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COUNTY OF LOSANGELES

Notice of Preparation

TO: Whom It May Concern FROM: County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, California 91803

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Single-
Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development and Notice of Four
Scoping Meeting Dates and Locations

The County of Los Angeles will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
to assess the feasibility of the adoption of an ordinance to allow hauled water as the primary source of
potable water for new single-family residential construction in unincorporated areas of the County of Los
Angeles, where there is no available service from a public or private water purveyor and where it has been
demonstrated that an on-site groundwater well is not feasible. This project is referred to as the proposed
Initiative. The County is seeking input from responsible and trustee agencies, other agencies required to
receive this notice, and from the State Office of Planning and Research, and is also extending the outreach
for early public consultation with potentially eligible property owners, and other interested parties regarding
the scope and content of the environmental information to be included in the EIR. Scoping has been helpful
to agencies in identifying a range of actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant impacts to be
analyzed in depth in an EIR, and in eliminating detailed studies of issues that are not expected to result in
significant impacts. Responsible and trustee agencies will need to use the EIR when considering permits or
related approvals for the proposed Initiative.

In order to determine which areas would be subject to the proposed Initiative, the Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning developed a geographic information system (GIS) suitability model in 2012
based on five criteria :

Parcels located in the unincorporated territory of Los Angeles County

Vacant parcels

Parcels located in areas where there is no designated water purveyor

Zoning and General Plan designation that allow for development of a single-family
residence

° Parcel size >2,000 square feet with slopes under 50 percent (26.6°)

The County has estimated that, should the proposed Initiative be adopted, approximately 42,677 parcel
owners in the County could be eligible to seek authorization for use of hauled water to support issuance of a
building permit for a single-family residence (see Topographic Map). The combined proposed initiative study
area consists of approximately 285,500 acres or approximately 450 square miles.

The parcels that would be affected by the proposed Initiative are located entirely within the 5th Supervisorial
District in the northern one-third of the County, including areas located north and east of the San Gabriel
Mountains in the Antelope Valley; areas located northeast of the City of Santa Clarita, north and south of
California State Route 14; areas that are southwest of the City of Palmdale in the communities of Agua Dulce
and Acton; and in the Kagel Canyon area in the Angeles National Forest. The subject parcels have been
categorized into seven subareas:



1. Lake Hughes, Gorman, West of Lancaster: The Lake Hughes, Gorman, West of Lancaster
subarea is located in an area generally located west of State Highway 14 and north of the
Angeles National Forest.

2. Lancaster Northeast: The Lancaster Northeast subarea is located in an area generally east of
State Highway 14 and north of East Avenue J.
3. Antelope Valley Northeast: The Antelope Valley North East subarea is located in an area

generally located north of East Avenue E and east of 165th Street East in the far northeastern
portion of Los Angeles County.

4, Lake Los Angeles / Llano / Valyermo / Littlerock: The Lake Los Angeles / Llano / Valyermo /
Littlerock subarea is located in an area generally south of East Avenue J, east of 47th Street
East.

5. Acton: The Acton subarea is located in an area generally east of Hubbard Road and West of
47th Street East.

6. Castaic / Santa Clarita / Agua Dulce: The Castaic / Santa Clarita / Agua Dulce subarea is
located generally west of Hubbard Road and north of the 210 Freeway excluding Kagel
Canyon.

7. Kagel Canyon: The Kagel Canyon subarea is surrounded by the Angeles National Forest and

generally located along Kagel Canyon Road north of the 210 Freeway, west of Little Tujunga
Road, and east of Lopez Canyon Road.

The County has completed an Initial Study and made a preliminary determination regarding the scope of the
environmental analysis:

Environmental Issues Determined to Have No Impact or Less than Significant Impact

e Agricultural and Forestry Resources e Hazards and Hazardous Materials
e Geology and Soils e Minerals

Environmental Issues with Potential Significant Impacts or Public Controversy

e  Aesthetics e Noise

o Air Quality e Population and Housing

e Biological Resources e Public Services

e Cultural Resources e Recreation

e Greenhouse Gas Emissions e Transportation/Traffic

e Hydrology and Water Quality e Utilities and Service Systems

e Land Use and Planning

The Initial Study is available for review during the scoping period, September 17 to October 20, 2014, at:

5th Supervisorial District Field Office Acton Agua Dulce Library
1113 West Avenue M-4, Suite A 33792 Crown Valley Road
Palmdale, California 93551 Acton, California 93510
Los Angeles County Department of Public Castaic Library

Works 27955 Sloan Canyon Road
900 South Fremont Avenue Castaic, California 91384

Alhambra, California 91803

Stevenson Ranch Express Library
Los Angeles County Department of Regional 26233 West Faulkner Drive
Planning Stevenson Ranch, California 91381
320 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, California 90012



Quartz Hill Library Lancaster Library
42018 North 50th Street West 601 West Lancaster Boulevard
Quartz Hill, California 93536 Lancaster, CA 93534

Lake Los Angeles Library
16921 East Avenue O, #A
Palmdale, California 93591

The County is providing a 35-day scoping period, rather than the standard 30-day scoping period, to allow
sufficient time to host four scoping meetings:

Scoping meetings: The County will host four public scoping meetings to review the various project elements
and solicit information in relation to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis for the
proposed Initiative. The scoping meetings will take place from 6:30 pm to 8:00 pm at the following locations
on the dates listed:

September 24, 2014: October 8, 2014:
Agua Dulce Women's Club Acton Community Club
33201 Agua Dulce Canyon Road 3748 West Nickels Avenue
Agua Dulce, CA 91390 Acton, CA 93510

October 1, 2014: October 15, 2014:
Juniper Hills Community Center General William J. Fox Airfield
31401 N. 106" East 4555 West Avenue G
Juniper Hills, CA 93543 Lancaster, CA 93536

To ensure full consideration in the Environmental Impact Report, comments must be submitted no later than
5:00 p.m. on October 20, 2014. Please send letters of comment (including the name of the designated
contact person for your agency if applicable) on the Notice of Preparation to the following address:

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto/Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor
Alhambra, California 91803

Comments can also be submitted electronically at: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

Comments sent via e-mail should state Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments in the Subject Line

Agencies and organization should identify a point of contact for future coordination.
Project Title:  Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development

Signature: % Telephone: (626) 458-3915
Mr. Dale Sakamoto

Cive ( Ehﬁ;mee,r'

Title: Date: September 17, 2014
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Notice of Preparation

TO: Whom It May Concern FROM: County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, California 91803

Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Single-Family
Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development and Notice of a Scoping
Meeting, Date, and Location

The County of Los Angeles will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
to assess the feasibility of the adoption of an ordinance to allow hauled water as the primary source of
potable water for new single-family residential construction in unincorporated areas of the County of Los
Angeles, where there is no available service from a public or private water purveyor and where it has been
demonstrated that an on-site groundwater well is not feasible. This project is referred to as the proposed
initiative. The County is seeking input from responsible and trustee agencies, other agencies required to
receive this notice, and from the State Office of Planning and Research, and is also extending the outreach
for early public consultation with potentially eligible property owners, and other interested parties regarding
the scope and content of the environmental information to be included in the EIR. Scoping has been helpful
to agencies in identifying a range of actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant impacts to be
analyzed in depth in an EIR, and in eliminating detailed studies of issues that are not expected to result in
significant impacts. Responsible and trustee agencies will need to use the EIR when considering permits or
related approvals for the proposed initiative.

A Notice of Preparation was originally circulated on September 17, 2014. Due to subsequent refinements to
the project study area that identified additional parcels that could potentially qualify to use hauled water
under the proposed initiative, the County is recirculating this Notice of Preparation to responsible and trustee
agencies, other agencies required to receive this notice, the State Office of Planning and Research, and
potentially eligible property owners who may not have previously received the Notice of Preparation.

In order to determine which areas would be subject to the proposed initiative, the County developed a
geographic information system (GIS) suitability model in 2012 based on five criteria:

Parcels located in the unincorporated territory of Los Angeles County

Vacant parcels

Parcels located in areas where there is no designated water purveyor

Zoning and General Plan designation that allow for development of a single-family
residence

° Parcel size >2,000 square feet with slopes under 50 percent (26.6°)

This model was revised in 2015 to incorporate changes in water purveyor boundaries and land use
designations from the Antelope Valley Area Plan and General Plan. As a result of these revisions, there was a
net gain of 195 parcels in the study area that would potentially be eligible for the use of hauled water
pursuant to the proposed initiative.

The County has estimated that, should the proposed initiative be adopted, approximately 42,872 parcel
owners in the County could be eligible to seek authorization for use of hauled water to support issuance of a
building permit for a single-family residence (see Topographic Map). The combined proposed initiative study
area consists of approximately 342,715 acres or approximately 535 square miles.

The parcels that would be affected by the proposed initiative are located entirely within the 5th Supervisorial
District in the northern one-third of the County, including areas located north and east of the San Gabriel



Mountains in the Antelope Valley; areas located northeast of the City of Santa Clarita, north and south of
California State Route 14; areas that are southwest of the City of Palmdale in the communities of Agua Dulce
and Acton; and in the eastern San Gabriel mountains area in the Angeles National Forest. The subject parcels
have been categorized into seven subareas:

1.

Lake Hughes, Gorman, West of Lancaster: The Lake Hughes, Gorman, West of Lancaster
subarea is located in an area generally located west of State Highway 14 and north of the
Angeles National Forest.

Lancaster Northeast: The Lancaster Northeast subarea is located in an area generally east of
State Highway 14 and north of East Avenue .

Antelope Valley Northeast: The Antelope Valley North East subarea is located in an area
generally located north of East Avenue E and east of 165th Street East in the far northeastern
portion of Los Angeles County.

Lake Los Angeles / Llano / Valyermo / Littlerock: The Lake Los Angeles / Llano / Valyermo /
Littlerock subarea is located in an area generally south of East Avenue J, east of 47th Street
East.

Acton: The Acton subarea is located in an area generally east of Hubbard Road and West of
47th Street East.

Castaic / Santa Clarita / Agua Dulce: The Castaic / Santa Clarita / Agua Dulce subarea is
located generally west of Hubbard Road and north of the 210 Freeway.

East San Gabriel Mountains: The East San Gabriel Mountains subarea consists of parcels
generally located within the Angeles National Forest east of State Highway 14, north of the
210 freeway, south of the Pearblossom Highway, and west of the San Bernardino County
line.

The County has completed an Initial Study and made a preliminary determination regarding the scope of the
environmental analysis.

Environmental Issues Determined to Have No Impact or Less than Significant Impact

e Agricultural and Forestry Resources e Hazards and Hazardous Materials
e  Geology and Soils e Minerals

Environmental Issues with Potential Significant Impacts or Public Controversy

e  Aesthetics e Noise

e Air Quality e Population and Housing

e Biological Resources e Public Services

e Cultural Resources e Recreation

e Greenhouse Gas Emissions e Transportation/Traffic

e Hydrology and Water Quality e Utilities and Service Systems

e Land Use and Planning

The Notice of Preparation and previously prepared initial study are available for review during the scoping
period, from May 1, 2015 to June 1, 2015, at:

5th Supervisorial District Field Office Los Angeles County Department of Regional
1113 West Avenue M-4, Suite A Planning
Palmdale, California 93551 320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

Los Angeles County Department of Public

Works

Acton Agua Dulce Library

900 South Fremont Avenue 33792 Crown Valley Road
Alhambra, California 91803 Acton, California 93510



Castaic Library Lake Los Angeles Library '

27955 Sloan Canyon Road 16921 East Avenue O, #A
Castaic, California 91384 Palmdale, California 93591
Stevenson Ranch Express Library Lancaster Library

26233 West Faulkner Drive 601 Wesl Lancaster Boulevard
Stevenson Ranch, California 91381 Lancaster, CA 93534

Quartz Hill Library
42018 North 50th Street West
Quartz Hill, California 93536
The initial stucy completed for the proposed project can alse be viewed online at:

hitp:/planning.lacounty.gov/hauled.

As a result of the revision to the study area, the County will host one additional scoping meeling to provide
agencies and owners of the potentially eligible parcels that have been added to the study area to participate
in the scoping process. Al the scoping meeting, the County will review the various project elements and
solicit information in relation to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis for the proposed
initiative:

May 20, 2015, 6:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m,

Chimbole Cultural Cenler
38350 Sierra Highway
Palmdale, CA 93550

To ensure full consideration in the Environmental Impact Report, comments must be submitted no later than
5:00 p.m. on June 1, 2015. Please send letters of comment (including the name of the designaled conlact
person for your agency if applicable) on the Notice of Preparation lo the following address:

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto/Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor
Alhambra, California 91803

Commenls can also be submitted electronically at: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

Comments sent via e-mail should state Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments in the Subject Line

Agencies and organization should identify a paint of contact for future coordination.

Project Title:  Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development

o

Signature: Telephone: (626) 458-3915
Mr. Dale Sakamolo

Title: Civil Engineer Dale: May 1, 2015
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State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Drinking Water

May 7, 2015

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

ATTN: Mr. Dale Sakamoto/Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor

Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Dale Sakamoto
Subject: Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments

The State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water (DDW) (formerly CDPH or
DHS) has received and reviewed your Notice of Preparation of a Draft EIR for the proposed single-
family residential hauled water initiative for new development. The DDW along with California
Conference of Directors of Environmental Health (CCDEH) have opposed the use of hauled water
as a primary source of drinking water for new construction. CCDEH also considers utilizing hauled
water for this purpose as a poor land use practice for over a decade. A joint DHS/CCDEH policy
and letter are attached. California, and a number of other states, through the regulation of haulers,
has sought to reduce the risk associated with using hauled water as the primary source of drinking
water through the regulation of haulers and through recommendations to local jurisdictions.

One of DDW's concerns regarding water hauling is a practical one. USEPA has published a legal
finding (signed 11/26/1976, revised 11/1998), stating that once a hauler serves 15 or more houses,
the operation falls under the provisions of the Safe Drinking Water Act as a “constructed
conveyance” (copy attached). Due to the small number of licensed haulers and small number of
residences they serve, USEPA-Region 9 has not focused on this issue. However, should the use
of water hauling expand to a community level, as could potentially happen in the Antelope Valley
and others areas in Los Angeles County, USEPA may require DDW to enforce the more stringent
requirements of the SDWA on water haulers. The DWW is not anxious to see the role of water
haulers expand to the point where Region 9 would be forced to re-examine this issue.

The final decision on the use of hauled water for use by individual new homes on existing lots of
record is a local land use decision. However, to ensure that a public water system (PWS) is not
created, the county must not approve any land development utilizing hauled water as a source of
supply that would serve 15 or more connections or result in water being provided to 25 or more
persons at least 60 days out of the year (see definition of PWS). There should also be no
formation of any State Small Water Systems as part of this process, i.e., serving 5 to 14 service
connections. Based on this, hauled water should not be an option in the following circumstances:
e Any parcel map or sub-division map which identifies hauled water as a source of supply for
the lot(s) being formed — particularly those that create 5 or more lots of record.
» Any lot of record within the boundary or service area of a public water system.
e Any individual lof(s), where the intended use can reasonably expected to result in a water
system meeting the definition of a public water system or a state small water system.

Frviea Mascos, caar | THOMAS HOWARD, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

1180 Eugenia Placa, Suitz 200, Carpintersa. CA 93013 | www.ovaterbearas. ca.goy
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Dale Sakamoto -2- May 7, 2015

« Any individual lot(s), where the intended use meets the definition of a public water system
that falls under the provisions of §116282 or that is attempting to use hauled water to meet
the provision for exclusion under §116280 (b).

The existing DHS/CCDEH policy is not a regulatory requirement and does not carry the force of
law. If the county does decide to allow hauled water as a source of domestic water in new
construction, DDW would recommend that the following provisions be considered in the
development of county ordinances regulating this practice:

* The property owner be required to demonstrate, by attempting to develop an on-site
individual domestic water source, that water is unavailable on the property or is of a quality
that renders it unsuitable for domestic use.

e That a suitable recording be made as part of the property title, regarding the limitations of
the individual water supply, so that the property owner and successors, lenders and
insurance providers are fully aware of the constraints and potential liability created by a
hauled water supply. Such a recording should include a limitation that the residence only
be allowed to be “owner occupied™.

e That owners and their successors be required to connect to a public water system when or
if one becomes available without undue delay. The county should consider whether or not
to require that a cash bond be held in trust by the county, and be sufficient to cover
estimated future connection charges.

e That owners and their successors be provided with an informative fact sheet, acceptable to
the county, that informs them about the risks and responsibilities associated with hauled
water usage.

« That the owner release the state and county of any liability associated with their use of
hauled water.

The DDW and the County of Los Angeles are aware of private wells serving single-family
residences in the Agua Dulce area that have run dry. The homes are forming a water system,
Scenic Estates Mutual Water Company to serve the Agua Dulce homes, and they are seeking a

- connection to Newhall CWD. The reliability of obtaining hauled water during drought conditions is
very difficult and obtaining hauled water from a potable source is also very expensive. Many water
systems are not allowing haulers access to the distribution water supply due to lack of water
supply during the drought. The DDW is opposed to the County allowing new development for
single-family residences using hauled water.

If you have any questions concemning this letter, please contact me at (805) 566-1326.

Sincerely,

[

Kurt Souza, P.E.

Acting Southern California Branch Chief
Division of Drinking Water

State Water Resources Centrol Board
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February 7, 2003

County Planning and Building Departments

Dear Directors of Planning and Building Departments:
Re: Federal Safe Drinking Water Act Amendments Affecting Potable Water

In 1996, the reauthorization of the Federal Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) included requirements
designed to cnsure the viability of new public water systems. The California Division of Drinking Water
and Environmental Management (DDWEM) has since incorporated these requirements into the California
Health and Safety Code and notified all Directors of Environmental Health. A copy of these regulations
and guidance for the implementation of these new State laws was provided to Planning and Building
Departments in a letter from the State Department of Health Services dated February 4, 2000 (attachcd).

The purpose of this letter is to advise you that local planning and development policies and State laws
may overlap, and in some instances, may conflict with these recently mandated requirements for potable
water supplies as specified in the Uniform Plumbing Code. In addressing this issue, the DDWEM has
sought the advice and concurrence of the California Conference of Directors of Environmental Health in

order to jointly recommend a review of your land use policies to assure that adequate public health
protection is provided to new facilities,

For planning and development projects reviewed at the local level that may result in the formation of a
new public water system or change the ownership of an existing public water system, the project applicant
must be informed of the new mandates for Technical, Manageriat and Financial requirements (attached).
In addition, when reviewing projects for new residential or commercial construction, the Uniform
Plumbing Code requires that new construction be scrved by an acceptable source of potable water.

