to determine parking rates, collect parking
revenue, and to dllocate parking revenues. If the District chooses, it will be able
to exempt certain categories of visitors, such as customers and/or non-profit
clients and parking fees. In addition, the District will set the operating hours for
parking meters, and may wish to leave parking unmetered before 11:00 a.m.,

when parking demand is low.
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Mr, Jason Smisko, Senior Planner PLANNING & ECONOM
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Planning and Econami¢ Development Depatimeant
23920 Valencia Blvd., Suite 300
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Smisko:
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is used throughout Chapter 5.10,

If you have any questions ragarding these camments, pleasa call Mary Lou Cotton, ij ar
Resources Manager, ot me at 661/297-1600.

Sincerely,

Dan Masnada
Genaral Manager

b (o4

Steva Cole, Newhall County Water District
CLWA Board of Directors
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10-6

10-7

10-8

10-9

10-10

10-11

10-12

10-13



Letter 10
Dan Masnada
CLWA

August 3, 2005

10-1 The commenter states that the formal names for the Santa Clarita Valley
aquifers are the “Alluvial Aquifer” and the “Saugus Formation.” The
commenter suggests correcting these names in the EIR.

Response:  The terminology throughout this Section is hereby corrected as
suggested.

10-2 The commenter states that the footnote 4 (page 5.10-4, column 1,
paragraph 2) is outdated. The commenter suggests referencing the
Groundwater Perchlorate Contamination Amendment and other
Amendments to the 2000 Urban Water Management Plan (January 2005)
for more recent information on operational (not “perennial”) yield of the
Santa Clarita Valley groundwater basin.

Response:  The paragraph which discusses yield is hereby revised as follows:
“The Alluvial Aquifer stores over 200,000 acre feet (AF) of water (Footnote 3, One
acre foot equals 325,851 gallons, Footnote 4, SOURCE). In the spring of 2000, the
total volume of groundwater storage in the Alluvial Aquifer was approximately
161,000 AF (Footnote 4a, SOURCE). Historically, there has not appeared to be a
long-term or permanent decline in water levels in the Alluvial Aquifer. The
aquifer has been managed within its operational yield, which is 30,000 to 40,000

in
than-average precipitation).

Groundwater pumping from the Saugus Formation has historically averaged
approximately 6,700 AFY. However, the Stefson Report states that perchlorate
contamination currently limits groundwater pumping to a minimum of 4,560 AFY
(Footnote 5). If groundwater treatment facilities were installed to remove
perchlorate contamination, the production during normal and dry years could
return to the

Source: Groundwater Perchlorate Contamination Amendment and Other
n

The commenter also suggests that all tables in Section 5.10 be revised to reflect
this information. Based on our review, Table 5.10-1 already includes the above

figures.



10-3 The commenter notes that in column 2, paragraph 2, the Department of
Toxic Substances Control Remedial Action Plan also includes wellhead
treatment and perchlorate removal, and is scheduvled for 2006.

Response: The sentences are hereby revised as follows: "Additionally, the
California Department of Toxic Substances Control is completing its Remedial
Action Plan that is anticipated to provide approved remedial activities for the
contaminated areas by 2010. The Remedial Action Plan also includes wellhead
freatment and perchlorate removal, slated to begin by 2006."

10-4 The commenter notes that in column 2, paragraph 3, the State Water
Project was “initiated” (not “began”) in 1960.

Response:  The suggested change is hereby incorporated
10-5 The commenter suggests revision in whole of column 2, paragraph 4.

Response: The paragraph is hereby corrected to read: “CLWA’'s original
contfract with the State Water Project in 1966 was for a water entitlement (now
referred to as "Table A Amount"”) of 41,500 acre-feet per year (AFY). In the
1980's, CLWA purchased 12,700 AFY of State Water Project Table A Amount from
the Devils' Den Water District in Kern County. In 1999 CLWA purchased 41,000
AFY of Table A Amount from the Wheeler Ridge-Maricopa Water Storage District

in Kern County as part of the Monterey Amendments to the State Water
for the

A

CLWA's revised EIR on the 41,000 AFY transfer was certified in December 2004.
t

10-6 The commenter states that State Water Project (SWP) supplies are not
subject to or limited by “legal battles” (column 2 paragraph 5).