To avoid conflict with the recently adopted Federal mandates and existing State Codes, it may be
necessary for County General Plans to be amended to provide proper land use planning policy relative to
new construction and safe potable drinking water supplies. By doing so, this will allow for local decision
makers to discourage the proliferation of small water systems that may not be able to provide the
necessary technical, managerial or financial requirements to maintain such a system and may produce
substandard conditions as those found in some jurisdictions where hauled water was needed to provide
remedy to homeowners faced with an unrcliable and potentially, unsafe alternative water supply.




Hauled Water For New Development
February 7, 2003
Page 2

Providing information to project proponents

For proposals you review which may result in the formation of a new public water system or a change in
ownership of an existing public water system, we request that you inform the project proponent of the
Technical, Managerial and Financial (TMF) requirements. Please also refer the individual to our local
District office or your local Environmental Health Department. We have provided information
summarizing the TMF requirements as well as a list of contacts for each County.

We have also learned that some new construction is being atlowed where the source of the domestic water
supply has been identified by the project proponent as hauled water. The use of hauled water for
domestic purposes should only be allowed to serve existing facilities where the original supply is no
longer adequate duc to a loss of quantity or quality and where an approved source cannot be acquired.
The Department of Health Services and the Directors of Environmental Health do not support the
use of irrigation diteh water, hauled water (from any source), or similar unacceptable sources of
water for any new construction and request that this practice be eliminated.

Some counties have already effectively addressed this problem by amending the County General Plan to

actively discourage the formation of new public water systems and they prohibit the use of hauled water
for new construction.

We believe that by working together, we can effectively implement these requirements and thereby
protect the public health while following sound planning practices.

Sincerel Sincerely,

W(‘%/ M KSR
David Spath, Ph.D.,’P.E., Chief Mel Knight, R.E.I[1.S., President

Division of Drinking Water California Conference of Directors
and Environmental Management of Environmental Health

Attachments:

Copy of letter from February, 2000
General information on TMF requirements
~ Copy of TMF Regulatory Requirements
List of contacts
Definition of Public Water System
Locations & contact information for DHS District Offices

N

cc: County Board of Supervisors




Hauled Water For New Development
February 7, 2003
Page 3

County Environmental Health Departments
State Department of Real Estate

Mr. Tom Hensley, Assistant Commissioner of Subdivisions
PO Box 187005

Sacramento, CA 95818
Local Agency Formation Commission Officers (LAFCO)
REs and DEs, DDWEM
Clifford A. Sharpe, Chief, NCDWFOB
Cindy A. lForbes, Chief, SCDWFOB
Norm Knoll, Staff Counscl, DWP




Hauled Water For New Development
February 7, 2003
Page 4

Bulk Hauled Water Policy
September 19, 2002

Issune:

With the implementation of the recently adopted federal regulations, the California Department of Health
Services staff has worked with numerous Environmental Health Agencics and [rrigation Districts to
address several water-conveyance systems where older homes were served historically by older irrigation
districts in remote areas where potable water was not readily available or is limited. To allow for a more
seamless integration of these new regulations and to ensure that close collaboration occurs between State
and local agencies involved in permitting of new construction, it is desirable to adopt a policy restricting
or eliminating the utilization of these outdated non-conforming systems for development purposcs.

Recommendation:

The California Department ot Health Services’ Drinking Water Program and the California
Conference of Directors of Environmental Health concur that local governmental agencies ensure that
local policies are in cffect that prohibit the censtruction of new commercial and industrial facilities
and residential dwellings that would be served by non-conforming systems which include, but are not
limited to: irrigation ditch water; bulk hauled water (regardless of the source); and public water
systems that do not meet the current standards of the California Safe Drinking Water Act.

Background:

Typically, most local regulations and the California Government Code require that subdivisions
provide proof of an adequate water supply (private or public utilitics) and suitability of wastewater
disposal (onsite wastewater treatment systems on each parcel or public sewer service) prior to the
subdivision map being recorded. When community services are not available, common practice is to
require that a water well which produces adequate water quality and quantity be developed and that
approved onsite wastewater treatment systems be approved before building permits are issued.

[n instances where existing private water systems and or water wells fail to produce water in an
adequate quantity or quality (permanently or seasonally), the landowner seeks approval from the local
permitting agency for construction of a new water well to serve the water system. If this is
unsuccessful, local authorities may find a temporary resolution by allowing bulk hauled water from a
potable water source as an interim measure to allow the homeowner sufficient time to obtain a
permanent and reliable source of potable water.

The California Departinent of Health Services” Drinking Water Program and the California
Conference of Directors of Environmental Health concur that bulk hauled water does not provide the
equivalent level of public health protection nor reliability as that provided from a permanent water

system from an approved onsite source of water supply. This position is based on the following
public health risks:
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1. The potential for contamination exists when water is transferred from tanker trucks to
onsite storage facilities (water storage tanks). [mproper handling of the piping used to transfer the
water by accidental bacterial contamination easily occurs by personncl handling the delivery.
Fittings and hoses used in the transfer process between the truck and onsite storage facilities can
easily become contaminated during transport or from a prior delivery where adequate disinfection
between uses does not occur.

2. Storage tanks often are demonstrated to be the source of bacterial contamination. Frequent
opening and closing of hatches and transfer pipe openings increase the potential for contamination.
Contaminants often enter through poorly constructed and maintained roofs, lids and hatches, vents
and other openings.

3. Although water hauling companies must be licensed by the Food and Drug Branch of State
Department of Health Services, this does not ensure that the licensed hauler will at all times follow
the State guidelines. In addition, trucks may inadvertently haul materials other than potable water
and failure to recognize the potential for contamination may result in unsafe water being delivered
to the consumer,

4. Although an individual may be able to demonstrate that they have the financial resources
to purchase bulk hauled water at a given time, economic conditions from an individual, regional or
national level can deteriorate rapidly. A potable water supply must be reliable for not only the
initial owner, but also for successors, heirs and future owners of the property. The costs
associated with bulk hauled water for all domestic necds may be insurmountable and jeopardize
future reliability of such a source.

5. As demonstrated by a number of waterborne disease outbreaks from the use of water not

intended for drinking water purposes, there is generally a higher risk for contamination that may
result in serious illness or death. '

Local authority:

Local agencies have authority to set policy on bulk hauled water based on Uniform Plumbing Code
Sections 101.2, 202.0, and 601.0. These sections state:

Section 101.2, “Purposc: ...this Code is an ordinance providing the minimum
requirements and standards for the protection of public health, safety and welfare.”

Section 202.0, “Definition of Terms: Potable water is water which is satisfactory for

drinking, culinary, and domestic purposes and meets the requirements of the health
authority having jurisdiction.”

Section 601.0, “Running Water Required: Except where not deemed necessary for safety
of sanitation by the Administrative Authority, each plumbing fixture shall be provided with
an adequate supply of potable running water piped thereto in an approved manner, so
arranged as to flush and keep it in a clean and sanitary condition without danger of
backflow or cross-connection.™
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Victor J. Kimm
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Water Supply (WH-550)

FROM: Thomas A. Largen (signed by T. A. L))
Attorney-Advisor
Water Quality Division (A-131)

THRU: Roger D. Lec, Chief
Drinking Water Regulations Implementation Branch
Office of Water Supply (WH-550)

SUBIECT:  Applicability of the Sale Drinking Water Act to Water Haulers

Region V has requested an interpretation as to whether water haulers are public water
systems under the Safe Drinking Water Act.

A "public water system" is defined by Scction 1401(4) as:

...a system for the provision to the public of water for human consumption, through
pipes or other constructed conveyances if such system has at least fifteen service
conncctions or regularly! serves an average of at least twenly-five individuals daily
at least 60 days out of the year. '

Although the term "piped water” is not defined by the Act or the NIPDWR, hauled water
is piped into the carrier vehicle, withdrawn by similar mechanism into the user's cistern, and in
most cases, piped again from cistern to faucet. Theretore, a hauler presumably provides piped
water. '

"The regulations under the SDWA explain the term “regular” by stating that a public water
systemn must have at least filleen service connections or regularly serve an average of twenly-five
individualg daily at least sixty days out of the year. 40 CFR 35.603(c), 41 F.R. 2913, Jan. 20,
1976.
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This interpretation is reinforced by the legislative history of the SDWA which clearly
intends a broad meaning for "public water system" to insure comprehensive protection of pubilic
health. (Sce House Report No. 93-1183, at 1).

The broad purposc of the SDWA "is ta assure that water supply systems serving the public
meet mininum national standards for protection of public health”. (House Report No 93-1185, al
[). Whether water for public use is withdrawn from a transport vehiele, a river, or a well is
irrelevant under the comprehensive regulatory scheme,

Thus, a water hauler, whether independent or owned or operated by a public water system,
is itself a public water system under the NIPDWR il it meets minimum standards for number of
outlets or customers served.

Furthermore, if the water hauler serves at least fifteen service connections used by
year-round residents or regularly serves at {east twenty-five year-round residents, then the hauler is
a "community waler system” as defined by Scetion 141.2(a)(i). Otherwise, it is a non-community
system which would be subject to less stringent monitoring requirements than a community
systen.

The coverage section of NIPDWR, Section 141.3, includes any public water system,
unless it satisfics all of the following conditions:

(a) Consists only of distribution and storage facilities (and does not have any collection
and treatment tacilities):

(b) Obtains all of its water from, but is not owned or operated by, a public water
systeny to which such regulations apply;

(c) Does not selt well water to any person; and
(d) Is not a camrier which conveys passengers in interstate commerce.

It independently owned or operated, a water hauler's business presumably is to sell water.
Therelore, condition (c) is nat met. To "sell" water is given broad meaning under the Act. For
cxample, a sale transaction cannot be disguised as a service charge to circumvent condition (c).
Note the House Committee's interpretation:

Thus, for cxample, a municipal systemn which impnses water and sewage taxes or
charges would not be exempt, because it sells water within the meaning of the
section. Any distributor of water for human consumption, whether public or
private, would be subject to the primary regulations unless he can show that he
receives his water supplics from a system which is subject to the regulations and_he
does not charge consumers tor the water that he provides. The purpase ot this
provision is to excupt from Federal regulation those facilities such as hotels, which

[p]
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merely by virlue of having a storage tank and acting as a conduit from public watet
svstem o consumer would otherwise be subject to Federal regulation ag a public
waler svstem.

By this provision the Committee intends that primary regulations would apply to housing
develppments, molels, restaurants, trailer parkers, and other businesses serving the public, if the
business in question maintains its own well or water supply. The Committee intends to exempt
business which mercly store and distribute water provided by others, unless that business sells
water as a separate item or bills separately for water it provides. {(Emphasis added). House Report

No. 93-1185, at 7.

[ the case of a water hauler which is owned or operated by a public water system to
which the NIPDWR apply, and from which the hauler obtains all its water, condition (b) of the
coverage in Scction 141.3 is not satisficd. Neither, presumably, is the non-sale condition of
subparagraph (¢) satisfied. The broad meaning of to "sell” water under SDWA docs not intend to
permit circumvention of condition (c) by resort to accounting devices, ¢ g., arranging to have users
make direct payments to the source supplicr and be billed separately by the hauler for a "service
charge". (See above quoted passage trom House Report No 93-1185, at 17.)

Note, however, the effect of Scetion 141.29 of the NIPDWR, which provides for
modifications in monitoring requirements for "consecutive public water systems” to the extent that
the interconnection of the systems justifics treating them as a single system for purposes of
monitoring. Thus, if a water hauler qualifying as a "public watcr system” obtains all of its water
{rom anather "public water systeny,” then the state may treat the two as a single system for
purposes of monitoring, where the state finds the interconnection of the two systems is justiticd for
this limited purpose, and the modificd monitoring is conducted pursuant to a schedule speeified by
the state and concurred in by the Administrator of EPA. See Section 141.29 of the NIPDWR.
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Mr. Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Re:  Castaic Lake Water Agency’'s Comments on the Notice of Preparation
(NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report for the Hauled Water Initiative
for New Development (Project)

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

The Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) submits the following comments to provide
guidance to the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works consistent with the
intent of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) regarding NOP responses
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15082(b)). Although CLWA will not be a responsible
agency as defined in CEQA, CLWA is an interested agency. Additionally, many of the
parcels in the Castaic/Santa Clarita/Aqua Dulce Subarea as described in the Project
description are within the CLWA service area. Therefore, we request notification of
any information promulgated regarding the Project or its associated environmental
documentation. With regard to the NOP we have included a discussion of potentially
significant environmental issues for water utilities that should be addressed in the
DEIR. Additionally, we believe that the Initial Study has erroneously made
determinations of no impact or less than significant impact in a number of other
impact categories.

Potentially Significant Environmental Impacts to Water Service Utilities

The evaluation of the proposed Project and any alternatives in the DEIR should
address the following potential impacts to Water Service Utilities:

1. The Project is proposing to allow up to 42,872 parcel owners within the
unincorporated County area to use trucked water for single-family detached
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residential units. This would represent a sizable water demand in an area that has
extremely limited water resources and is experiencing the most severe drought in

California history. In fact, CLWA has been approached by community members in
the Bouquet Creek and Aqua Dulce areas whose local wells are no longer

producing and have to rely on expensive hauled water that they report to be

unreliable as well as economically unsustainable. To compound these problems
with additional residences that lack a water supply is an example of poor land use

planning.

‘A PUBLIC AGENCY PROVIDING RELIABLE, QUALITY WATER AT A REASONABLE COST TD THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY”

27234 BOUQUET CANYON ROAD -

SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA 81350-2173 +

website address: www . clwa,org

661 2971600

FAX 661 297+1611
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Others have raised concerns that recharge from septic systems are comprising too large
a portion of local groundwater from which local wells withdraw water, including those that
are likely to provide sources for hauled water. The DEIR should identify the likely water
sources to be used if the ordinance is approved and evaluate the impacts to the area
where the water would be acquired as well as adjacent areas that are hydrologically
connected. This evaluation should include the ability of the affected water supply to
meet demand in the long-term including at the time of build-out for the communities in
the vicinity/water utility service area. Additionally, the quality of the water supply to be
provided, and impacts to those areas that the water would be extracted from, needs to
be evaluated. Also, variations in water quality and quantity due to drought should be a
part of the analysis.

. All domestic water suppliers with over 3,000 connections must document a strategy for

compliance with SBX7-7, which requires that they achieve a twenty percent per capita
reduction in potable water demand by the year 2020. The strategy includes reliance on
all new development using water conservation technology and meeting new code
requirements and the efficient use of irrigation in any outdoor landscaped areas. The
DEIR needs to document how the ordinance would not interfere with meeting the goals
of the law and how the new development served by hauled water would be conditioned
for the maximum amount of water conservation.

Consistent with the requirements of CEQA regarding cumulative analysis, the impacts
described above need to be evaluated in conjunction with the impacts of related projects
to determine if the ordinance would have significant cumulative impacts. For instance,
no drinking water supplier had the opportunity in forecasting long term demand to
calculate the additional demands that would result from the Project nor was any water
supplier able to evaluate the Project's impacts to future demand in its 2010 Urban Water
Management Plan (UWMP). The increase in demand resuiting from the Project will
need to be accounted for in all of the affected agencies’ 2015 UWMPs including those of
the Los Angeles County Waterworks Districts.

The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) requires the adoption
groundwater management plans that are tailored to the resources and needs of their
communities. Good groundwater management will provide a buffer against drought and
climate change, and contribute to reliable water supplies regardless of weather patterns.
The Project is likely to have impacts on numerous groundwater basins and those
impacts will need to be accounted for in order to permit local agencies to comply with
SGMA.

The evaluation of the'impacts to water facilities in the Initial Study Checklist (Section
3.17.3 (b)) does not address the need for new water facilities and instead only
addresses wastewater facilities. In fact, new water facilities will need to be constructed
to provide hauled water and other facilities may need to be constructed as a result of lost
supplies to other water suppliers in the region. Large lots of the type covered by the
ordinance typically use an acre foot or more per year so the document needs to address
the new demand/loss of approximately 50,000 acre feet of water per year in the region.
In comparison, this new water demand is substantially higher than the imported water
total that CLWA currently delivers to the Santa Clarita Valley.
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6.

Potent

The evaluation of the impacts to water supplies in the Initial Study Checklist (Section
3.17.3 (d)) has numerous errors regarding the availability of supplies and ability of

agencies to deliver water to the new residences permitted by the Project. This DEIR
section will need to be authored by someone with expert knowledge of existing water
conditions and the current drought to adequately evaluate impacts to water supplies.

The presumption in many categories of the Initial Study Checklist, including Water
Service Ultilities, of a “reasonable worst-case build out scenario” is in error and CEQA
does not permit an arbitrary limiting of the time horizon of a project to evaluate impacts.
The DEIR will need to evaluate the impacts from the construction of 42,872 single family
residences in every impact category, including the increase of up to 50,000 acre feet per
year of new potable water demand.

ially Significant Environmental Impacts to Other Checklist Categories

In addition to the impacts to Water Service Utilities, CLWA notes the other areas of the Initial
Study that appear to be deficient in their evaluation of the environmental impacts of the Project.

1.

Agricultural Resources - The Initial Study indicates that impacts to Agricultural
Resources will be less than significant. The supporting text does not address the
potential for lowered groundwater levels that would compel farms in the region to sink
deeper wells or abandon irrigation and reduce the area farmed. This would impact not
only farmland within the Project’s direct area of impact, but adjacent farmland in the
areas that the water will be acquired from. Agriculture is substantially dependent on
groundwater and increased pumping as a result of the Project would potentially result in
a significant reduction of those groundwater supplies. Additionally, while it may be
correct that the development of a single-family residence and any associated structures
does not preclude the use of the remainder of the parcel from agricuitural use, if a
significant portion of the 42,872 parcels were to lose all or part of the available arable
land, this would potentially add up to a significant loss of farmland. These potential
impacts should be evaluated in the DEIR and feasible mitigation measures prepared for
any significant impacts.

Air Quality/Odors — The Initial Study indicates there would be a less than significant
impact due to impacts from odors. The explanation does not address the potential for
increased diesel truck trips that result in odors in residential areas or other sensitive
uses. The trucks would also congregate in currently unknown locations to be filled with
water supplies that are yet to be identified. The fill stations would be potential hot spots
of air emissions and potentially impact surrounding sensitive uses. These potential
impacts should be evaluated in the DEIR and feasible mitigation measures prepared for
any significant impacts.

Geology and Soils — The Initial Study states there are no impacts because single-family
residences are currently permitted by zoning in the project area and therefore there
won't be any persons exposed to any additional risk with the approval of the Project.
However, the residences cannot be built without the Project’s approval and it is this
discretionary action that will result in residences being built in locations where none can
be built today. Therefore, the approval of the Project would allow construction potential
in areas of high geotechnical risk. All of the questions in the Geology and Soils section
of the Initial Study should have been answered as potentially significant impacts. These
potential impacts should be evaluated in the DEIR and feasible mitigation measures
should be prepared for any significant impacts.
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4.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials — The Initial Study is conclusionary in making
determinations that the emissions of hazardous materials near schools would not be an
impact nor would there be any impacts due to increased wildfire risk. The Project would
greatly increase diesel truck traffic in residential areas and within one-quarter mile of
numerous schools. Diesel combustion emissions are considered an air toxic, and an
evaluation of the potential impacts needs to be performed in the DEIR and feasible
mitigation measures should be prepared for any significant impacts. The Hazardous
Materials Assessment is flawed in that there is no known location of water fill stations
and no proposed routes for the transportation of hauled water.

The Project would result in greatly increased exposure of single-family residences to
wildfire hazards as result of locating them in areas that currently don’t have water
service, thereby exposing both residents and firefighters to higher risk. The contention
in the Initial Study that the County’s approval process would reduce these potentially
significant impacts to less than significant is not backed by substantial evidence and
needs to be evaluated in the DEIR. If the impacts are determined to remain potentially
significant, feasible mitigation measures need to be prepared.

In all of the impact categories above, and those that have been determined to be potentially
significant in the Initial Study, a thorough cumulative analysis will need be conducted to evaluate
the impacts from the build-out of the 42,872 parcels along the build-out of related projects and
the General Plan land uses for the Los Angeles County Fifth Supervisorial District.

CLWA

appreciates having the opportunity to respond to the NOP and looks forward to reviewing

the Draft EIR. If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact Jeff Ford,
Principal Water Resources Planner, at (661) 513-1231.

Sincerely, /
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Dan Masnada
General Manager

ccC:

Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors

CLWA Board of Directors

Rosalind Waymans, Los Angeles County Fifth Supervisorial District

David Perry, Los Angeles County Fifth Supervisorial District

Gail Farber, Chief Engineer, Los Angeles County Department of Public Works

Richard J. Bruckner, Director of Planning, Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning
Interim Health Officer Jeffrey Gunzenhauser, Los Angeles County Department of Public Health
Jeff Kightlinger, General Manager, Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Marcie L. Edwards, General Manager, Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

Dan Flory, General Manager, Antelope Valley East Kern Water Agency

Dennis D. LaMoreaux, General Manager, Palmdale Water District

Adam Avriki, District Engineer, Los Angeles County Waterworks Districts

Steve Cole, General Manager, Newhall County Water District

Mauricio Guardado Jr., Retail Operations Manager, Santa Clarita Water Division

Keith Abercrombie, General Manager, Valencia Water Company
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Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the
Hauled Water Initiative for New Development Project

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD staff’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air
quality impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document. Please send the
SCAQMD a copy of the CEQA document upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the
State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD at
the address in our letterhead. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or technical documents
related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health
risk assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files (not Adobe PDF
files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to complete its
review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air quality
documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist other
public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency use this
Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. More recent guidance developed since this
Handbook was published is also available on SCAQMD’s website here: http:/www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993). SCAQMD staff also recommends that the lead agency use
the CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and
locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from typical land use
development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air Pollution Control Officers
Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is available free of charge at:
www.caleemod.com.

The Lead A gency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the project
and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including demolition, if
any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to,
emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings,
off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker
vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions
from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road
tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or attract
vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD staff requests that
the lead agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to the recommended regional significance
thresholds found here: http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-
thresholds.pdf?sfvrsn=2. In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, the SCAQMD staff recommends
calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST’s can
be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts
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when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is
recommended that the lead agency perform a localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or
performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:
http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it
is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile
source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel
Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be found at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use
of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be found in the
California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective, which can be found at
the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use Handbook is a general
reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land
use decision-making process.

Mitigation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation
measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize or
eliminate these impacts. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation
measures must also be discussed. Several resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, including:
e Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook
e SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-
handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies.
e  CAPCOA’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf.
s  SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling construction-related
emissions
e  Other measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance
Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found
at the following internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-
guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf?sfvrsn=4.

Data Sources

SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available via
the SCAQMD’s webpage (http://www.agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project emissions are accurately evaluated
and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at Jwong1@agmd.gov or
call me at (909) 396-3176.

Sincerely,

Jillcan Weng
Jillian Wong, Ph.D.
Program Supervisor

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

LACI150430-09
Control Number
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TO: Dale Sakamoto
Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
Department of Public Works

FROM: Michelle Tsiebos, REHS, DPA M-T
Environmental Health Division
Department of Public Health

SUBJECT: CEQA Consultation/Notice of Preparation
Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
Unincorporated Los Angeles County

The Department of Public Health - Environmental Health Division has reviewed the information provided in
the draft Initial Study (IS) for the project identified above. The Project is to assess the feasibility of the
adoption of an ordinance to allow hauled water as the primary source of potable water for new single-family
residential construction in unincorporated areas of the County of Los Angeles, where there is no available
service from a public or private water purveyor and where it has been demonstrated that an onsite
groundwater well is not feasible. We offer the following comments.

Hydrology and Water Quality

The Initial Study did not give the drought situation the emphasis it now deserves following the Governor’s
Executive Order B-29-15 of April 1, 2015. Due to the water restrictions on the municipal water systems, and
the upcoming curtailment on water rights for ground water, the EIR will have to focus more on the
availability of potable water to be hauled to new residences. It is most probable that any “surplus” water
supplies from water wholesalers will be directed to “reserves” rather than sales.

At the level of subdivisions, which are not included in the hauled water initiative, we are already observing
moratorium for new water connections from some municipal water purveyors.

For any questions regarding this report, please contact me at (626) 430-5382 or at
mtsiebos@ph.lacounty.gov.
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Mr. Date Sakamoto County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Re: Newhall County Water District’s Comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an
Environmental Impact Report for the Hauled Water Initiative for New Development (Project)

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) for the Hauled Water Initiative for New Development (Project). The Newhall County
Water District (NCWD) submits the following comments to provide guidance to the Los Angeles
County Department of Public Works in the preparation of the EIR for the Project.

The Project is proposing to allow up to 42,872 parcel owners within the unincorporated County area
to use trucked water for single-family detached residential units. Large lots of the type covered by
the Project typically use an acre foot or more per year. The EIR will need to address the new demand
of approximately 50,000 acre feet of water per year in the region. This represents a sizable water
demand in an area that has extremely limited water resources.- In fact, NCWD has been approached
by existing property owners in the Aqua Dulce area whose local wells are no longer producing. These
property owners have to rely on expensive hauled water that they report to be unreliable as well as
economically unsustainable.

The EIR should identify the likely water sources to be used and evaluate the impacts to the area
where the water would be acquired as well as adjacent areas that are hydrologically connected. This
evaluation should include the ability of the affected water supply to meet both quality standards and
demand in the long-term including at the time of build-out.

Consistent with the requirements of CEQA regarding cumulative analysis, the impacts described
above need to be evaluated in conjunction with the impacts of related projects to determine if the
Project would have significant cumulative impacts. Forinstance, no drinking water supplier had the
opportunity in forecasting long term demand to caiculate the additional demand that would resuit
from the Project nor was any water supplier able to evaluate the Project's impacts to future demand
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in its 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP). The increase in demand resulting from the
Project will need to be accounted for in all of the affected agencies 2015 UWMPs including those of
the Los Angeles County Waterworks Districts.

NCWD appreciates your consideration of these comments. Please feel free to contact me at
(661) 702-4439.

Sincerely,

NEWHALL COU

hen L. Cole
General Manager



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EASTERN AVENUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90063-3294

DARYL L. OSBY
FIRE CHIEF
FORESTER & FIRE WARDEN

May 20, 2015

Dale Sakamoto, Civil Engineer

LA County Department of Public Works
Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

RECIRCULATING THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND NOTICE OF A SCOPING MEETING,
“PROPOSED SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL HAULED WATER INITIATIVE FOR
NEW DEVELOPMENT”, ASSESS THE FEASIBILITY OF THE ADOPTION OF AN
ORDINANCE TO ALLOW HAULED WATER, APPROXIMATELY 42,872 PARCEL
OWNERS, CONSISTS OF APPROXIMATELY 342,715 ACRES OR
APPROXIMATELY 535 SQUARE MILES, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

(FFER 201500078)

The Recirculating the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report and
Notice of a Scoping Meeting has been reviewed by the Planning Division, Land
Development Unit, Forestry Division, and Health Hazardous Materials Division of the
County of Los Angeles Fire Department. The following are their comments:

PLANNING DIVISION:

1. We have no comments at this time.

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

1. Chapter 5, Section 507.1, of the Fire Code specifies that an approved water
supply capable of supplying the required fire flow for fire protection shall be

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:
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Dale Sakamoto, Civil Engineer
May 20, 2015
Page 2

provided to premises upon which buildings are constructed. Additionally, Fire
Code Chapter 5, Section 507.4, states the fire-code official shall be provided with
approved documentation of the water supply test prior to final approval of the
water supply system. If a project does not have a public water supply, an
“alternate means of fire protection” can be requested, and it shall comply with the
Fire Department’s Regulation No.19. The water tank is required to be supplied
from a private on-site well that is certified sustainable by the Department of
Public Health and meet all required health standards. Please contact FPEA
Wally Collins at (323) 890-4243 or Wally.Collins@fire.lacounty.gov if there are
any questions regarding these comments.

FORESTRY DIVISION — OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

1.

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department’s
Forestry Division include erosion control, watershed management, rare and
endangered species, vegetation, fuel modification for Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and cultural resources, and the
County Oak Tree Ordinance. Potential impacts in these areas should be
addressed.

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

1.

The Health Hazardous Materials Division (HHMD) of the Los Angeles County Fire
Department has no comment or objection to the “residential hauled water initiative”
project.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.

Very truly yours,

KEVIN T. JOHNSON, ACTING CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

KTJ:ad



Santa Clarita Valley Chamber of Commerce

27451 Tourney Road, Suite 160 e Santa Clarita, CA 91355
(661) 702-6977 = (661) 702-6980

May 21, 2015

Mr. Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11® Floor
Alhambra CA 91803

RE: Santa Clarita Valley Chamber of Commerce Support of Castaic Lake Water Agency’s
Comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report for the Hauled

Water Initiative for New Development (Project)

Dear Mr. Sakamoto,

On behalf of the Santa Clarita Valley Chamber of Commerce, | am writing to inform you that on
May 19, 2015, the Board of Directors voted unanimously to support the Castaic Lake Water
Agency’s comments on the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the

Hauled Water Initiative.

The Castaic Lake Water Agency submitted their comments in a letter to you dated May 20, 2015,
to provide guidance to the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works consistent with the
intent of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) regarding NOP responses. The Santa
Clarita Valley Chamber of Commerce fully agrees with the concerns stated in this letter.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

:-\_k,_,_ /’i Lx\ CAe

Terri K. Crain
President / CEO

15YEARS
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AGUA DULCE TOWN COUNCIL

33201 Agua Dulce Canyon Road * Box Number 8 * Agua Dulce, CA 91390
Website: www.adtowncouncil.com

@  Don Henry, President
(661) 268-1731
BH33605@aol.com

®  Mary Johnson, Secretary

. (661) 268-8804
October 17,2014 marviohnson767@amail.com
@  Troy Fosberg, Treasurer
(818) 854-0031
damages22@gmail.com

@  Steve Cummings, Clerk
(661)433-3234

Mr. Dale Sakamoto hasaranch1@yahoo.com
Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments e  Scott Keller, Member

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works ‘ (661)317-5355

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor scottwilliamkeller@aol.com
Alhambra, CA 91803 e  Ed Porter, Member

(661) 992-3692
porteredward@msn.com

® lou Vince, Member

RE:  Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments (L:’:uo@) ﬁ?j;\,ﬂ:,f,‘;com

Via Email to: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

The Agua Dulce Town Council appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Proposed Single-Family
Residential Hauled Water [nitiative for New Development Scoping. We also appreciate the Department of
Public Works hosting scoping meetings in the affected areas to solicit information from the public.

The Agua Dulce Town Council is a local entity representing approximately 5,000 residents in the
unincorporated community of Agua Dulce in northern Los Angeles County. Our community is semi-rural
and is composed of a town center and small family-owned ranches and homesteads.

The Council has reviewed the Notice of Preparation and the Initial Study, and while we do not consider
ourselves to be experts in the complexities of the proposed initiative, we do have a number of comments
relating to the perceived impacts of allowing hauled water for new single-family residential construction.
The proposed initiative directly impacts our community of Agua Dulce.

o Parcels affected by the proposed initiative: The County has estimated that ALL of the now
vacant parcels in the 5" District located in areas where there is no designated water purveyor
(42,677 parcels) could be eligible to seek authorization for use of hauled water to support new
single family residence construction.

o That estimation is clearly overstated. Based on known groundwater resources, many of
these vacant parcels could be developed with drilling a private well providing adequate
water quality and quantity yields required by Los Angeles County Department of
Environmental Health.

o In addition to drilling wells, there may be a number of parcels that are within a reasonable
distance from a water purveyor. Those parcels could install the required infrastructure
and join a water utility, company, or district for distribution of potable water.

o Using that over inflated estimated number of vacant parcels (42,677) in the “worst case
scenario,” of 384 building permits per year, over the 20 year projection to 2035, only
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7,680 parcels would be developed; less than 18% of the total vacant parcels.

o Using the over-inflated number of vacant parcels results in an overstated cumulative
effect.

o Table 13.13.2-3 has incorrect numbers stated in New Single-Family Residence Permits
Issued in the Hauled Water (Initiative study area not as part of a subdivision). The
numbers do not match the totals and average noted in the text.

o Evaluation of impacts related to single-family residence construction: Impacts related to
construction of single family residences should be eliminated from review.

' o According to the adopted Land Use Policy Map in the 1980 Land Use Element of the
adopted Los Angeles County General Plan, the 42,677 subject parcels have been
designated with 13 different land use types that permit single-family residential
development.

o Pursuant to the zoning designations described under Title 22 Planning and Zoning, the
42,677 parcels that are subject to the proposed initiative fall within eight zoning
designations described in the Los Angeles County, California, Code of Ordinances - Title
22 Planning and Zoning. All eight of these zoning designations permit the construction of
a single family residence.

o Impacts related to single family residence construction are covered within the General
and Area Plans. There is no need to consider the impacts of single family residence
construction when that is an entitlement of the parcel. Further evaluation is redundant
and unnecessary. .

o IF any of these 42,677 parcels were to drill their own well OR hook up to a water
purveyor, residential construction impacts to aesthetics, air quality, biological resources,
greenhouse gas emission, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, noise,
population and housing, public services, recreation, transportation/traffic, and utilities and
service systems would NOT be studied to determine any environmental issues. As long
as the residential construction adhered to National, State, and County regulations, the
cumulative environmental impacts would not be considered. Evaluation of environmental
impacts to residential construction related impacts is addressed in the General Plan and
subsequent Area Plans. It is redundant and unnecessary to evaluate them any further.

o- The only environmental impacts to be evaluated should be related to the actual
operations of a water hauling truck.

« Evaluation of Land Use Change: Prior to 2003, approvals of domestic water sources were not
required for new single-family residential development. Prior to 2003, all of the referenced 42,677
vacant parcels would have been permitted to subdivide their property in a minor land division.
This policy, while allowing the parcel to be developed essentially prohibits the land owner from
the ability to subdivide with a minor fand division.

o Evaluation of Aesthetics regarding Water Tank: The visual impacts of glare and impacts to
significant ridgelines regarding water tanks should not be evaluated. Existing water tanks are
part of the landscape of our area and are required for fire protection whether or not the residence
is served by hauled water. Aesthetic impacts or any other impacts related to water storage tanks
should not be evaluated.

o Reasonable Range of Feasible Alternatives must be evaluated: The objective of the EIR may
need to be modified to indicate the objective is to find potable water sources for construction of
single family residences. By broadening that objective, a number of reasonable, feasible
alternatives can be evaluated.

o Evaluate the potential of reducing the current policy of 2,880 gallons per day minimum
well yield requirement to a more realistic amount would allow those parcels with low
producing wells to have the ability to construct a single family residence.

o Evaluating the potential of low-cost, affordable, subsidized water purveyor infrastructure
and distribution to the rural underserved population.

Page 2 of 3



We encourage Los Angeles County Department of Public Works to evaluate only the impacts related to
water hauling operations, eliminate impacts related to single family residence construction, research and
determine a more realistic number of parcels affected by the proposed initiative, eliminate impacts relating
to water storage tanks, evaluate the loss of allowing minor land divisions, and to evaluate reasonable and
feasible alternatives to the initiative in the Draft Environmental Impact Report.

‘We ask that our comments and those of our constituents be given serious consideration. We appreciate
the opportunity to present our concerns and hope those concerns are kept in mind during the preparation
of the Environmental Impact Report. If any of our comments need clarification or further explanation,
please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

Dewn Henry

Don Henry, President
Agua Dulce Town Council —- 2014

Cce: Ms. Rosalind Wayman, 5" District Deputy rwayman@lacbos.org
Mr. Edel Vizcarra, 5™ District Land Use Deputy evizcarra@lacbos.org
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—THE NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY Edmund G. Brown, Jr., Governor

BOARD OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION

P.O. Box 944246
SACRAMENTO, CA 94244-2460
Website: www.bof fire.ca.gov

(916) 653-8007

Via emalil

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto/Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor

Alhambra, California 91803

June 1, 2015

RE: Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

The California State Board of Forestry and Fire Protection (Board) would like to issue comment on the revised scope and
contents of the Initial Study for the Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development. The
Board of Forestry and Fire Protection disagrees with the assessment that this proposed initiative has no impact or a less than
significant impact on hazards and hazardous materials, especially since the proposed additional parcels are in areas of
VHFHSZ and/or SRA.