Response:  So noted. The paragraph has been revised to read: “The amount

areas, and instream flow requirements for fish and wildlife."

10-7 The commenter notes a correction on page 5.10-5, column 1 paragraph 1.
The commenter suggests changing the name to: “Los Angeles County
Waterworks District No. 36.”

Response: The paragraph is hereby amended as suggested.

10-8 The commenter requests changes to column 1 paragraph 3 regarding
recycled water.



Response:  The final sentence of the subject paragraph is hereby amended to
read: “"However, it is available. According to CLWA (DEIR Comment Letter, 2005)

WA m.
demand exists at this time {August 2005]."

The reference to saved water in the EIR relates to the ability to conserve, or save,
existing supplies from the State Water Project and groundwater sources, due to
the use of recycled water, not to the recycled water itself.

10-9 The commenter notes that column 1 paragraph 4 should state that Table
5.10-1 describes the water supply of the entire Santa Clarita Valley, not
just the NCWD.

Response:  The table is hereby retitled: "Table 5.10-1 Santa Clarita Valley Water
Supplies, 2005."

10-10 The commenter notes that the reference in column 2 paragraph 3 should
be changed to the 2000 Urban Water Management Plan.

Response:  The reference is hereby amended as suggested.
10-11 The commenter states that footnote 9 on page 5.10-6 is incorrect. The
commenter states that “pumpback” does not involve use of dams or

surface storage reservoirs.

Response: The footnote is hereby revised as follows: Pumplback refers to the

i i

banking program) (Source, CLWA DEIR Comment Letter, 2005)."

10-12 The commenter suggests that column 2 paragraph 1 be deleted.
Response:  The paragraph is hereby deleted because it is outdated.

10-13 The commenter suggests changing “agency’s” to “CLWA's” on page 5.10-
7, column 1 paragraph 1.

Response:  The correction is hereby made.
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Letter 11
Alan Amitin

July 18, 2005

11-1 The commenter states problems with redirecting traffic and a potential loss
of sales and advertising.

Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmentdal
issue, therefore no response is required.

11-2 The commenter states problems with the “park once” method and
advocates for ample and visible parking.

Response:  The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.
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Letter 12
Alan Amitin

July 19, 2005

12-1 The commenter states that there are potential problems with the proposed
T-intersection and redirecting of traffic.

Response: The comment does not relate to the EIR or raise an environmental
issue, therefore no response is required.
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Page 1 of 1

Nicole Carter

From: Jason Smisko [JSMISKO@santa-clarita.com]
Sent:  Tuesday, August 02, 2005 3:25 PM

To: nicole@cmcaplans.com

Subject: Fwd: Bike Update?

Hi Nicole,
See bottom of below. Does this count as an EIR comment?
- Jason

>>> Ian Pari 07/22 1:12 PM >>>
From a representative of the bike community - See last paragraph.

>>> "Maria Gutzelt-Fahrenholz" <mgutzeit@comcast.net> 07/22 10:42 AM >>>
Hi Gus: 'Hope your staying cool as possible this week!

Quick questlon: Do you want to come to our Monday August 15th 6:30 pm LACBC meeting to glve an update
on the Bike/Ped Master Plan process? Or, if not, can you give me an update over the phone before then? |
hope it's going okl

FY! - | know there's been a few negative biker letters in the Signal, and apparently some comments about the
Newhall Downtown plan. Overall | think the City is doing really good - way better than the County - and | wish
the concerned people would come to our meetings and work with us because | think you really try to listen to our
suggestions. The bypass under the Cross Valley Connector is great - and we didn't even ask for that - and that
CLWA pipeline work is moving along pretty well....we rode the trail out to Sierra Highway this morning.