This proposed initiative is incompatible with Policy S 3.1 in the County’'s 2035 General Plan Update — “Discourage
development in VHFHSZs, particularly in areas with significant biological resources.” and Policy S 3.6 — “Ensure adequate
infrastructure, including ingress, egress, and peak load water supply availability for all projects located in VHFHSZs.”
Additionally, this proposal does not meet the water supply and availability requirements of §1275.10 in Title 14 CCR — State
Responsibility Area (SRA) Fire Safe Regulations. Residential development in the SRA that does not comply with §1275.10
and Title 14 regulations may be subject to enforcement by CAL FIRE.

According to page 3.8-15 of the Initial Study, nearly 20% of the study area is located within High or Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones and 22% of the study area is in SRA (page 3.14-2). This initiative includes no specifications for how Los
Angeles County proposes to protect homes in VHFHSZs or SRA that take advantage of this initiative with additional wildfire
protection mitigations nor does it describe how new residential development will meet state and local requirements for
emergency water infrastructure. The Board recommends that, in the development of this ordinance, LA County Public Works
and LA County Planning meet with LA County Fire to ensure all state and local standards for wildland firefighting water supply
are met.

Given the fire history and fire hazard risk faced by the study area, particularly the Acton, Kagel Canyon, Lake
Hughes/Gorman/West of Lancaster, and Castaic/Santa Clarita/Agua Dulce subareas, the Board believes the proposed hauled
water ordinance is insufficient to meet the emergency water needs for residential development. There are potentially
significant impacts that would expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
contrary to the County’s finding on page 2-7. The Board requests this issue be studied in further depth in the Environmental
Impact Report.

Sincerely,

Edith Hannigan

Board Consultant, SRA
edith.hannigan@bof.ca.gov
(916) 653-2928

cc: Chief Philip Cocker, Los Angeles County Fire Department
Assistant Chief J. Lopez, Los Angeles County Fire Department
Chris Browder, CAL FIRE Deputy Environmental Coordinator

The Board’s mission is to lead California in developing policies and programs that serve the public interest in environmentally, economically,
and socially sustainable management of forest and rangelands, and a fire protection system that protects and serves the people of the state.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—THE NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY Edmund G. Brown, Jr,, Govermnor

BOARD OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION

P.O. Box 944246
SACRAMENTO, CA 24244-2460
Website: www bof.fire.ca.gov

(916) 653-8007

Via email

County of Los Angeles Depariment of Public Works

Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto/Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor

Alhambra, California 91803

October 19, 2014

RE: Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

The California State Board of Forestry and Fire Protection (Board) would like to issue comment on the scope and contents of
the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New
Development.

This proposed initiative is incompatible with Policy S 3.1 in the County’s 2035 General Plan Update — “Discourage
development in VHFHSZs, particularly in areas with significant biological resources.” and Policy S 3.6 — “Ensure adequate
infrastructure, including ingress, egress, and peak load water supply availability for all projects located in VHFHSZs."
Additionally, this proposal does not meet the water supply and availability requirements of §1275.10 in Title 14 CCR - SRA
Fire Safe Regulations.

According to page 3.8-15 of the Initial Study, nearly 20% of the study area is located within High or Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones and 22% of the study area is in State Responsibility Area (SRA) (page 3.14-2). The proposed ordinance
provides water source exemptions for residential development in areas in VHFHSZ and SRA that do not have sufficient
groundwater for wells and no designated water purveyor. By developing an ordinance that creates alternative water source
options, the County is encouraging development in Very High Fire Hazard Areas while failing to provide sufficient water supply
and infrastructure, which is directly contrary to the above stated policies. This initiative includes no specifications for how Los
Angeles County proposes to protect homes in VHFHSZs or SRA that take advantage of this initiative with additional wildfire
mitigations nor does it describe how new residential development will meet state and local requirements for emergency water
infrastructure.

Given the fire history and fire hazard risk faced by the study area, particularly the Acton, Kagel Canyon, Lake
Hughes/Gorman/West of Lancaster, and Castaic/Santa Clarita/Agua Dulce subareas, the Board believes the proposed hauled
water ordinance is insufficient to meet the emergency water needs for residential development. There are potentially
significant impacts that would expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
contrary to the County’s finding on page 2-7. The Board requests this issue be studied in further depth in the Environmental
Impact Report.

Sincerely,

Edith Hannigan

Board Consultant, SRA
edith.hannigan@bof.ca.gov
(916) 653-2928

cc: J. Lopez, Los Angeles County Fire Department
Chris Browder, CAL FIRE Deputy Environmental Coordinator

The Board’s mission is to lead California in developing policies and programs that serve the public interest in environmentally, economically,
and socially sustainable management of forest and rangelands, and a fire protection system that protects and serves the people of the state.



%) 3883 Ruffin Road

State of California — Natural Resources Agency EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Directo
¢ South Coast Region

San Diego, CA 92123
(858) 467-4201
www.wildlife.ca.gov

October 17, 2014

Mr. Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803
dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

Subject: Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New
Development in Los Angeles County (SCH# 2014091048).

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has reviewed the above-
referenced Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water
Initiative for New Development (Project) Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
prepared by the County of Los Angeles (County) acting as the Lead Agency under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The Project site includes 42,677 parcels in the unincorporated territory of Los Angeles
County. The combined Project area consists of approximately 285,500 acres or
approximately 450 square miles in the northern one-third of the County, including areas
located north and east of the San Gabriel Mountains in the Antelope Valley; areas
located northeast of the City of Santa Clarita, north and south of California State Route
14; areas that are southwest of the City of Palmdale in the communities of Agua Duice
and Acton; and in the Kagel Canyon area in the Angeles National Forest.

The Project involves a proposed ordinance that would allow hauled water as the primary
source of potable water for new development of single-family residences on existing
vacant legal lots or lots that are eligible for a certificate of compliance where the
property owner has demonstrated that there is no other feasible source of private or
municipal potable water or capability of developing an on-site well to provide potable
water to the property, and only if the property lies outside of the boundaries of the local
private and municipal water districts, and is not eligible for service by the nearest public-
community water purveyor. The ordinance is proposed for parcels that are larger than
2,000 square feet in size with slopes under 50 percent. The ordinance would be
applicable solely to the unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870



Dale Sakamoto
October 17, 2014
Page20of 8

The following statements and comments have been prepared pursuant to the
Department's authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over natural resources
affected by the project, (CEQA Guidelines § 15386) and pursuant to our authority as a
Responsible Agency under CEQA Guidelines section 15381 over those aspects of the
proposed project that come under the purview of the California Endangered Species Act
(CESA) (Fish and Game Code § 2050 et seq.) and Fish and Game Code section 1600
et seq.

Specific Comments

1. Cumulative Impacts — The proposed Project may have cumulative effect on
sensitive species and habitats known to occur on and adjacent to the Project site.
A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described under CEQA
Guidelines Section 15130. The Department recommends the DEIR analyze
cumulative effects to sensitive species and habitats resulting from the proposed
Project and known proposed developments on adjacent properties as well as
potential effects to regional conservation planning.

2. Growth-Inducing Impacts — The DEIR should discuss the growth-inducing impacts
on biological resources within the Project footprint that may result from the
development of Project infrastructure and road improvements, which are not
currently present in the area.

General Comments

The Department provides the following comments for general issues and concerns
regarding Project impacts fo biological resources.

1. The Department has responsibility for wetland and riparian habitats. It is the policy
of the Department to strongly discourage development in wetlands or conversion of
wetlands to uplands. The Department opposes any development or conversion,
which would result in a reduction of wetland acreage or wetland habitat, values,
unless, at a minimum, Project mitigation assures there will be “no net loss” of either
wetland habitat values or acreage. Development and conversion include but are
not limited to conversion to subsurface drains, placement of fill or building of
structures within the wetland, and channelization or removal of materials from the
streambed. All wetlands and watercourses, whether intermittent or perennial,
should be retained and provided with substantial setbacks, which preserve the
riparian and aquatic values and maintain their value to on-site and off-site wildlife
populations. Mitigation measures to compensate for impacts to mature riparian
corridors must be included in the DEIR and must compensate for the loss of
function and value of a wildlife corridor.

a) The Project area supports aquatic, riparian, and wetland habitats; therefore, a
jurisdictional delineation of the creeks and their associated riparian habitats
should be included in the DEIR. The delineation should be conducted pursuant
to the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) wetland definition adopted by the
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Department.’ Please note that some wetland and riparian habitats subject to the
Department’s authority may extend beyond the jurisdictional limits of the USACE.

b) The Department also has regulatory authority over activities in streams and/or
lakes that will divert or obstruct the natural flow, or change the bed, channel, or
bank (which may include associated riparian resources) of a river or stream, or
use material from a streambed. For any such activities, the Project applicant (or
“entity”) must provide written notification to the Department pursuant to section
1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code. Based on this notification and other
information, the Depariment determines whether a Lake and Streambed
Alteration Agreement (LSA) with the applicant is required prior to conducting the
proposed activities. The Department’s issuance of a LSA for a Project that is
subject to CEQA will require CEQA compliance actions by the Department as a
Responsible Agency. The Department as a Responsible Agency under CEQA
may consider the local jurisdiction’s (lead agency) Negative Declaration or
Environmental Impact Report for the Project. To minimize additional
requirements by the Department pursuant to section 1600 et seq. and/or under
CEQA, the document should fully identify the potential impacts to the stream or
riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring and
reporting commitments for issuance of the LSA.?

- 2. The Department considers adverse impacts to a species protected by the CESA,
for the purposes of CEQA, to be significant without mitigation. As to CESA, take of
any endangered, threatened, or candidate species that results from the Project is
prohibited, except as authorized by state law (Fish and Game Code, §§ 2080,
2085.) Consequently, if the Project, Project construction, or any Project-related
activity during the life of the Project will result in take of a species designated as
endangered or threatened, or a candidate for listing under CESA, the Department
recommends that the Project proponent seek appropriate take authorization under
CESA prior to implementing the Project. Appropriate authorization from the
Department may include an incidental take permit (ITP) or a consistency
determination in certain circumstances, among other options (Fish and Game Code
§§ 2080.1, 2081, subds. (b),(c)). Early consultation is encouraged, as significant
modification to a Project and mitigation measures may be required in order to
obtain a CESA Permit. Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January
1998, may require that the Department issue a separate CEQA document for the
issuance of an ITP unless the Project CEQA document addresses all Project
impacts to CESA-listed species and specifies a mitigation monitoring and reporting
program that will meet the requirements of an ITP. For these reasons, biological
mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals should be of sufficient detail and
resolution to satisfy the requirements for a CESA ITP.

' Cowardin, Lewis M., et al. 1979. Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater Habitats of the United
States. U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service.

2 A notification package for a LSA may be obtained by accessing the Department's website at
www.wildlife.ca.gov/habcon/1600.
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3. To enable the Department to adequately review and comment on the proposed
Project from the standpoint of the protection of plants, fish, and wildlife, we
recommend the following information be included in the DEIR.

a)

b)

A complete discussion of the purpose and need for, and description of, the
proposed Project, including all staging areas and access routes to the
construction and staging areas.

A range of feasible alternatives to ensure that alternatives to the proposed
Project are fully considered and evaluated; the alternatives should avoid or
otherwise minimize impacts to sensitive biological resources particularly
wetlands. Specific alternative locations should be evaluated in areas with lower
resource sensitivity where appropriate.

Biological Resources within the Project’'s Area of Potential Effect

4.

To provide a complete assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the
Project area, with particular emphasis upon identifying endangered, threatened,
sensitive, and locally unique species and sensitive habitats, the DEIR should
include the following information:

a)

b)

Per CEQA Guidelines, section 15125(c), information on the regional setting that
is critical to an assessment of environmental impacts, with special emphasis
should be placed on resources that are rare or unigue to the region.

A thorough, recent floristic-based assessment of special status plants and natural
communities, following the Department's Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating
Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities®.
The Department recommends focused, repeated surveys be conducted by a
qualified botanist during the appropriate floristic period(s) with results disclosed in
the DEIR. Surveys should be no more than two years old and surveys periods
should be verified with a known reference site. The Department recommends
that floristic, alliance- and/or association-based mapping and vegetation impact
assessments be conducted at the Project site and neighboring vicinity. The
Manual of California Vegetation, second edition, should also be used to inform
this mapping and assessment (Sawyer et al. 2008). Adjoining habitat areas
should be included in this assessment where site activities could lead to direct or
indirect impacts offsite. Habitat mapping at the alliance level will help establish
baseline vegetation conditions.

8 http://iwww.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/pdfs/protocols_for_surveying_and_evaluating_impacts.pdf
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c)

d)

A current inventory of the biological resources associated with each habitat type
on site and within the area of potential effect. The Department’s California
Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) in Sacramento should be contacted at
www.wildlife.ca.gov/biogeodata/ to obtain current information on any previously
reported sensitive species and habitat, including Significant Natural Areas
identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code. The CNDDB should be
used to generate an initial list of potential species occurrence and not as
evidence of non-occurrence. A lack of records in CNDDB does not mean that
rare plants or animals do not occur in a Project area. Field verification for the
presence or absence of sensitive species, by a qualified biologist, is necessary to
provide a complete biological assessment for adequate CEQA review.

An inventory of rare, threatened, endangered, and other sensitive species on site
and within the area of potential effect. Species to be addressed should include
all those which meet the CEQA definition (see CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). This
should include sensitive fish, wildlife, reptile, amphibian species, and any species
that can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing, which includes State
Species of Special Concern (SOC) and California Native Plant Society (CNPS)
Lists 1A, 1B, and 2, which consist of plants that, in a majority of cases, would
qualify for listing (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15380(d), 15065(a)). Seasonal
variations in use of the Project area should also be addressed. Focused
species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year and time of
day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are required.
Acceptable species-specific survey procedures should be developed in
consultation with the Department and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Analyses of the Potential Project-Related Impacts on the Biological Resources

5. To provide a thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts
expected to adversely affect biological resources, with specific measures to offset
such impacts, the following should be addressed in the DEIR.

a)

b)

A discussion of potential adverse impacts from lighting, noise, human activity,
exotic species, and drainage should also be included. The latter subject should
address: Project-related changes on drainage patterns on and downstream of the
Project site; the volume, velocity, and frequency of existing and post-Project
surface flows; polluted runoff; soil erosion and/or sedimentation in streams and
water bodies; and post-Project fate of runoff from the Project site. The
discussions should also address the proximity of the extraction activities to the
water table, whether dewatering would be necessary, and the potential resulting
impacts on the habitat, if any, supported by the groundwater. Mitigation
measures proposed to alleviate such impacts should be included.

Discussions regarding indirect Project impacts on biological resources, including

resources in nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian

ecosystems, and any designated and/or proposed or existing reserve lands (e.g.,
preserve lands associated with a NCCP). Impacts on, and maintenance of,
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wildlife corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitats in
adjacent areas, should be fully evaluated in the DEIR.

c) The zoning of areas for development Projects or other uses that are nearby or
adjacent to natural areas may inadvertently contribute to wildlife-human
interactions. A discussion of possible conflicts and mitigation measures to
reduce these conflicts should be included in the environmental document.

d) A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described under CEQA
Guidelines section 15130. General and specific plans, as well as past, present,
and anticipated future Projects, should be analyzed relative to their impacts on
similar plant communities and wildlife habitats.

Mitigation for the Project-related Biological Impacts

6. The DEIR should include measures to fully avoid and otherwise protect Rare
Natural Communities from Project-related impacts. The Department considers
these communities as threatened habitats having both regional and local
significance.

7. The DEIR should include mitigation measures for adverse Project-related impacts
to sensitive plants, animals, and habitats. Mitigation measures should emphasize
avoidance and reduction of Project impacts. For unavoidable impacts, on-site
habitat restoration or enhancement should be discussed in detail. If on-site
mitigation is not feasible or would not be biologically viable and therefore not
adequately mitigate the loss of biological functions and values, off-site mitigation
through habitat creation and/or acquisition and preservation in perpetuity should be
addressed.

8. For proposed preservation and/or restoration, the DEIR should include measures to
perpetually protect the targeted habitat values from direct and indirect negative
impacts. The objective should be to offset the Project-induced qualitative and
guantitative losses of wildlife habitat values. Issues that should be addressed
include restrictions on access, proposed land dedications, monitoring and
management programs, control of illegal dumping, water pollution, increased
human intrusion, etc.

9. If the nesting season cannot be avoided and construction or vegetation removal
occurs between March 1% to September 15" (January 15! to July 31° for Raptors),
the P4ermittee will do one of the following to avoid and minimize impacts to nesting
birds™,

® Qualified avian biologist shall establish the necessary buffers to avoid take of nest as defined in FGC
3503 and 3503.5



Dale Sakamoto
October 17, 2014
Page 7 of 8

a)

b)

Implement a 300-foot minimum avoidance buffers for all passerine birds and 500
foot minimum avoidance buffer for all raptors species. The breeding habitat/nest
site shall be fenced and/or flagged in all directions. The nest site area shall not
be disturbed until the nest becomes inactive, the young have fledged, the young
are no longer being fed by the parents, the young have left the area, and the
young will no longer be impacted by the project.’

Develop a project specific Nesting Bird Management Plan. The site-specific nest
protection plan shall be submitted to the lead agency for review and CDFW. The
Plan should include detailed methodologies and definitions to enable a CDFW
qualified avian biologist to monitor and implement nest-specific buffers based
upon the life history of the individual species; species sensitivity to noise,
vibration, and general disturbance; individual bird behavior; current site
conditions (screening vegetation, topography, efcetera), ambient levels of human
activity; the various project-related activities necessary to construct the project,

~ and other features. This Nesting Bird Management Plan shall be supported by a

Nest Log, which tracks each nest and its outcome. The Nest Log will be
submitted to the lead agency and CDFW at the end of each week.

c) The Permittee may propose an alternative plan for avoidance of nesting birds for

the lead agency’s review and submittal to CDFW.

10. The Department generally does not support the use of relocation, salvage, and/or
transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered
species. Studies have shown that these efforts are experimental in nature and
largely unsuccessful.

11.

Plans for restoration and revegetation should be prepared by persons with
expertise in southern California ecosystems and native plant revegetation
techniques. Each plan should include, at a minimum: (a) the location of the
mitigation site; (b) the plant species to be used, container sizes, and seeding rates;
(c) a schematic depicting the mitigation area; (d) planting schedule; (e) a
description of the irrigation methodology; (f) measures to confrol exotic vegetation
on site; (g) specific success criteria; (h) a detailed monitoring program; (i)
contingency measures should the success criteria not be met; and (j) identification
of the party responsible for meeting the success criteria and providing for
conservation of the mitigation site in perpetuity.