RE the downtown Newhall stuff - | saw the initial plans and am personally ok with not having formal blke facilities
on a 2-lane 25-30 mph road. | received an updated CD-Rom in the mail and haven't looked at it yet to see if 13-1
anything changed. If I have any questions/comments !'ll send them In to Jason Smisko | guess. From | safety
and access standpoint, | think the big worry was the restriping of San Fernando - and I'm so happy that worked
out well. If we ultimately get a trail connection near there....going both north to the South Fork Trail and south to 132
the Whitney Canyon and Gates' project....that will be alternative-transportation heaven then. I'm not sure who
raised comments at the Planning Commission meeting this week - but | wanted you to know it wasn't something
we had a concern with as a group at this point.

Let me know about the meeting and/or status on Master Plan. Have a great weekend|

Maria Gutzeit

Q/e/nNK
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Letter 13
Maria Gutzheit

July 22, 2005

12-1 The commenter states that not having formal bicycle facilities on a 2-lane
25-30 mph road is acceptable.

Response: Comment noted.

12-2 The commenter states a desire for trail connections to the north and south.

Response:  The Regional Watershed and Trails map contained in the Specific
Plan shows the trail context of the planning area. Paths proposed in the plan are
designed to connect to future City trails pursuant to this map.
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Letter 14
@ METROLINK.
SOUTHERN CALIFORNJA REGIONAT. RATL AUTHORITY Meubi. :EL:I::W

F
July 26, 2005
Mr. Jason Smisko
Senior Planner o
City of Santa Clarita P ot Govmmest
23920 Valencia Boulevard San Digy{ Avsavtilion
Santa Clarita, CA 91355 bubiger Wi
jsmisko@santa-clarita.com ‘ '
|
Subject: Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) Comments on the, Jowntown
Newhall Specifie Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)

(SCH #2005021012)

Dear Mr. Smisko:

Governments (SANBAG), Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) arfd Ventura
County Transportation Commission (VCTC). '

14-1

The following recommendations are being conveyed by SCRRA for inclusion in the Final
Environmental Impact Report for the Downtown Newhall Specific Plan:

1. The draft plan proposes "Park Once" in structures, which will be available to conisuters
currently parking at the Metrolirk station along Railroad Ave, The DEIR does n slate the 14-2

700 S. Flower Street 26th Floor Los An es CA 90017 Tel 452.0200 Fax [21] i| 452.0425
nktrains.com
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July 2005
Downtown Newhall Specific Plan DEIR

monthly cost for parking in such facilities. The cost should not be so high as to discourage
use of Metrolink service.

2. The DEIR calls for the Metrolink station parking to be converted into a Transit (1iented 14-3
Development (TOD). The city must ensure that sufficient and convenient parking is B
available for an affordable cost for residents using the Metrolink station, but wha;j 1| Jo not live
within walking distance. The number of needed parking spaces should take into d ccount the
firture expected increase in ridership.

3. The draft plan suggests a program of Transportation Demand Management (TDM) to reduce
the need for parking in downtown, which includes establishing a residential permit program 14-4
with limited commuter availability, which the city proposes should ensure that su| ficient and
convenient parking is available for those using the Metrolink station. SCRRA, {31 support
of the following additional TDM techniques: free transit pass for each employee and
resident of the downtown district, offer guaranteed rides home and provide centra jzed
bicycle parking. SCRRA offers assistance to the city during implementation of th =se TDM

techniques.
4. In order to allow continuing increased rail use, please ensure convenient, direct, v -.lestnan

access for station users and station area residents. " 14-5
5. A component of the Transportation Plan includes installation of an 8’ paved biks! )adestnan 14-6

path along the east side of the rail right of way, switching to the west side north ;" 13™