® NOTE: Buffer area may be increased if any endangered, threatened, or CDFW species of special
concern are identified during protoco! or pre-construction presence/absence surveys.



Dale Sakamoto
October 17, 2014
Page 8of 8

The Department appreciates the opportunity to comment on the referenced NOP.
Questions regarding this letter and further coordination on these issues should be
directed to Ms. Victoria Chau, Environmental Scientist, at (562) 430-5082 or
Victoria.Chau@uwildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

for:

Betty Courtney

Environmental Program Manager |
South Coast Region

ec: Ms. Victoria Chau, CDFW, Los Alamitos
Ms. Betty Courtney, CDFW, Santa Clarita
Ms. Erinn Wilson, CDFW, Los Alamitos
Ms. Kelly Schmoker, CDFW, Mission Viejo
Mr. Scott Harris, CDFW, Pasadena
Mr. Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, Sacramento
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May 28, 2015

Mr. Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor

Alhambra, CA 91803

Subject: Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
in Los Angeles County (SCH# 2014091048).

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has reviewed the above-
referenced Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water
Initiative for New Development (Project) Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) prepared by
the County of Los Angeles (County) acting as the Lead Agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Project area includes approximately 42,872 parcels in
the unincorporated territory of Los Angeles County. The combined Project area consists of
approximately 342,715 acres or approximately 535 square miles located in the northern one-
third of the County, including areas located north and east of the San Gabriel Mountains in the
Antelope Valley; areas located northeast of the City of Santa Clarita, north and south of
California State Route 14; areas that are southwest of the City of Palmdale in the communities
of Agua Dulce and Acton; and in the Kagel Canyon area in the Angeles National Forest.

The Project involves a proposed ordinance that would allow hauled water as the primary source
of potable water for new development of single-family residences on existing vacant legal lots or
lots that are eligible for a certificate of compliance where the property owner has demonstrated
that there is no other feasible source of private or municipal potable water or capability of
developing an on-site well to provide potable water to the property, and only if the property lies
outside of the boundaries of the local private and municipal water districts, and is not eligible for
service by the nearest public-community water purveyor. The ordinance is proposed for parcels
that are larger than 2,000 square feet in size with slopes under 50 percent. The ordinance
would be applicable solely to the unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County. An NOP for a
previous project on the subject property was issued on September 17, 2014, and the
Department commented with a letter dated October 17, 2014.

The following comments and recommendations have been prepared pursuant to the
Department’s authority as a Responsible Agency under CEQA Guidelines section 15381 over
those aspects of the proposed project that come under the purview of the California
Endangered Species Act (Fish and Game Code § 2050 et seq.) and Fish and Game Code
section 1600 et seq., and pursuant to our authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over
natural resources affected by the project (California Environmental Quality Act, [CEQA]
Guidelines § 15386) to assist the Lead Agency in avoiding or minimizing potential project
impacts on biological resources.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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Specific Comments

1)

2)

3)

4)

S)

Cumulative Impacts. The proposed Project may have cumulative effect on sensitive species
and habitats known to occur on and adjacent to the Project site. A cumulative effects
analysis should be developed as described under CEQA Guidelines Section 15130. The
Department recommends the DEIR analyze cumulative effects to sensitive species and
habitats resulting from the proposed Project and known proposed developments on adjacent
properties as well as potential effects to regional conservation planning.

Growth-Inducing Impacts. The DEIR should discuss the growth-inducing impacts on
biological resources within the Project footprint that may result from the development of
Project infrastructure and road improvements, which are not currently present in the area.

California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB). The NOP indicates a CNDDB query was

conducted using USGS 7.5 minute quadrangles for the Project area as well as all
neighboring USGS 7.5 minute quadrangles. The Department recommends a nine
quadrangle literature search of CNDDB to provide a regional context for the Project area
and to accommodate for a wider range of species’ populations. The CNDDB should be used
to generate an initial list of potential species occurrence and not used as evidence of non-
occurrence. A lack of records in CNDDB does not mean that rare plants or animals do not
occur in a Project area. Field verification for the presence or absence of sensitive species,
by a qualified botanist, during the appropriate climatic conditions is necessary to provide a
complete biological assessment for adequate CEQA review.

Species of Special Concern. Page 3.4-11 of the NOP states “only ESA [Endangered
Species Act] status and CRPR [California Rare Plant Ranking] is presented in subsequent
tables given that the other species reported by CNDDB are species of special concern.”
CEQA provides protection not only for state and federally listed species under CESA and
ESA, but for any special status species including but not limited to State and federal
candidate species proposed for listing under CESA and ESA, State fully protected species,
California Species of Special Concern (SOC) and plant species that can be shown to meet
the criteria for State listing including Lists 1A, 1B and 2 of the California Native Plant Society
Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California. SOC and Listed 1A, 1B
and 2 plant species consist of plants and wildlife species that in many cases would qualify
for listing under CESA and are considered special status species (CEQA Guidelines Section
15380 (d)). The Department recommends the DEIR discuss all special status species,
including SOC, reported by CNDDB in the impact analysis and include appropriate
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to reduce adverse impacts to below
significant levels.

Rare Plant Surveys. Page 3.4-14 of the NOP states “if parcels were developed as a result of
accepting the proposed initiative, surveys would need to be conducted on parcels where at
CalVeg/DRECP data indicates a State sensitive community may be present.” The NOP does
not provide a clear guidance on what subsequent CEQA review is needed for parcels that
would be developed as a result of the hauled water initiative. The Department is specifically
concerned with disclosing existing baseline conditions for biological resources and analyzing
the potential significant effects from the proposed development. The Department
recommends rare plant surveys be conducted for all parcels that would have not been
developable subsequent to the proposed Ordinance and where additional CEQA would not
ordinarily be required (i.e., single family homes).
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9)

Rare plant surveys should be conducted at the appropriate time of year to maximize the
likelihood of locating special status plant species or special status natural communities that
may be present. The rare plant surveys should be floristic in nature to identify all plant taxa
on the proposed development area to the level necessary to determine rarity and listing
status. Each survey period should be verified with a known reference site because
blooming periods are easily missed with a single survey, and blooming periods can shift with
changes in climatic conditions such as during drought years. During drought years, some
plants germinate and die without growing to full size. Evidence of these species would likely
be absent later in the season (June/July surveys).

Appendix A. Appendix A indicates several species are absent from the Project area due to
“no habitat present.” However, field surveys have not been conducted to verify habitat
communities in the Project area. The Appendix also indicates species occurrence in areas
identified by CNDDB records, but does not consider areas that have not yet been found by
or entered into CNDDB. The Department recommends the Appendix change the species
occurrence category from “Absent” to “Unknown” due to the lack of field surveys and limited
CNDDB information. The Department also recommends the DEIR include an analysis of
each species habitat requirement. Given that the Project area is large with a high potential
for habitat type to occur in several different locations throughout the County, the DEIR
should address potential species occurrence at a specific location.

Tricolored blackbird. Appendix A states that tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor) is
presumed present in the Project area. Tricolored blackbird is an emergency-listed species
for protection under CESA. The Department recommends focused protocol surveys be
conducted by a qualified avian specialist to determine baseline conditions and analyze the
potential significant effects from the proposed Project on the species. The Department
recommends full avoidance of the species, including avoiding ground-disturbing activities
during periods when tricolor blackbird has the potential to be present within areas proposed
for development.

General Comments

Project Description and Alternatives. To enable the Department to adequately review and
comment on the proposed project from the standpoint of the protection of plants, fish, and
wildlife, we recommend the following information be included in the DEIR:

a) A complete discussion of the purpose and need for, and description of, the proposed
project, including all staging areas and access routes to the construction and staging
areas; and,

b) A range of feasible alternatives to project component location and design features to
ensure that alternatives to the proposed project are fully considered and evaluated. The
alternatives should avoid or otherwise minimize direct and indirect impacts to sensitive
biological resources and wildlife movement areas.

Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreements (LSA). As a Responsible Agency under CEQA
Guidelines section 15381, the Department has authority over activities in streams and/or
lakes that will divert or obstruct the natural flow, or change the bed, channel, or bank
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(including vegetation associated with the stream or lake) of a river or stream, or use material
from a streambed. For any such activities, the project applicant (or “entity”) must provide
written notification to the Department pursuant to section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game
Code. Based on this notification and other information, the Department determines whether
a Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement (LSA) with the applicant is required prior to
conducting the proposed activities. The Department'’s issuance of a LSA for a project that is
subject to CEQA will require CEQA compliance actions by the Department as a Responsible
Agency. As a Responsible Agency, the Department may consider the Negative Declaration
or Environmental Impact Report of the local jurisdiction (Lead Agency) for the project. To
minimize additional requirements by the Department pursuant to section 1600 ef seq. and/or
under CEQA, the document should fully identify the potential impacts to the stream or
riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring and reporting
commitments for issuance of the LSA."

a) The project area supports aquatic, riparian, and wetland habitats; therefore, a
preliminary jurisdictional delineation of the streams and their associated riparian habitats
should be included in the DEIR. The delineation should be conducted pursuant to the U.
S. Fish and Wildlife Service wetland definition adopted by the Department.? Some
wetland and riparian habitats subject to the Department’s authority may extend beyond
the jurisdictional limits of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ Section 404 permit and
Regional Water Quality Control Board Section 401 Certification.

b) In project areas which may support ephemeral streams, herbaceous vegetation, woody
vegetation, and woodlands also serve to protect the integrity of ephemeral channels and
help maintain natural sedimentation processes; therefore, the Department recommends
effective setbacks be established to maintain appropriately-sized vegetated buffer areas
adjoining ephemeral drainages.

c) Project-related changes in drainage patterns, runoff, and sedimentation should be
included and evaluated in the environmental document.

10) Wetlands Resources. The Department, as described in Fish & Game Code § 703(a) is
guided by the Fish and Game Commission’s policies. The Wetlands Resources policy
(http://www.fgc.ca.gov/policy/) of the Fish and Game Commission “...seek]s] to provide for
the protection, preservation, restoration, enhancement and expansion of wetland habitat in
California. Further, it is the policy of the Fish and Game Commission to strongly discourage
development in or conversion of wetlands. It opposes, consistent with its legal authority, any
development or conversion which would result in a reduction of wetland acreage or wetland
habitat values. To that end, the Commission opposes wetland development proposals
unless, at a minimum, project mitigation assures there will be "no net loss" of either wetland
habitat values or acreage. The Commission strongly prefers mitigation which would achieve
expansion of wetland acreage and enhancement of wetland habitat values”.

' A notification package for a LSA may be obtained by accessing the Department’s web site at
www.wildlife.ca.gov/habcon/1600.

2 Cowardin, Lewis M., et al. 1970, Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater Habitats of the United States. U.S. Department of
the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service.
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a) The Wetlands Resources policy provides a framework for maintaining wetland resources
and establishes mitigation guidance. The Department encourages avoidance of wetland
resources as a primary mitigation measure and discourages the development or type
conversion of wetlands to uplands. The Department encourages activities that would
avoid the reduction of wetland acreage, function, or habitat values. Once avoidance and
minimization measures have been exhausted, the project must include mitigation
measures to assure a “no net loss” of either wetland habitat values, or acreage, for
unavoidable impacts to wetland resources. Conversions include, but are not limited to,
conversion to subsurface drains, placement of fill or building of structures within the
wetland, and channelization or removal of materials from the streambed. All wetlands
and watercourses, whether ephemeral, intermittent, or perennial, should be retained and
provided with substantial setbacks, which preserve the riparian and aquatic values and
functions for the benefit to on-site and off-site wildlife populations. The Department
recommends mitigation measures to compensate for unavoidable impacts be included in
the DEIR and these measures should compensate for the loss of function and value.

b) The Fish and Game Commission’s Water policy guides the Department to [insure] the
quantity and quality of the waters of this state should be apportioned and maintained
respectively so as to produce and sustain maximum numbers of fish and wildlife; to
provide maximum protection and enhancement of fish and wildlife and their habitat;
encourage and support programs to maintain or restore a high quality of the waters of
this state, and prevent the degradation thereof caused by pollution and contamination;
and endeavor to keep as much water as possible open and accessible to the public for
the use and enjoyment of fish and wildlife. The Department recommends avoidance of
water practices and structures that use excessive amounts of water, and minimization of
impacts that negatively affect water quality, to the extent feasible.

7) California Endangered Species Act (CESA). The Department considers adverse impacts to
a species protected by CESA, for the purposes of CEQA, to be significant without mitigation.
As to CESA, take of any endangered, threatened, candidate species, or state-listed rare
plant species that results from the Project is prohibited, except as authorized by state law
(Fish and Game Code, §§ 2080, 2085; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §786.9). Consequently, if
the Project, Project construction, or any Project-related activity during the life of the Project
will result in take of a species designated as endangered or threatened, or a candidate for
listing under CESA, the Department recommends that the Project proponent seek
appropriate take authorization under CESA prior to implementing the Project. Appropriate
authorization from the Department may include an Incidental Take Permit (ITP) or a
consistency determination in certain circumstances, among other options (Fish and Game
Code §§ 2080.1, 2081, subds. (b),(c)). Early consultation is encouraged, as significant
modification to a Project and mitigation measures may be required in order to obtain a
CESA Permit. Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, may require
that the Department issue a separate CEQA document for the issuance of an ITP unless the
Project CEQA document addresses all Project impacts to CESA-listed species and specifies
a mitigation monitoring and reporting program that will meet the requirements of an ITP. For
these reasons, biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals should be of
sufficient detail and resolution to satisfy the requirements for a CESA ITP.

8) Biological Baseline Assessment. To provide a complete assessment of the flora and fauna
within and adjacent to the project area, with particular emphasis upon identifying
endangered, threatened, sensitive, regionally and locally unique species, and sensitive
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habitats, the DEIR should include the following information:

a) Information on the regional setting that is critical to an assessment of environmental
impacts, with special emphasis on resources that are rare or unique to the region (CEQA
Guidelines § 15125|c));

b) a thorough, recent, floristic-based assessment of special status plants and natural
communities, following the Department's Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts
to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities (see
http://iwww.dfg.ca.gov/habcon/plant/);

c) floristic, alliance- and/or association-based mapping and vegetation impact assessments
conducted at the project site and within the neighboring vicinity. The Manual of
California Vegetation, second edition, should also be used to inform this mapping and
assessment (Sawyer et al. 2008°). Adjoining habitat areas should be included in this
assessment where site activities could lead to direct or indirect impacts offsite. Habitat
mapping at the alliance level will help establish baseline vegetation conditions;

d) acomplete, recent, assessment of the biological resources associated with each habitat
type on site and within adjacent areas that could also be affected by the project. The
Department’s California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) in Sacramento should be
contacted to obtain current information on any previously reported sensitive species and
habitat. The Department recommends that CNDDB Field Survey Forms be completed
and submitted to CNDDB to document survey results. Online forms can be obtained and
submitted at http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/submitting_data_to_cnddb.asp ;

e) acomplete, recent assessment of rare, threatened, and endangered, and other sensitive
species on site and within the area of potential effect, including SOC and California Fully
Protected Species (Fish and Game Code § 3511). Species to be addressed should
include all those which meet the CEQA definition (see CEQA Guidelines § 15380).
Seasonal variations in use of the project area should also be addressed. Focused
species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year and time of day
when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are required. Acceptable
species-specific survey procedures should be developed in consultation with the
Department and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; and,

f) arecent, wildlife and rare plant survey. The Department generally considers biological
field assessments for wildlife to be valid for a one-year period, and assessments for rare
plants may be considered valid for a period of up to three years. Some aspects of the
proposed project may warrant periodic updated surveys for certain sensitive taxa,
particularly if build out could occur over a protracted time frame, or in phases.

5. Biological Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Impacts. To provide a thorough discussion of
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely affect biological resources,
with specific measures to offset such impacts, the following should be addressed in the
DEIR:

3 Sawyer, I. O., Keeler-Wolf, T., and Evens J.M. 2008. A manual of California Vegetation, 2" ed.
ISBN 978-0-943460-49-9,
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a) A discussion of potential adverse impacts from lighting, noise, human activity, exotic
species, and drainage. The latter subject should address project-related changes on
drainage patterns and downstream of the project site; the volume, velocity, and
frequency of existing and post-project surface flows; polluted runoff; soil erosion and/or
sedimentation in streams and water bodies; and post-project fate of runoff from the
project site. The discussion should also address the proximity of the extraction activities
to the water table, whether dewatering would be necessary and the potential resulting
impacts on the habitat, if any, supported by the groundwater. Mitigation measures
proposed to alleviate such impacts should be included;

b) a discussion regarding indirect project impacts on biological resources, including
resources in nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian
ecosystems, and any designated and/or proposed or existing reserve lands (e.g.,
preserve lands associated with a NCCP). Impacts on, and maintenance of, wildlife
corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitats in adjacent areas,
should be fully evaluated in the DEIR;

c) the impacts of zoning of areas for development projects or other uses nearby or adjacent
to natural areas, which may inadvertently contribute to wildlife-human interactions. A
discussion of possible conflicts and mitigation measures to reduce these conflicts should
be included in the environmental document; and,

d) a cumulative effects analysis, as described under CEQA Guidelines section 15130.
General and specific plans, as well as past, present, and anticipated future projects,
should be analyzed relative to their impacts on similar plant communities and wildlife
habitats.

6. Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation for Sensitive Plants. The DEIR should include
measures to fully avoid and otherwise protect sensitive plant communities from project-
related direct and indirect impacts. The Department considers these communities to be
imperiled habitats having both local and regional significance. Plant communities, alliances,
and associations with a statewide ranking of S-1, S-2, S-3 and S-4 should be considered
sensitive and declining at the local and regional level. These ranks can be obtained by
querying the CNDDB and are included in The Manual of California Vegetation (Sawyer et al.
2008).

7. Compensatory Mitigation. The DEIR should include mitigation measures for adverse
project-related impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and habitats. Mitigation measures
should emphasize avoidance and reduction of project impacts. For unavoidable impacts,
on-site habitat restoration or enhancement should be discussed in detail. If on-site
mitigation is not feasible or would not be biologically viable and therefore not adequately
mitigate the loss of biological functions and values, off-site mitigation through habitat
creation and/or acquisition and preservation in perpetuity should be addressed.

8. Long-Term Management of Mitigation Lands. For proposed preservation and/or restoration,
the DEIR should include measures to protect the targeted habitat values from direct and
indirect negative impacts in perpetuity. The objective should be to offset the project-induced
qualitative and quantitative losses of wildlife habitat values. Issues that should be
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10.