Street (relocate existing fence) in order to connect Newhall to the existing City of Santa
Clarita trail network. The plan states that an “effective barrier would be provided firom the
tracks”. The design and construction of the bike/pedestrian path should meet SCI RA’s
Rail-with-Trail Design Guidelines. The Guidelines are available on our website 4:
www.metrolinktrains.com (click on “About Metrolink”, “Public Projects” and "
“Guidelines™). SCRRA should be included during the design and construction if i ke
bike/pedestrian path will be adjacent to the rail corridor, and must be included if i will be
within the rail right of way and/or ncludes changes to existing at grade railroad ¢ ossings.
SCRRA is available to offer design comments throughout the design stage, and ig required
to provide field coordination/safety services during the construction stage. The C uifornia
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) also must review any proposed changes to # <isting at
grade railroad crossings resulting from the addition of the bike/pedestrian path. F it this
reasor,, SCRRA and CPUC should be listed as responsible agencies in the FEIR,

6. The proposed bike/pedestrian path needs to allow SCRRA continued access to the rail right 14-7
of way for maintenance as well as emergencies. Designing the path te handle vehicles loads
and/or providing a roadway inside of the “substantial barrier” will need to be con:idered.

7. Since this plan involves proposed development adjacent to the railroad right-of-w 1y owned
by MTA and maintained by SCRRA, it will be necessary for the developers or their 14-8
contractors to enter the right-of-way for clearing, grubbing, grading, shoring, drailiage and
other improvements. The developers or contractors will be required to enter into 13CRRA's
Right-of-Entry agreement (SCRRA Form No. 6) for the construction of the projzct.
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Dovwntown Newhall Specific Plan DEIR

If you have any questions regarding these comments please contact Deadra Knon, Strategic
Development Planner, at (213) 452-0359 or by e-mail at knoxd@scrra net.

Sinceyely,

David Solow i
yef Executive Officer |

cc:  Patricia Chen, Metro
Susan Chapman, Metro
Freddy Cheung, UPRR
SCRRA Central Files
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Letter 14
David Solow
Meltrolink

July 26, 2005

14-1 The commenter states support for development near the area, but
suggests convenient and affordable parking for Metrolink commuters not
located within walking distance.

Response: The project includes two park-once garages infended in part to
serve commuters who drive to the station.

14-2 The commenter recommends that the cost of parking structures not be
restrictive for users.

Response: The Transportation Improvement District recommended in the
Specific Plan on page 2:31 will have the authority to determine parking rates,
collect parking revenue, and to dllocate parking revenues. |If the District
chooses, it will be able to exempt certain categories of visitors, such as customers
and/or non-profit clients and parking fees. In addition, the District will set the
operating hours for parking meters, and may wish to leave parking unmetered
before 11:00 a.m., when parking demand is low.

14-3 The commenter suggests that if development takes over existing parking
lots, then the City should ensure ample and affordable parking nearby for

commuters.

Response: Please see 14-1.

14-4 The commenter notes its support for specific Transportation Demand
Management (TDM) measures proposed in the Specific Plan.

Response: Comment noted.

14-5 The commenter suggests convenient and direct pedestrian access to and
from the station.

Response: The project is designed to enhance pedestrian safety and
accessibility throughout the planning area, and proposes specific improvements
for the area surrounding the transit station.

14-6 The commenter suggests that any trails crossing the tracks should comply
with the Rail-with-Trail Design Guidelines.

Response:  Any activity proposed within the railroad right-of-way, including
crossings, are subject to the review and approval of the SCRRA.



14-7 The commenter states that proposed bike/pedestrian paths should allow
for SCRRA to access the rail right of way for maintenance and

emergencies.

Response:  Any activity proposed within the railroad right-of-way, including
paths, are subject to the review and approval of the SCRRA.

14-8 The commenter states developers and contractors must enter into the
SCRRA's Right-of-Entry agreement (SCRRA Form No. 6) for construction of

the project. :

Response: Comment noted. Any activity proposed within the railroad right-of-
way is subject to the review and approval of the SCRRA.
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October 12, 2005
TO: Responsible and Trustee Agencies and Other Interested Parties

FROM: The City of Santa Clarita Planning and Economic Development
Department

SUBJECT: Response to Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Downtown Newhall Specific Plan (SCH No. 2005021012)

Thank you very much for showing interest in the Downtown Newhall Specific Plan
Draft Environmental Impact Report.  All comments have been submitted and
reviewed. A listing of all comments received is included with this letter.

Section 15204 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that
only those comments raising environmental concerns be addressed, not those
relating to the plan itself. If you have additional comments or question that you
would like answered, please address them at the next public meeting or
contact Jason Smisko at (661) 255-4330. The City Council is planning to read the
resolution adopting the plan and certifying the EIR at their October 25, 2005
meeting at 7:00 p.m. Meetings are held in the City Council Chambers, 1st floor
of City Hall, 23920 Valencia Blvd., Santa Clarita, CA.

Enclosed, please find a listing of all commenters along with a copy of your
comment and its response. Thank you once again for your comments.

Sincerely,

Nicole S. Carter, Consultant, for Jason Smisko

CADOCUME~1\jsmisko\LOCALS~1\Temp\MXLibDIN\RTC CALTRANS new.doc Page 1



Comments Received on Draft EIR
Downtown Newhall Specific Plan

The following table is a listing of all commenters whose statements are fo be
included in the Final EIR (FEIR). Each letter commenting on the Draft EIR has
been assigned a number, from 1 to 16. Within each letter, comments have
been numbered in ascending order. A unique designation that consists of the
number assigned to the comment letter, followed by the comment number,
identifies comments and responses. For example, the comment and responses
identified as 1-1 represents the first comment in the first letter. Subsequent
comments from that letter would be identified as 1-2, 1-3, etc. The second
comment letter would commence with 2-1, 2-2, etc. The person making the
comment is the “commenter,” and is identified before the response. Some
comments do not pertain to physical environmental issues, and therefore
responses may not be provided.

List of Persons Commenting on the DEIR for the Downtown Newhall Specific Plan

Letter Commenter(s) Agency Date

1 Adriana Gammert 7/19/05

2 Marc Winger Newhall School District 6/24/05

3 Marc Winger Newhall School District 6/24/05

4 Laura Morefield Santa Clarita Valley Food 7/1/05
Pantry

5 Ruth Frazen County Sanitation Districts of 7/6/05
Los Angeles

6 Stephen Cole Newhall County Water District  7/11/05

7 Brian Wallace Southern Cdlifornia 8/1/05
Association of Governments

8 Various Citizens 8/3/05

9 Laura Morefield Santa Clarita  Valley Food 8/1/05
Pantry

10 Dan Masnada Castaic Lake Water Agency 8/3/05

11 Alan Amitin Billy's Ski & Surf Shop 7/18/05

12 Alan Amitin Billy's Ski & Surf Shop 7/19/05

13 Maria Gutzeit 7/22/05

14 David Solow Metrolink 7/26/05

15 Cheryl Powell Caltrans 8/1/05

16 Terry Roberts State Clearinghouse 8/4/05

17 David R. Leininger Los Angeles County Fire 9/2/05

Department
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ZENEGGER, Governor

Letter 15

1 the State

{ potential 15-1
Notice of

venue and

1e’s guide

1$portation

If transportation impacts are found to be significant in a cumulative sense, according to (California
Environmental Quality Act, they need to be disclosed in the EIR. If no feasible mitigation  zasures are

If you have any questions regarding our comments, you may call me at (213) 897 = 3747 and !L'B‘r to our
internal record number 050643/EA. '

Sincerely,

CHERYL J. PO LQ@

IGR/CEQA Program Manager
Caltrans, District 7

cc: Scott Morgan, Stae Clearinghouse

“Calirans improves mobiity across California™



Letter 15
Cheryl Powell
Cadltrans

August 1, 2005

15-1 The commenter states that the transportation and circulation section did
not evaluate the proposed plan’s impact on State Route 14 and I-5.