11

12

addressed include, but are not limited to, restrictions on access, proposed land dedications,
monitoring and management programs, control of illegal dumping, water pollution, and
increased human intrusion. An appropriate non-wasting endowment should be set aside to
provide for long-term management of mitigation lands.

Nesting Birds. In order to avoid impacts to nesting birds, the DEIR should require that
clearing of vegetation and construction occur outside of the peak avian breeding season,
which generally runs from February 1% through September 1% (as early as January 1 for
some raptors). If project construction is necessary during the bird breeding season, a
qualified biologist with experience in conducting bird breeding surveys should conduct
weekly bird surveys for nesting birds within three days prior to the work in the area, and
ensure that no nesting birds in the project area would be impacted by the project. If an
active nest is identified, a buffer shall be established between the construction activities and
the nest so that nesting activities are not interrupted. The buffer should be a minimum width
of 300 feet (500 feet for raptors), be delineated by temporary fencing, and remain in effect
as long as construction is occurring or until the nest is no longer active. No project
construction shall occur within the fenced nest zone until the young have fledged, are no
longer being fed by the parents, have left the nest, and will no longer be impacted by the
project. Reductions in the nest buffer distance may be appropriate depending on the avian
species involved, ambient levels of human activity, screening vegetation, or possibly other
factors.

Translocation/Salvage of Plants and Animal Species. Translocation and transplantation is
the process of moving an individual from the project site and permanently moving it to a new
location. The Department generally does not support the use of, translocation or
transplantation as the primary mitigation strategy for unavoidable impacts to rare,
threatened, or endangered plant or animal species. Studies have shown that these efforts
are experimental and the outcome unreliable. The Department has found that permanent
preservation and management of habitat capable of supporting these species is often a
more effective long-term strategy for conserving sensitive plants and animals, and their
habitats.

Moving out of Harm’s Way. The proposed project is anticipated to result in clearing of
natural habitats that support many species of indigenous wildlife. To avoid direct mortality,
the Department recommends a qualified biological monitor approved by the Department be
on site prior to and during ground and habitat disturbing activities to move out of harm’s way
special status species or other wildlife of low mobility that would be injured or killed by
grubbing or project-related construction activities. It should be noted that the temporary
relocation of on-site wildlife does not constitute effective mitigation for the purposes of
offsetting project impacts associated with habitat loss.

Wildlife Movement and Connectivity. The project area supports significant biological
resources and is located adjacent to a regional wildlife movement corridor. The project area
contains habitat connections and supports movement across the broader landscape,
sustaining both transitory and permanent wildlife populations. Onsite features, which
contribute to habitat connectivity, should be evaluated and maintained. Aspects of the
project could create physical barriers to wildlife movement from direct or indirect project-
related activities. Indirect impacts from lighting, noise, dust, and increased human activity
may displace wildlife in the general area.




Mr. Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
May 28, 2015

Page 9 of 9

13. Revegetation/Restoration Plan. Plans for restoration and re-vegetation should be prepared

by persons with expertise in southern California ecosystems and native plant restoration
techniques. Plans should identify the assumptions used to develop the proposed restoration
strategy. Each plan should include, at a minimum: (a) the location of restoration sites and
assessment of appropriate reference sites; (b) the plant species to be used, sources of local
propagules, container sizes, and seeding rates; (c) a schematic depicting the mitigation
area; (d) a local seed and cuttings and planting schedule; (e) a description of the irrigation
methodology; (f) measures to control exotic vegetation on site; (g) specific success criteria;
(h) a detailed monitoring program; (i) contingency measures should the success criteria not
be met; and (j) identification of the party responsible for meeting the success criteria and
providing for conservation of the mitigation site in perpetuity. Monitoring of restoration areas
should extend across a sufficient time frame to ensure that the new habitat is established,
self-sustaining, and capable of surviving drought.

a) The Department recommends that local onsite propagules from the project area and
nearby vicinity be collected and used for restoration purposes. Onsite seed collection
should be initiated in the near future in order to accumulate sufficient propagule material
for subsequent use in future years. Onsite vegetation mapping at the alliance and/or
association level should be used to develop appropriate restoration goals and local
plant palettes. Reference areas should be identified to help guide restoration efforts.
Specific restoration plans should be developed for various project components as
appropriate.

b) Restoration objectives should include providing special habitat elements where feasible
to benefit key wildlife species. These physical and biological features can include, for
example, retention of woody material, logs, snags, rocks and brush piles (see Mayer and
Laudenslayer, 1988*, for a more detailed discussion of special habitat elements).

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the referenced NOP. Questions regarding this
letter and further coordination on these issues should be directed to Victoria Chau,
Environmental Scientist at (562) 430-5082 or Victoria.Chau@uwildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

ﬁfw gy — SRS

/ aY Betty J. Courtney
/" Environmental Program Manager |
South Coast Region

cc:

Ms. Christine Medak (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service)
Mr. Scott Morgan (State Clearinghouse)

Ms. Erinn Wilson, CDFW, Los Alamitos

Ms. Kelly Schmoker, CDFW, Mission Viejo

Mr. Scott Harris, CDFW, Pasadena

* Mayer, K. E. and W. F. Laudenslayer, Jr. 1988. Editors: A guide to wildlife habitats of California. State of California, The
Resources Agency, Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, Sacramento, CA.
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CRLIFOHNTA

Water oards

State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Drinking Water

October 20, 2014

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

ATTN: Mr, Dale Sakamoto/Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments.
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor

Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Dale Sakamoto
Subject: Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments

The State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water (DDW) (formerly CDPH or
DHS) has received and reviewed your Notice of Preparation of a Draft EIR for the proposed single-
family residential hauled water initiative for new development. The DDW along with California
Conference of Directors of Environmental Health (CCDEH) have opposed the use of hauled water
as a primary.source of drinking water for new construction, CCDEH also considers utilizing hauled
water for this purpose-as a poor land use practice for over a decade. A joint DHS/CCDEH policy
and letter are attached. -California, and a number of other states, through the regulation of haulers,
has sought to reduce the risk associated with using hauled water as the primary source of drinking
water through the regulation of haulers-and through recommendations to local jurisdictions.

One of DDW's concerns regarding water hauling is a practical one. USEPA has published a legal
finding (signed 11/26/1976, revised 11/1998), stating that once a hauler serves 15 or more houses,
the operation falls under the provisions of the Safe Drinking, ‘Water Act as a “constructed
conveyance” (copy attached). Due to the small number of licensed haulers and small number of
residerices they serve, USEPA-Region 9 has not focused on this issue. However, should the use
of water hauling: expand to.a community level, as could potentxany happen in the Antelope Valley
-and others areas in Los Angeles County, USEPA may require DDW to enforce the more stringent
requiremnents of the SDWA on water haulers. The DWW is not anxious to see the role of water
haulers expand to the. point where Region 9 would be forced to re-examine this issue.

The final decision on the use of hauled water for use by individual new homes on existing lots of
record is-a local land use.decision. However, to ensure that a public water system (PWS8) is not
created, the county must not approve any land development utilizing hauled water as a source of
supply that would serve 15 or more connections or result in water being provided to:25 or more:
persons at least 60 days out of the-year (see definition of PWS). There should also be no
formation of any State Small Water Systems:as. part of this process, i.e., serving 5 to14 service
connections. Based on this, hauled water should net be an option in the following circumstances:
o Any parcel map or sub-division map which xdentmes hauled water as a source of supply for
the lot(s) being formed — particularly those that create 5 or more lots of record.
s Any lot of record within the boundary or service area of a public water system,
o Anyindividual lot(s), where the intended use can reasonably expected to result in a water
system meeting the definition of a public water system or a state small water system.

Fepma Mancus, cuain | THOMAS HOWARD, ExECUTIVE DIRECTOR

118 Eugania Plane, Saite 200, Capinterta, GA 93013 | ';aww,~.§mg-rb'0:g.'ds‘ca.gév

£ nuovaien papea



Dale Sakamoto -2~ October 20, 2014

« Any individual lof(s), where the intended use meets the definition of a public water system
that falls under the provisions of §116282 or that is aftempting to use hauled water to meet
the provision for exclusion under §116280 {b).

The existing DHS/CCDEH policy is not a regulatory requirement and does not carry the force of
law. If the county does decide to allow hauled water as a source of domestic water in new
construction, DDW would recommend that the following provisions be considered in the
development of county ordinances regulating this practice:

e The property owner be required to demonstrate, by attempting to develop an on-site
individual domestic water source, that water is unavailable on the property or is of a quality
that renders it unsuitable for domestic use.

+ That a:suitable recording be made as part of the property title, regarding the limitations of
the individual water supply, so that the property owner and-successors, lenders and
insurance: providers are fully aware of the constraints and potential liability created by a
hauled water supply. Such a recording should include a limitation that the residence only
be allowed to be “owner occupied”.

« That-owners and their successors be required to connect to a public water system when or
if-one becomes available without undue delay. The county should consider whether or not
to require that a cash bond be held in trust by the county, and be sufficient to cover
estimated future connection charges. ‘

o That owners and their successors be provided with an informative fact sheet, acceptable to
the county, that informs them about the:risks and responsibilities associated with-hauled
water usage.

= That the owner release the state and county of any liability associated with their use of
hauled water, ’

The DDW and the County of Los Angeles are aware of private welis serving single-family
residences in the Agua Dulce area that have run dry. The homes are forming a water system,
Scenic Estates Mutual Water Company to serve the Agua Dulce homes, and they are seeking a
‘connection to Newhall CWD. The reliability of obtaining hauled. water during drought conditions is
very. difficult and obtaining hauled water from a potable source is also very expensive. Many water
systems are not-allowing haulers access to the distribution water supply due to lack of water
supply during the drought. The DDW is opposed to the County allowing new development for
single-family residences using hauled water.

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact me at (805) 566-1326.

Sincerely,

Ko

Kurt Souza, P.E.

Action Southern California Branch Chief
Division of Drinking Water

State Water Resources Control Board
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State Water Resources Control Board
Division of Drinking Water

May 7, 2015

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

ATTN: Mr. Dale Sakamoto/Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor

Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Dale Sakamoto
Subject: Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments

The State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water (DDW) (formerly CDPH or
DHS) has received and reviewed your Notice of Preparation of a Draft EIR for the proposed single-
family residential hauled water initiative for new development. The DDW along with California
Conference of Directors of Environmental Health (CCDEH) have opposed the use of hauled water
as a primary source of drinking water for new construction. CCDEH also considers utilizing hauled
water for this purpose as a poor land use practice for over a decade. A joint DHS/CCDEH policy
and letter are attached. California, and a number of other states, through the regulation of haulers,
has sought to reduce the risk associated with using hauled water as the primary source of drinking
water through the regulation of haulers and through recommendations to local jurisdictions.

One of DDW'’s concerns regarding water hauling is a practical one. USEPA has published a legal
finding (signed 11/26/1976, revised 11/1998), stating that once a hauler serves 15 or more houses,
the operation falls under the provisions of the Safe Drinking Water Act as a “constructed
conveyance” (copy attached). Due to the small number of licensed haulers and small number of
residences they serve, USEPA-Region 9 has not focused on this issue. However, should the use
of water hauling expand to a community level, as could potentially happen in the Antelope Valley
and others areas in Los Angeles County, USEPA may require DDW to enforce the more stringent
requirements of the SDWA on water haulers. The DWW is not anxious to see the role of water
haulers expand to the point where Region 9 would be forced to re-examine this issue.

The final decision on the use of hauled water for use by individual new homes on existing lots of
record is a local land use decision. However, to ensure that a public water system (PWS) is not
created, the county must not approve any land development utilizing hauled water as a source of
supply that would serve 15 or more connections or result in water being provided to 25 or more
persons at least 60 days out of the year (see definition of PWS). There should also be no
formation of any State Small Water Systems as part of this process, i.e., serving 5 to 14 service
connections. Based on this, hauled water should not be an option in the following circumstances:
e Any parcel map or sub-division map which identifies hauled water as a source of supply for
the lot(s) being formed — particularly those that create 5 or more lots of record.
¢ Any lot of record within the boundary or service area of a public water system.
» Any individual lot(s), where the intended use can reasonably expected to result in a water
system meeting the definition of a public water system or a state small water system.

Feucia Marcus, cHairR | THOMAS HOWARD, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

1180 Eugenia Place, Suite 200, Carpinteria, CA 93013 | www.waterboards.ca.gov
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Dale Sakamoto -2- May 7, 2015

e Any individual lot(s), where the intended use meets the definition of a public water system
that falls under the provisions of §116282 or that is attempting to use hauled water to meet
the provision for exclusion under §116280 (b).

The existing DHS/CCDEH policy is not a regulatory requirement and does not carry the force of
law. If the county does decide to allow hauled water as a source of domestic water in new
construction, DDW would recommend that the following provisions be considered in the
development of county ordinances regulating this practice:

e The property owner be required to demonstrate, by attempting to develop an on-site
individual domestic water source, that water is unavailable on the property or is of a quality
that renders it unsuitable for domestic use.

e That a suitable recording be made as part of the property title, regarding the limitations of
the individual water supply, so that the property owner and successors, lenders and
insurance providers are fully aware of the constraints and potential liability created by a
hauled water supply. Such a recording should include a limitation that the residence only
be allowed to be “owner occupied”.

e That owners and their successors be required to connect to a public water system when or
if one becomes available without undue delay. The county should consider whether or not
to require that a cash bond be held in trust by the county, and be sufficient to cover
estimated future connection charges.

e That owners and their successors be provided with an informative fact sheet, acceptable to
the county, that informs them about the risks and responsibilities associated with hauled
water usage.

e That the owner release the state and county of any liability associated with their use of
hauled water.

The DDW and the County of Los Angeles are aware of private wells serving single-family
residences in the Agua Dulce area that have run dry. The homes are forming a water system,
Scenic Estates Mutual Water Company to serve the Agua Dulce homes, and they are seeking a
connection to Newhall CWD. The reliability of obtaining hauled water during drought conditions is
very difficult and obtaining hauled water from a potable source is also very expensive. Many water
systems are not allowing haulers access to the distribution water supply due to lack of water
supply during the drought. The DDW is opposed to the County allowing new development for
single-family residences using hauled water.

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact me at (805) 566-1326.

Sincerely,

Kurt Souza, P.E.

Acting Southern California Branch Chief
Division of Drinking Water

State Water Resources Control Board
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DIANA M. BONTA, R.N., Dr. P.H. GRAY DAVIS of Direetors of
Director Sowcaen Eavironmental Health
February 7, 2003

County Planning and Building Departments

Dear Directors of Planning and Building Departments:
Re: Federal Safe Drinking Water Act Amendments Affecting Potable Water

In 1996, the reauthorization of the Federal Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) included requirements
designed to ensure the viability of new public water systems. The California Division of Drinking Water
and Environmental Management (DDWEM) has since incorporated these requirements into the California
Health and Safety Code and notified all Directors of Environmental Health. A copy of these regulations
and guidance for the implementation of these new State laws was provided to Planning and Building
Departments in a letter from the State Department of Health Services dated February 4, 2000 (attached).

The purpose of this letter is to advise you that local planning and development policies and State laws
may overlap, and in some instances, may conflict with these recently mandated requirements for potable
water supplies as specified in the Uniform Plumbing Code. In addressing this issue, the DDWEM has
sought the advice and concurrence of the California Conference of Directors of Environmental Health in

order to jointly recommend a review of your land use policies to assure that adequate public health
protection is provided to new facilities.

For planning and development projects reviewed at the local level that may result in the formation of a
new public water system or change the ownership of an existing public water system, the project applicant
must be informed of the new mandates for Technical, Managerial and Financial requirements (attached).
In addition, when reviewing projects for new residential or commercial construction, the Uniform
Plumbing Code requires that new construction be served by an acceptable source of potable water.

To avoid conflict with the recently adopted Federal mandates and existing State Codes, it may be
necessary for County General Plans to be amended to provide proper land use planning policy relative to
new construction and safe potable drinking water supplies. By doing so, this will allow for local decision
makers to discourage the proliferation of small water systems that may not be able to provide the
necessary technical, managerial or financial requirements to maintain such a system and may produce
substandard conditions as those found in some jurisdictions where hauled water was needed to provide
remedy to homeowners faced with an unreliable and potentially, unsafe alternative water supply.
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Providing information to project proponents

For proposals you review which may result in the formation of a new public water system or a change in
ownership of an existing public water system, we request that you inform the project proponent of the
Technical, Managerial and Financial (TMF) requirements. Please also refer the individual to our local
District office or your local Environmental Health Department. We have provided information
summarizing the TMF requirements as well as a list of contacts for each County.

We have also learned that some new construction is being allowed where the source of the domestic water
supply has been identified by the project proponent as hauled water. The use of hauled water for
domestic purposes should only be allowed to serve existing facilities where the original supply is no
longer adequate due to a loss of quantity or quality and where an approved source cannot be acquired.
The Department of Health Services and the Directors of Environmental Health do not support the
use of irrigation ditch water, hauled water (from any source), or similar unacceptable sources of
water for any new construction and request that this practice be climinated.

Some counties have already effectively addressed this problem by amending the County General Plan to
actively discourage the formation of new public water systems and they prohibit the use of hauled water
for new construction.

We believe that by working together, we can effectively implement these requirements and thereby
protect the public health while following sound planning practices.

Sincerel Sincerely,

ot M iS2

David Spath, Ph.D.,’P.E., Chief Mel Knight, R.E.H.S., President

Division of Drinking Water California Conference of Directors

and Environmental Management of Environmental Health
Attachments:

Copy of letter from February, 2000

General information on TMF requirements

Copy of TMF Regulatory Requirements

List of contacts

Definition of Public Water System

Locations & contact information for DHS District Offices

e

cc: County Board of Supervisors
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County Environmental Health Departments

State Department of Real Estate
Mr. Tom Hensley, Assistant Commissioner of Subdivisions
PO Box 187005
Sacramento, CA 95818

Local Agency Formation Commission Officers (LAFCO)

REs and DEs, DDWEM

Clifford A. Sharpe, Chief, NCDWFOB

Cindy A. Forbes, Chief, SCOWFOB

Norm Knoll, Staff Counsel, DWP
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Bulk Hauled Water Policy
September 19, 2002

Issue:

With the implementation of the recently adopted federal regulations, the California Department of Health
Services staff has worked with numerous Environmental Health Agencies and Irrigation Districts to
address several water-conveyance systems where older homes were served historically by older irrigation
districts in remote areas where potable water was not readily available or is limited. To allow for a more
seamless integration of these new regulations and to ensure that close collaboration occurs between State
and local agencies involved in permitting of new construction, it is desirable to adopt a policy restricting
or eliminating the utilization of these outdated non-conforming systems for development purposes.