Response: An evaluation was conducted on the Specific Plan's
potential impact on the ramp terminal intersections at the I-
5/Lyons Avenue and SR 14/San Fernando Boulevard
interchanges. The evaluation compared the operation of the
ramp terminal intersections under year 2025 No Build
conditions with 2025 Build conditions. Year 2025 No Build
conditions assume build-out consistent with the Santa Clarita
General Plan. Year 2025 Build conditions assume build-out
consistent with the Downtown Newhall Specific Plan.

The evaluation shows that all four ramp terminal intersections
would operate at level-of-service "D" or better conditions
under both year 2025 No Build and Build scenarios. Only one
of the intersections, the Southbound I-5 Ramp/Lyons Avenue
intersection, would be significantly impacted as its
Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) would increase by
about 0.04 (See calculations below).

This impact, while considered significant, would be mitigable.
While the future geometry of the intersection will be
determined by Caltrans, the following measure would
mitigate the City's portion of the impact to the intersection:

Participate in an appropriate shared fee arrangement to
modify/improve the operation of the Southbound I-5
Ramp/Lyons Avenue intersection sufficient to address the ICU
increase (or other appropriate indicator of intersection
operation) and maintain or improve level of service. This will
entail future coordination with Caltrans and other
participating agencies.
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SB SR-14 Ramps @ San Fernando

NB I-6 Ramps @ Lyons
SB |-5 Ramps @ Lyons

NB SR-14 Ramps @ San Fernando
SB SR-14 Ramps @ San Fernando

GP

78.2%
74.8%

23.7%
70.9%

PM GP

82.2%

46.8%
61.1%

0.00
0.34
0.54
0.77
0.93
1.00

@™ OO0

D

B
C

0.34
0.54
0.77
0.93
1.00
1.25

AM GP+Newhall
78.2% D
77.7% cC
23.9% A
73.2% c

PM GP+Newhall

86.0% D
47.8% B
62.9% C

A

B

Cc

D

E

F

ICU

0.0%
2.9%
0.2%
2.2%

IcU

DELTA

3.7%

1.0%
1.8%

Santa Clarita
Significant
Threshold

No
No

No
No

Yes

No
No



Lanes
NBL 1 1750
NBT 1750
NBR 1 1750
SBL 1.5
SBT 0.5 1750
SBR 1 1750
EBL 1750
EBT 3 1750
EBR 1750
WBL 1 1750
WBT 1750
WBR f 1750
ht Turn Adjustment

Interval

Capacity Utilization

NBL
NBT
NBR

SBL
SBT
SBR

EBL
EBT
EBR

WBL
WBT
WBR

Lanes

1.5
0.5

-

Interval

1750
1750
1750

1750
1750
1750

1750
1750
1750

1750
1750
1750

Capacity Utilization

Capacity

1750
0
1750

0

3500
1750

5250
0
1750

5250
0

Capacity

2625
875
1750

0
0
0

1750
5250

5250

AM

10
180
877
233
1360
40
140
803
894
NBR

N-S
E-W

AM

Plan

537

600

283
1638

1660
982

N-S
E-w

v/iC

0.01

0.10

0.27
0.13

0.26

0.08
0.15

0.03

0.10

0.28
0.34

viIC

0.20

0.34

0.16
0.29

0.20

10
180
992

100
422

1539
50
160
1545
351
NBR

N-S
E-W

PM
ume

936

629

263
2229

1447
956

E-W

viC

0.01

0.10

0.31
0.24

0.29

0.09
0.29

0.02

0.10

0.32
0.38

vic
0.36

000
0.36

0.15
0.42

0.28

0.10

0.36



NBL
NBT
NBR

SBL
SBT
SBR

EBL
EBT
EBR

wBL
WBT
WBR

Lanes

1

f

1750
1750
1750

1750
1750

1750
1750
1750

1750
1750
1750

Turn Adjustment

Interval

Capacity Utilization

NBL
NBT
NBR

SBL
SBT
SBR

EBL
EBT
EBR

WBL
WBT
WBR

Lanes

1.5
0.5

-

Interval

1750
1750
1750

1750
1750
1750

1750
1750
1750

1750
1750
1750

Capacity Utilization

Capacity Gen Plan

1750
0
1750

0
3500
1750

0
5250

1750
5250
0

Capacity Gen Plan

2625
875
1750

0
0
0

1750
5250

5250

10
180
877

80
233

1360
40
140
803
894

NBR

537

600

283
1538

1660
982

E-W

AM
ume
Newhall

78

33

Newhall

59

vic

0.01
0.00
0.10

0.30
0.13

0.00
0.27
0.00

0.08
0.15
0.00

0.03
0.10

0.30

0.78

viC

0.20
0.00
0.34

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.16
0.29
0.00
0.00
0.32
0.00
0.10

0.20

Gen Plan
10
180
992

100
422

1539
50
160
1545
351
NBR

N-8
E-W

Newhall

102

43

Volume

Gen Plan

936

629

263
2229

1447
956

E-W

Newhall

120

\/[

0.01
0.00
0.10

0.34
0.24

0.00
0.30
0.00

0.09
0.29
0.00

0.02
0.10

0.35
0.39

0.86

vic

0.36
0.00
0.36

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.15
0.42
0.00

000
028
000

0.36
0.43



Lanes

NBL 0 1750
NBT 0 1750
NBR 1 1750
SBL 0

SBT 0 1760
SBR f 1750
EBL 2 1750
EBT 1 1750
EBR 0 1750

WBL 0 1750
WBT 1 1750
WBR 0 1750

nterva

Capacity Utilization

Lanes
NBL 0 1750
NBT 0 1750
NBR 0 1750
SBL 0.5
SBT 0 1750
SBR 1.5
EBL 0 1750
EBT 3 1760
EBR f 1750
WBL 1 1750
WBT 3 1750
WBR 0 1750
nterva

Capacity Utilization

AM

Capacity Gen Plan

0
0
1750

[= N =l

Capacity Gen Plan

0
0
0

0
3500
0

0
5250
0

1750
5250

N-§
E-W

AM

g oo

N-S
E-W

VIC

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.13
0.00
0.00

000
001
000

0.00
0.14

viC

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.26
0.00

0.00
0.08
0.00

0.01
0.35
0.00
0.10

0.26
0.35

PM

Gen Plan

N-S
E-W

PM
Volume

1258
1753

15
2328

N-S
E-W

ViC

0.00
0.00
0.01

000
000
000

0.36
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.01
0.00

0.10

0.00
0.37

viC

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.07
0.00

0.00
0.24
0.00

0.01
0.44
0.00
0.10

0.07
0.44



roach Lanes

NBL 0 1750
NBT 0 1750
NBR 1 1750
SBL 0

SBT 0 1750
SBR f 1750
EBL 2 1750
EBT 1 1750
EBR 0 1750
WBL 0 1750
WBT 1 1750

WBR 0 1750

nterva

Capacity Utilization

Lanes

NBL 0 1750
NBT 0 1750
NBR 0 1750
SBL 0.5

SBT 0 1750
SBR 1.5

EBL 0 1750
EBT 3 1750
EBR f 1750
WBL 1 1750

WBT 3 1750
WBR 0 1750

nterva

Capacity Utilization

Capacity Gen Plan

0
0
1750

0
0
0

3500
1750

1750

Capacity

[=NeRe

1750
5250

0
0
5
0

0
1845

Plan

0

0

5

5

0
896

0
443
1738

18
1846

E-W

Newhall

115

AM

Newhall

118

\/[o

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.13
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.10
0.00