Recommendation:

The California Department of Health Services’ Drinking Water Program and the California
Conference of Directors of Environmental Health concur that local governmental agencies ensure that
local policies are in cffect that prohibit the construction of new commercial and industrial facilities
and residential dwellings that would be served by non-conforming systems which include, but are not
limited to: irrigation ditch water; bulk hauled water (regardless of the source); and public water
systems that do not meet the current standards of the California Safe Drinking Water Act.

Background:

Typically, most local regulations and the California Government Code require that subdivisions
provide proof of an adequate water supply (private or public utilities) and suitability of wastewater
disposal (onsite wastewater treatment systems on each parcel or public sewer service) prior to the
subdivision map being recorded. When community services are not available, common practice is to
require that a water well which produces adequate water quality and quantity be developed and that
approved onsite wastewater treatment systems be approved before building permits are issued.

[n instances where existing private water systems and or water wells fail to produce water in an
adequate quantity or quality (permanently or seasonally), the landowner seeks approval from the local
permitting agency for construction of a new water well to serve the water system. If this is
unsuccessful, local authorities may find a temporary resolution by allowing bulk hauled water from a
potable water source as an interim measure to allow the homeowner sufficient time to obtain a
permanent and reliable source of potable water.

The California Department of Health Services’ Drinking Water Program and the California
Conference of Directors of Environmental Health concur that bulk hauled water does not provide the
equivalent level of public health protection nor reliability as that provided from a permanent water

system from an approved onsite source of water supply. This position is based on the following
public health risks:
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L. The potential for contamination exists when water is transferred from tanker trucks to
onsite storage facilities (water storage tanks). Improper handling of the piping used to transfer the
water by accidental bacterial contamination easily occurs by personnel handling the delivery.
Fittings and hoses used in the transfer process between the truck and onsite storage facilities can

casily become contaminated during transport or from a prior delivery where adequate disinfection
between uses does not occur,

2. Storage tanks often are demonstrated to be the source of bacterial contamination. Frequent

opening and closing of hatches and transfer pipe openings increase the potential for contamination.
Contaminants often enter through poorly constructed and maintained roofs, lids and hatches, vents
and other openings.

3 Although water hauling companies must be licensed by the Food and Drug Branch of State
Department of Health Services, this does not ensure that the licensed hauler will at all times follow
the State guidelines. In addition, trucks may inadvertently haul materials other than potable water
and failure to recognize the potential for contamination may result in unsafe water being delivered
to the consumer.

4. Although an individual may be able to demonstrate that they have the financial resources
to purchase bulk hauled water at a given time, economic conditions from an individual, regional or
national level can deteriorate rapidly. A potable water supply must be reliable for not only the
initial owner, but also for successors, heirs and future owners of the property. The costs
associated with bulk hauled water for all domestic needs may be insurmountable and jeopardize
future reliability of such a source.

5. As demonstrated by a number of waterborne disease outbreaks from the use of water not

intended for drinking water purposes, there is generally a higher risk for contamination that may
result in serious illness or death. '

Local authority:

Local agencies have authority to set policy on bulk hauled water based on Uniform Plumbing Code
Sections 101.2, 202.0, and 601.0. These sections state:

Section 101.2, “Purpose: ...this Code is an ordinance providing the minimum
requirements and standards for the protection of public health, safety and welfare.”

Section 202.0, “Definition of Terms: Potable water is water which is satisfactory for

drinking, culinary, and domestic purposes and meets the requirements of the health
authority having jurisdiction.”

Section 601.0, “Running Water Required: Except where not deemed necessary for safety
of sanitation by the Administrative Authority, each plumbing fixture shall be provided with
an adequate supply of potable running water piped thereto in an approved manner, so
arranged as to flush and keep it in a clean and sanitary condition without danger of
backflow or cross-connection.”




UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WSG 6A
Date Signed: November 26, 1976
Revised: November 1998
Revised by: Wendy Warren

MEMORANDUM

TO: Victor J. Kimm
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Water Supply (WILI-550)

FROM: Thomas A. Largen (signed by T. A. L.)
Attorncy-Advisor
Water Quality Division (A-131)

THRU: Roger D. Lee, Chief
Drinking Water Regulations Implementation Branch
Office of Water Supply (WH-550)

SUBJECT:  Applicability of the Safe Drinking Water Act to Water Haulers

Region V has requested an interpretation as to whether water haulers are public water
systems under the Safe Drinking Water Act.

A "public water system" is defined by Scction 1401(4) as:

...a system for the provision to the public of water for human consumption, through
pipes or other constructed conveyances if such system has at least fifteen service
connections or regularly' serves an average of at least twenty-five individuals daily
at least 60 days out of the year.

Although the term "piped water" is not defined by the Act or the NIPDWR, hauled water
is piped into the carrier vehicle, withdrawn by similar mechanism into the user's cistern, and in
most cases, piped again from cistern to faucet. Thercfore, a hauler presumably provides piped
water.

'"The regulations under the SDWA explain the term “regular” by stating that a public water
system must have at least fifteen service connections or regularly serve an average of twenty-five
individuals daily at least sixty days out of the year. 40 CFR 35.603(c), 41 F.R. 2913, Jan. 20,
1976.



WSG 6A

This interpretation is reinforced by the legislative history of the SDWA which clearly
intends a broad meaning for "public waler system" to insure comprehensive protection of public
health. (Sec House Report No. 93-1185, at 1).

The broad purposc of the SDWA "is to assure that water supply systems serving the public
meet minimum national standards for protection of public health”. (House Report No 93-1185, at
1). Whether water for public use is withdrawn from a transport vehicle, a river, or a well is
irrelevant under the comprehensive regulatory scheme.

Thus, a water hauler, whether independent or owned or operated by a public water system,
is itself a public water system under the NIPDWR if it meets minimum standards for number of
outlets or customers scrved.

Furthermore, if the water hauler serves at least fifteen service connections used by
year-round residents or regularly serves at least twenty-five year-round residents, then the hauler is
a "community water system” as defined by Section 141.2(a)(i). Othcrwisc, it is a non-community
system which would be subject to less stringent monitoring requirements than a community
systcm.

The coverage section of NIPDWR, Section 141.3, includes any public water system,
unless it satisfics all of the following conditions:

(a) Consists only of distribution and storage facilities (and does not have any collection
and freatment facilities):

(b) Obtains all of its water from, but is not owned or operated by, a public water
system to which such regulations apply;

{c) Does not sell well water to any person; and
(d) Is not a carrier which conveys passengers in interstate commerce.

If independently owned or operated, a water hauler's business presumably is to sell water.
Therefore, condition (c¢) is not met. To "sell" water is given broad meaning under the Act. For
cxample, a sale transaction cannot be disguised as a service charge to circumvent condition (¢).
Note the House Committee's interpretation:

Thus, for example, a municipal system which imposcs water and sewage taxes or
charges would not be exempt, because it sells water within the meaning of the

section. Any distributor of water for human consumption, whether public or
private, would be subject to the primary regulations unless he can show that he
receives his water supplies from a system which is subject to the regulations and he
does not charge consumers for the water that he provides. The purpose of this
provision is to exempt from Federal regulation those facilities such as hotels, which

2
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merely by virtue of having a storage tank and acting as a conduit from public water
system to consumer would otherwise be subject to Federal regulation as a public
water svstem.

By this provision the Committce intends that primary regulations would apply to housing
developments, motels, restaurants, trailer parkers, and other businesses serving the public, if the
business in question maintains its own well or water supply. The Committec intends to exempt
business which merely store and distribute water provided by others, unless that business sells
water as a separate item or bills separately for water it provides. (Emphasis added). Housc Report
No. 93-1185, at 17.

In the case of a water hauler which is owned or operated by a public water system to
which the NIPDWR apply, and from which the hauler obtains all its water, condition (b) of the
coverage in Scction 141.3 is not satisfied. Neither, presumably, is the non-sale condition of
subparagraph (c) satisfied. The broad meaning of to "sell" water under SDWA docs not intend to
permit circumvention of condition (¢) by resort to accounting devices, e g., arranging to have users
make dircct payments to the source supplicr and be billed separately by the hauler for a "service
charge". (See above quoted passage from House Report No 93-1185, at 17.)

Note, however, the effect of Section 141.29 of the NIPDWR, which provides for
modifications in monitoring requircments for "consecutive public water systems" to the extent that
the interconnection of the systems justifies treating them as a single system for purposes of
monitoring. Thus, if a water hauler qualifying as a "public watcr system" obtains all of its water
[rom another "public water system,” then the state may treat the two as a single system for
purposes of monitoring, where the state finds the interconnection of the two systems is justified for
this limited purposc, and the moditied monitoring is conducted pursuant to a schedule specified by
the state and concurred in by the Administrator of EPA. See Section 141.29 of the NIPDWR.



Castaic Area Town Council

Post Office Box 325, Castaic, California 91310 (661) 295-1156 www.castaic.org

March 21, 2015

From: The Castaic Area Town Council
PO Box 325, Castaic CA 91384

Dear: Mr. Dale Sakamoto
dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

Re: Hauled Water EIR scoping comments

| am writing this letter at the request and consent of the Castaic Area Town Council (5-20-2015
unanimous vote). The Council’s concerns are more directed at the water supply, and not the expanded
use of hauled water and those requiring it.

Expanding the hauled water availability and demand carries a need for expanded supply. With the
limited water resources in California, and in areas that are proposed for any expansion approval, there
will need to be safeguards, in the form of restrictions and enforcement oversight, to prevent privateers
from turning the water supply in to a “gold rush” mentality (as stated by one of my fellow Counciimen).
We have seen in recent years, in areas such as Aqua Dulce, where a private water supplier has pumped
the local aquifer lowering the water table, thus leaving neighbors high and dry.

Established water companies, such as the Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) or the Newhall Water
District, have the ability to import and take from numerous sources. They are accountable. It is the
Council’s request that only these established companies be the supplier of the proposed hauled water.
This regulation would hopefully limit the possibility of over pumping a given aquifer. The Council also
recommends that private suppliers only be used in extreme cases, and that the county would have
critical oversight and licensing conditions in place to prevent the over pumping or damaging of our local
water resources.

It is also recognized that a County hot-line and enforcement agency be put in place to oversee both the
suppliers and the resource development of hauled water supplies.

Best Regards,

C ¥y /< LT
Lloyd Carder I
Treasurer, Castaic Area Town Council.

cc: NWD, CLWA, Supervisor Antonovich



U.S. Department of Homeland Security
FEMA Region IX N

1111 Broadway, Suite 1200

Oakland, CA. 94607-4052

November 5, 2014

Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles/Department of Public Works
Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments

900 South Fremont Avenue, 1 1" Floor

Alhambra, California 91803

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

This is in response to your request for comments regarding the Notice of Preparation of Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water
Initiative for New Development and Notice of Four Scoping Meeting Dates and Locations.

Please review the current effective countywide Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for the
County of Los Angeles (Community Number 065043), Maps revised September 26, 2008.
Please note that the County of Los Angeles, California is a participant in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP). The minimum, basic NFIP floodplain management building
requirements are described in Vol. 44 Code of Federal Regulations (44 CFR), Sections 59
through 65.

A summary of these NFIP floodplain management building requirements are as follows:

All buildings constructed within a riverine floodplain, (i.e., Flood Zones A, AO, AH, AE,
and A1 through A30 as delineated on the FIRM), must be elevated so that the lowest
floor is at or above the Base Flood Elevation level in accordance with the effective Flood
Insurance Rate Map.

If the area of construction is located within a Regulatory Floodway as delineated on the
FIRM, any development must not increase base flood elevation levels. The term
development means any man-made change to improved or unimproved real estate,
including but not limited to buildings, other structures, mining, dredging, filling,
grading, paving, excavation or drilling operations, and storage of equipment or
materials. A hydrologic and hydraulic analysis must be performed prior to the start of
development, and must demonstrate that the development would not cause any rise in
base flood levels. No rise is permitted within regulatory floodways.

www.fema. gov
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e All buildings constructed within a coastal high hazard area, (any of the “V” Flood Zones
as delineated on the FIRM), must be elevated on pilings and columns, so that the lowest
horizontal structural member, (excluding the pilings and columns), is elevated to or above
the base flood elevation level. In addition, the posts and pilings foundation and the
structure attached thereto, is anchored to resist flotation, collapse and lateral movement
due to the effects of wind and water loads acting simultaneously on all building
components.

e Upon completion of any development that changes existing Special Flood Hazard Areas,
the NFIP directs all participating communities to submit the appropriate hydrologic and
hydraulic data to FEMA for a FIRM revision. In accordance with 44 CFR, Section 65.3,
as soon as practicable, but not later than six months after such data becomes available, a
community shall notify FEMA of the changes by submitting technical data for a flood
map revision. To obtain copies of FEMA’s Flood Map Revision Application Packages,
please refer to the FEMA website at http://www.fema.gov/business/nfip/forms.shtm.

Please Note:

Many NFIP participating communities have adopted floodplain management building
requirements which are more restrictive than the minimum federal standards described in 44
CFR. Please contact the local community’s floodplain manager for more information on local
floodplain management building requirements. The Los Angeles County floodplain manager can
be reached by calling George De La O, Senior Civil Engineer, at (626) 458-7155.

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to call Michael Hornick of the
Mitigation staff at (510) 627-7260.

Sincerely,

Gregor P)gckbum, CFM, Branch Chief
Floodplain Management and Insurance Branch

cc:

Floodplain Manager, City of Lancaster

George De La O, Senior Civil Engineer, Los Angeles County, Public Works Department

Chuck Heffernan, City Engineer, City of Palmdale

Christina Monde, Associate Engineer, City of Santa Clarita

Garret Tam Sing/Salomon Miranda, State of California, Department of Water Resources,
Southern Region Office

Michael Hornick, NFIP Planner, DHS/FEMA Region IX

Alessandro Amaglio, Environmental Officer, DHS/FEMA Region IX

www.fema.gov



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EASTERN AVENUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90063-3294

DARYL L. OSBY
FIRE CHIEF
FORESTER & FIRE WARDEN

October 27, 2014

Dale Sakamoto, Civil Engineer
Department of Public Works

Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, "PROPOSED
SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL HAULED WATER INITIATIVE FOR NEW
DEVELOPMENT," NOTICE OF FOUR SCOPING MEETING, TO ASSESS THE
FEASIBILITY OF THE ADOPTION OF AN ORDINANCE TO ALLOW HAULED
WATER AS THE PRIMARY SOURCE OF POTABLE WATER FOR NEW
SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL CONSTRUCTION, IN EFFECT SIX CITIES ALL IN
THE 5" DISTRICT, LOS ANGELES COUNTY (FFER #201400161)

The Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report has been reviewed by the
Planning Division, Land Development Unit, Forestry Division, and Health Hazardous
Materials Division of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department. The following are
their comments:

PLANNING DIVISION:

1. We have no comments at this time.

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

1. Chapter 5, Section 507.1, of the Fire Code specifies that an approved water
supply capable of supplying the required fire flow for fire protection shall be
provided to premises upon which buildings are constructed. Additionally,

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:

AGOURA HILLS CALABASAS DIAMOND BAR HIDDEN HILLS LA MIRADA MALIBU POMONA

ARTESIA CARSON DUARTE HUNTINGTON PARK LA PUENTE MAYWOOD RANCHO PALOS VERDES
AZUSA CERRITOS EL MONTE INDUSTRY LAKEWOOD NORWALK ROLLING HILLS
BALDWIN PARK CLAREMONT GARDENA INGLEWOOD LANCASTER PALMDALE ROLLING HILLS ESTATES
BELL COMMERCE GLENDORA IRWINDALE LAWNDALE PALOS VERDES ESTATES ROSEMEAD

BELL GARDENS COVINA HAWAIIAN GARDENS LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE LOMITA PARAMOUNT SAN DIMAS
BELLFLOWER CUDAHY HAWTHORNE LA HABRA LYNWOOD PICO RIVERA SANTA CLARITA

BRADBURY

SIGNAL HILL
SOUTH EL MONTE
SOUTH GATE
TEMPLE CITY
WALNUT

WEST HOLLYWOOI
WESTLAKE VILLAG
WHITTIER



Dale Sakamoto, Civil Engineer
October 27, 2014
Page 2

Fire Code Chapter 5, Section 507 .4, states the fire-code official shall be provided
with approved documentation of the water supply test prior to final approval of
the water supply system.

If a project does not have a public water supply, an “alternate means of fire
protection” can be requested, and it shall comply with the Fire Department’s
Regulation #19. The water tank is required to be supplied from a private on-site
well that is certified sustainable by the Department of Public Health and meet all
required health standards.

Should there be any questions regarding the Land Development Unit's comments,
please contact FPEA, Wally Collins at (323) 890-4243 or at
Wally.Collins@fire.lacounty.gov.

FORESTRY DIVISION — OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

1.

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department's
Forestry Division include erosion control, watershed management, rare and
endangered species, vegetation, fuel modification for Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and cultural resources, and the
County Oak Tree Ordinance. Potential impacts in these areas should be
addressed in the Final Environmental Document.

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

1.

The Health Hazardous Materials Division has no objection to the proposed project.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.

Very truly yours,

/B\’\j\ . “\) ~ c\c.Q},-———

FRANK VIDALES, CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

FV:jl



Sakamoto, Dale

From: Sarda, Juan

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2014 8:06 AM

To: Sakamoto, Dale

Cc: Hui, Tony; Esfahani, Massoud; Dubiel, Matthew
Subject: 2014-10-20, Hauled Water Initiative, LDD Comments.
Hi Dale,

Thanks for the opportunity to review the NOP-DEIR for the Single-Family Residence Hauled Water Initiative.

Land Development Division agrees with the findings on the NOP-DEIR. However, we have a water comment for your
consideration:

¢ The environmental document shall address the entitlement of the water sources, and the methodology of the
water-holding infrastructure to meet both the domestic and fire protection.

If you have any question regarding the water comment, please contact Tony Hui of your Land Development Division,
Water Unit at {626) 458-4921 or thui@dpw.lacounty.gov

If you have any additional questions, please contact me.
Regards;

JUAN M SARDA, P.E.