0.24

vIC

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.26
0.00

0.00
0.08
0.00
0.01
0.37
0.00
0.10

0.26

Gen Plan

1258
1753

15
2329

N-S
E-W

PM

16
134

92

viC

0.00
0.00
0.01

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.36
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.01
0.00

0.10

0.00
0.38

vic

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.07
0.00

0.00
0.24
0.00

0.01
0.46
0.00

007
0486
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Arnold
Schwarzenegger
Governor

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Governor's Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

Sean Walsh*
Director
August4, 2005 Letter 16
Jason Smisko
City of Santa Clarita
23920 Valencia Boulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355
Subject: Downtown Newhall Specific Plan
SCHi#: 2005021012
i
subminted the above state agencies for el aw, The 16
August 3, 2005, and omments by that dattl  This letter -1

acknowledges that you have corplied with the Statc Clearinphouse revicw requirements for drs 1
environmental documents, pursuant To the. California Enviroamenta) Quality Act. ]

Pleass call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 443-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review pracess. If you have a question abont the above-named project, pleass ce: r to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this officc.

Sineerely,

i}! |

RECE <
PLANNING :'m)l\éu:E |

AUG 0 8 2005

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVEL(:= v ENT
CITY OF SANTA CLARMTA

1400 TENTE STREET P.0,BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 96512-804¢4
I (§16) 446-0618 FAX (916) 923-3018  www.0pF.cR.E07



08/08/05

SCH®
Project Title
Lead Agency

Type
Description

16:50 FAX 861 259 8125

CITY OF SANTA CLARITA @003

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2005021012
Downtown Newhall Specific Plan
Santa Clarita, City of

EIR DraftEIR

Redevelopment of 50 blacks in Downtown Newhall. Potential for over 700 du, 270,000 §f commercal,
along with circulation infrastructure changes to promote pedestrian-orientation and trans t orisntation.

Lead Agency Contact

Name
Agency
Phone
emall
Addrass
City

_ _Project Location

Cnun't}

City

Region
Cross Streets
Parcel No.
Township

Jason Smisko

City of Santa Clarita
(661) 2554330 Fax
23920 Valencia Boulevard

Santa Clarita State CA  Zip 913566

Los Angeles ] H
Santa Clarita | )

Lyons and San Fernando Raad l
Varlous
Base

Range Section

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

Project Issugs

14

None

Metrolink, UPRR

Newhall Creek

William S. Hart HS

BP, CC, IC, RL, RM, RS, RMH, 0OS

Aesthstic/Visusl; Air Quality; Archaealogic-Histaric; Cumulative Effects: Drainage/Absy plion; Flood

Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Growth Inducing; Landus# [Nolse; Public
Schools/Universities; Sewer Capacity; Scil Erosion/Compy; ction/Grading;
us; Traffic/Circufation; Vegetatlon; Water Quality; Water S| pply;

‘Reviewimy —Resgurces Agency; Regionat- e aterQoality-Comtrol-Bozrd,-Reglon4;
Agencies Recreation; Native American Herltage Commission; Public Utilities Commission;

Date Receivad 06/20/2005

Management Board; Depariment of Health Services; Office of Historic Preservation;
Forestry and Fire Protection; Departrent of Fish and Game, Region 5: Department
Resources; Californla Highway Patral; Caltrans, District 7; State Lands Commission

Start of Review 06/20/2005 End of Review 08/03/2005

Mata: Rlanle in dala fialde racilt frvm inenfficient infarmation provided by lead aaeric!



Letter 16
Terry Roberts

August 4, 2005

16-1 The commenter states that the public comment period has closed and is
in compliance with State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
environmental documents, pursuant to CEQA.

Response:  No response necessary.
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