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

Land Development Division, Subdivision Mapping Section,
CUP/CEQA/B&T Planning Unit

B (626) 458-4921 £(626)458-4949

Please click here to take our customer service survey




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

“Parks Make Life Better!”
Russ Guiney, Director John Wicker, Chief Deputy Director

October 8, 2014
Sent via e-mail: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

TO: Dale Sakamoto, Civil Engineer
Department of Public Works

77 :
FROM: L,w‘é Clement Lau, AICP, Departmental Facilities Planner |
Planning & CEQA Section

SUBJECT: PROPOSED SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
HAULED WATER INITIATIVE FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT
INITIAL STUDY

The above Initial Study has been reviewed. Please find below our comments:
Page 3.15-3, REGULATORY FRAMEWORK, Local

 Please add the following description of the “County of Los Angeles Park Design
Guidelines and Standards”

The Park Design Guidelines and Standards document is intended to give design
professionals, County staff, and other agencies guidance on how to design and
develop parks that meet County standards and expectations. It incorporates
input from DPR staff, other County departments, as well as outside partners such
as non-profit organizations and private developers which have an interest in park
design. This manual addresses topics such as: spatial organization; buildings;
circulation; recreational facilities; landscaping; storm water management; utilities;
preferred manufactured products to be used at the parks; and preferred plant
lists for both potable and recycled water.

The Park Design Guidelines and Standards document is available online at:
http:/file lacounty.gov/dpricms1_216063.pdf

o Please add the following description of the “County of Los Angeles Trails Manual™

In May 2011, the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors adopted the County
of Los Angeles Trails Manual (Trails Manual), which provides guidelines and
standards sources of information for trail planning, -design, development, and
maintenance of Los Angeles County Trails. The Trails Manual is intended to be
used by County Departments, primarily the Department of Parks and Recreation
(DPR), and agencies associated with, or working in conjunction with DPR, or

Planning and Development Agency + 510 South Vermont Ave -+ Los Angeles, CA 90020-1975 - (213) 351-5198




Mr. Sakamoto
October 8, 2014
Page 2

engaged in the planning, design, construction and maintenance of multi-use
(equestrian, hiking, and mountain bicycling) trails within the County of Los Angeles.

The Manual is available online at: hitp:/ffile.lacounty.gov/dpricms1_208899.pdf
Please add a brief description of the Draft Antelope Valley Area Plan (August 2014)
and include parks and recreation policies listed under Goal PS 8 on page PS-5.
Examples of policies include: :

Policy PS 8.3: Provide new parks as additional development occurs or as the
population grows, with a goal of four acres of parkland for every 1,000 residents.

Policy PS 8.4: Prioritize new parks for existing park deficient communities.
The Public Safety, Services and Facilities Element of the Draft Plan is available

online at: http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/tnc_ch_05_public-safety-
20140822 pdf

Pages 3.15-10 fo 3.15-13, AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Please use the correct acreages (shown below) for the following County parks
referenced in the document:

Dr. Richard H. Rioux Memorial Park 16.7 acres

Apollo Park 54.5 acres
Veterans Memorial Park 86.7 acres
Phacelia Wildlife Sanctuary 160.5 acres
Devil's Punchbowl 1,299.9 acres
Vasquez Rocks Natural Area Park 912.9 acres
El Cariso Regional Park 79.7 acres

El Cariso Golf Course 128.8 acres

Pages 3.15-13 to 3.15-14, IMPACT ANALYSIS

[ ]

This section uses an average single-family residence household of 3.5 people in
unincorporated Los Angeles County to calculate the additional number of residents
per year over an estimated 20-year period of time. Please note that based on the
latest American Community Survey (ACS) data from the Census Bureau, the
average household size for single-family residences actually ranges from a low of
2.45 to a high of 3.69 in the affected Park Planning Areas (PPA). For a complete
listing of average household sizes by PPA, please refer to Section 21.24.340 of
the Los Angeles County Code.




Mr. Sakamoto
Qctober 8, 2014
Page 3

e The analysis correctly points out that the individual construction of single-family
residences is not subject to the County's Quimby requirements. We concur that
the proposed initiative could result in significant impacts to recreation, including
contribution to cumulative impacts, as a result of generating demand for local parks

in excess of the available supply of such faciliies. Specifically, this would
exacerbate existing parkland deficiencies and generate a demand for expansion
or construction of local parks. To address the significant impacts to recreation,
please provide mitigation measures and alternatives in the environmental impact
report.

e The analysis does not address County trails. Please evaluate potential impacts to
County trails in the affected communities. :

Thank you for including this Department in the review of this document. If we may be of
further assistance, please contact me at (213) 351-5120 or clau@parks.lacounty.gov.

CL/ Response SF Residential Hauled Water initiative IS

c: Parks and Recreation (N. E. Garcia, K. King)




Los Angeles Department of Water & Power

Commission
ERIC GARCETTI MEL LEVINE, President MARCIE L. EDWARDS
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CHRISTINA E. NOONAN
October 14, 2014 BARBARA E. MOSCHOS, Secretary

Mr. Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor

Alhambra, CA 91803

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Proposed Single-Family Residential
Hauled Water Initiative for New Development

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) appreciates this opportunity to
submit comments on the draft EIR for Los Angeles County’s Proposed Single-Family
Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development. Upon reviewing the County's
proposed project description, the LADWP has determined that the implementation of the project,
as described, would impose impacts on the City’'s water supply.

The draft EIR identifies the Metropolitan Water District and its member agencies as possible
sources for potable water for a total of approximately 26,880 additional residents from proposed
single-family residential development in unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County. The
proposed project area is composed of roughly 285,500 acres located in unincorporated areas of
Los Angeles County, which the LADWP currently does not serve. The lands identified in this
project are outside of the boundaries of the City of Los Angeles, and was not considered in the
Water System’s 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP). Since this development has not
been included in the UWMP, the LADWP requests that the EIR consider a source of water
supply other than those originating from the LADWP.

For any questions regarding the above comments, please contact Ms. Stephanie Eatinger of my
staff at (213) 367-0968. Also, please add Ms. Eatinger to your direct mailing list for any future
notices regarding this project and others

Sincerely,

Chales C. [o

Charles C. Holloway
Manager of Environmental Planning and Assessment

SE:aq
Enclosure
c. Stephanie Eatinger

Los Angeles Aqueduct Gentennial Celebrating 100 Years of Water 1913-2013

111 N. Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles, CA 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 www.LADWP.com
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October 20, 2014

Mr. Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11" Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Re: Castaic Lake Water Agency’'s Comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP)
of an Environmental impact Report for the Hauled Water Initiative for New
Development

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

The Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA) submits the following comments in order to
provide guidance to the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works consistent
with the intent of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) regarding NOP
responses (CEQA Guidelines Section 15082(b)). Although CLWA will not be a
responsible agency as defined in CEQA, CLWA is an interested agency. Therefore,
we have included a discussion of potentially significant environmental issues for
water utilities that should be addressed in the DEIR.

Potentially Significant Environmental Impacts

The evaluation of the proposed project and any alternatives in the DEIR shouid
address the following potential impacts to Water Service Utilities:

1. The project is proposing allow up to 42,677 parcel owners within the
unincorporated county area to use trucked water for single-family detached
residential units. This would represent a sizable water demand in an area that
has extremely limited water resources. In fact, CLWA has been approached
by community members in the Bouquet Creek and Aqua Dulce areas whose
local wells are no longer producing and have to rely on expensive hauled
water that they report to be unreliable as well as economically unsustainable.

Others have raised concerns that recharge from septic systems are
comprising too large a portion of local groundwater from which local wells
withdraw water, including those that are likely to provide sources for hauled
water. The DEIR should identify the likely water sources to be used if the
ordinance is approved and evaluate the impacts to the area where the water
would be acquired as well as adjacent areas that are hydrologically
connected. This evaluation should include the ability of the affected water
supply to meet demand in the long-term including at the time of build-out for
the communities in the vicinity/water utility service area. Additionally, the
quality of the water supply to be provided, and impacts to those areas that the
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water would be extracted from, needs to be evaluated. Also, variations in
water quality due to drought should be a part of the analysis.

2. Trip generation increases that would result from truck traffic the ordinance
would generate needs to be determined so that noise, air quality and traffic
impacts are disclosed and mitigation measures to reduce potentially
significant impacts can be analyzed for effectiveness.

3. Consistent with the requirements of CEQA regarding cumulative analysis, the
impact categories above need to be evaluated in conjunction with the impacts
of related projects to determine if the ordinance would have significant
cumulative impacts. For instance, no drinking water supplier had the
opportunity in forecasting long term demand to calculate the additional
demands that would result from the ordinance nor was any water supplier able
to evaluate the ordinance’s impacts to future demand in its 2010 Urban Water
Management Plan.

4. All domestic water suppliers with over 3,000 connections must document a
strategy for compliance with SBX7-7, which requires that they achieve a
twenty percent per capita reduction in potable water demand by the year
2020. The strategy includes reliance on all new development using water
conservation technology and meeting new code requirements and the efficient
use of irrigation in any outdoor landscaped areas. The DEIR needs to
document how the ordinance would not interfere with meeting the goals of the
law and how the new development served by hauled water would be
conditioned for the maximum amount of water conservation.

CLWA appreciates having the opportunity to respond to the NOP and looks forward
to reviewing the Draft EIR. If you have any questions regarding these comments,
please contact Jeff Ford, Principal Water Resources Planner, at (661) 513-1281.

Sincerely, /;

2

Dan Masnada
General Manager

cc: Adam Ariki, District Engineer, Los Angeles County Waterworks Districts
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Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board

May 29. 2015
File: Environmental Doc Review
Los Angeles County
Dale Sakamoto
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Ave., 11" Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803
dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
PROPOSED SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL HAULED WATER INITIATIVE FOR NEW
DEVELOPMENT, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS,
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region (Water Board)
received a copy of the County of Los Angeles’s (Project Proponent’'s) May 1, 2015 Notice of
Preparation for the above-referenced Project. The Notice of Preparation and Initial Study
was distributed on September 17, 2014.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project is a program to provide hauled water as the primary source of potable water for
new single-family residential construction. This program would serve unincorporated areas
of Los Angeles County where there is no available service from a public or private water
purveyor and where it has been demonstrated that an on-site groundwater well is not
feasible. On account of identifying additional parcels that could qualify to use hauled water,
the project proponent distributed the Notice of Preparation again. As a state agency
responsible for protecting water quality with the Lahontan region and CEQA “responsible”
agency, we have reviewed the information submitted and have the following general and
specific comments. Please assure that these comments are addressed in the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).

GENERAL COMMENTS
The Lahontan Water Board staff requests the project proponent to:

+ Evaluate the cumulate effect of the project’s potential to disrupt watershed processes
and degrade water quality related effects of the Antelope Valley watershed as a whole;

» Participate as an active stakeholder role in the development and implementation plans
to managing the water resource and quality within the Antelope Valley watershed;

KimeaLy Cox, cHaiR | PATTY Z. KOUYOUMODJIAN, EXECUTIVE OFFICER

14440 Civic Drive, Suite 200, Victorville, CA 92392 | www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan

&9 RECYCLED PAPEF
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» Evaluate the cumulative effects of TDS, nitrate, and trihalomethanes loading into
groundwater from dwelling units covered under the project, and consider a monitoring
program for tracking this loading. The expectation is that wastewater disposal is
through private onsite (septic) systems, and wastewater from these systems will
eventually reach groundwater.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS
Notice of Preparation

1. Eligible number of parcels. Please describe the unexplained difference in the number of
parcels:

Initial study Sept 17, 2014 42,827 parcels
Net gain of additional parcels 195
Unexplained difference -150

Notice of preparation May 1, 2015 42,872 parcels

2. Healthy watersheds are sustainable. Watersheds supply drinking water, provide for
recreational uses, and support ecosystems. Watershed processes include the
movement of water (i.e. infiltration and surface runoff), the transport of sediment, and
the delivery of organic material to surface waters. These processes create and sustain
the streams, lakes, wetlands, and other receiving waters of our region, including
groundwater.

In the Lahontan Region, Los Angeles County occupies the southern half of the Antelope
Valley watershed, a closed drainage basin whereby all surface runoff flows towards the
interior playas. Big Rock Wash, Little Rock Wash, and Amargosa Creek are the primary
hydrologic features of this area. These surface waters drain to the north and east and
terminate at Rosamond Dry Lake. The maijority of groundwater recharge occurs in
these streams at the head of the alluvial fan systems, with Big Rock Creek and Little
Rock Creek contributing a combined 80% of the total groundwater recharge of the
Antelope Valley Groundwater Basin. Increased development as a result of the
proposed Ordinance has the potential to disrupt watershed processes and degrade the
overall health of the Antelope Valley watershed as a whole. These cumulative effects

are potentially significant and will need to be evaluated in the DEIR.

3. The watershed approach for managing water resource quality and quantity is a
collaborative process that focuses public and private efforts on the highest priority
problems within a drainage basin and must be a critical component in development
projects, particular during times of drought and in arid areas where water quantity is
naturally limited. The Antelope Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Group is
a collaborative group of stakeholders, both public and private, that address both water
quantity and water quality within the Antelope Valley watershed. A number of water
management plans have been developed to date through that stakeholder collaboration
process, and strategies continue to be developed and refined to sustain water quantity
(i.e. imported water, storm water recharge, recycled water uses, etc.) and to manage
salts and nutrients to maintain the quality of water within the watershed. The project
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proponent is encouraged to play an active stakeholder role in the development and
implementation of these plans and to incorporate applicable implementation strategies

into their proposed Ordinance.

4. The beneficial uses of water resources in the Lahontan Region are listed either by
watershed (for surface waters) or by groundwater basin (for groundwater) in Chapter 2
of the Basin Plan. The DEIR should identify and list the beneficial uses of the water
resources within the Project area and include an analysis of the potential impacts to
water quality and hydrology with respect to those beneficial uses.

5. Water quality objectives and standards, both numerical and narrative, for all waters of
the State within the Lahontan Region, including surface waters and groundwater, are
outlined in Chapter 3 of the Basin Plan. Water quality objectives and standards are
intended to protect the public health and welfare, and to maintain or enhance water
quality in relation to the existing and/or potential beneficial uses of the water. It is these

objectives and standards that should be considered when evaluating thresholds of
significance for Project impacts.

6. A number of activities associated with land development of the parcels that will be
covered under the proposed Ordinance appear to have the potential to impact waters of
the State and, therefore, may require permits issued by either the State Water
Resources Control Board (State Water Board) or Lahontan Water Board. The required
permits may include:

a. Streambed alteration and/or discharge of fill material to a surface water may require
a CWA, section 401 water quality certification for impacts to federal waters (waters
of the U.S.), or dredge and fill waste discharge requirements for impacts to non-
federal waters, both issued by the Lahontan Water Board; and

b. Land disturbance of more than 1 acre may require a CWA, section 402(p) storm
water permit, including a NPDES General Construction Storm Water Permit, Water
Quality Order (WQO) 2009-0009-DWQ, obtained from the State Water Board, or
individual storm water permit obtained from the Lahontan Water Board, and

c. Water diversion and/or dewatering activities may be subject to discharge and
monitoring requirements under either NPDES General Permit, Limited Threat
Discharges to Surface Waters, Board Order R6T-2008-0023, or General Waste
Discharge Requirements for Discharges to Land with a Low Threat to Water Quality,
WQO-2003-0003, both issued by the Lahontan Water Board.

Should land development result in activities that will trigger these permitting actions, the
project proponent must consult with Water Board staff. Information regarding these
permits, including application forms, can be downloaded from our web site at
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/

Initial Study, Section 3.9.1, Hydrology and Water Quality Regulatory Framework

7. Page 3.9-7. The bullets listed under the heading “Water Quality Control Plan for the
Lahontan Region” are applicable to the State Water Resources Control Board (State
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Water Board) and do not pertain directly to the Lahontan Water Board. Our roles and
responsibilities are similar to those outlined for the Los Angeles Water Board on pages
3.9-7 and 3.9-8. The DEIR should accurately reflect the roles and responsibilities of the
State Water Board and the Lahontan and Los Angeles Regional Water Boards.

To be more specific, the Division of Financial Assistance of the State Water Board
administers water quality loans and grants. Other State and Federal agencies may also
have loans and grants for water quality related projects. Appropriate water rights of
surface waters are regulated under the State Water Board Division of Water Rights.

In the Initial Study, there is a reference to National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) General Permit for Construction Storm Water Discharges, Water
Quality Order (WQO) No. 98-08-DWQ on Page 3.9.8. WQO No 98-08-DWQ was
rescinded in 2010 when the NPDES General Permit for Storm Water Discharges
Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities, WQO No. 2009-0009-
DWQ was adopted and became effective July 1, 2010. The DEIR must make correct
reference to WQO No. 2009-0009-DWQ (as amended) when discussing NPDES storm
water regulations.

Initial Study, Section 3.9.3, Hydrology and Water Quality Impact Analysis

9. Table 3.9.3-1, Page 3.9.21. Please clarify the expected wastewater flow. Based on the

project number of building units, and sewage flow per unit, the average wastewater flow
for a planning population of 26,880 should be 1,996,800 gallons per day. This value
should replace the value of 99,840 gallons per day in Table 3.9.3-1.

Please clarify the expected volume of pumped septic tanks per year. The volume of
pump septic tanks per year for 7680 units, where one-third of the septic tanks are
pumped each year, and the size of each septic tank is 1200 gallons, is about 3,072,000
gallons per year. This should replace the value of 30,368 gallons pumped per year in
Table 3.9.3-1. A three year septic tank pumping cycles is ideal for preserving the soil
infiltration system but many times owners wait 6 to 8 year.

10. The proposed method of wastewater disposal is through private onsite septic tank

11.

systems. Water infiltrating into groundwater from these systems contain nitrate
concentrations that typically exceed the drinking water standard. Please evaluate the
cumulative impacts from nitrate loading into the groundwater from these onsite systems,
and propose mitigation measures to lessen the impact. Please evaluate as a mitigation
measure to sewer and provide wastewater treatment for unincorporated communities,
including Lake Los Angeles, Little Rock, Pear Blossom, Quartz Hill, and Neenach. The
discharge from any wastewater treatment plant will require the provider to submit a
report of waste discharge, pay fees, and receive waste discharge requirements adopted
by the Lahontan Water Board.

Please clarify the expected quality range of the hauled water quality with respect to total
dissolved solids (TDS) and trihalomethanes (TTHM). TTHM are byproducts of chlorine

disinfection, and they are carcinogens. Please evaluate the cumulative impacts from
TTHM and TDS loading into groundwater. Please propose mitigation measures. One
possible mitigation measure for TDS is to provide water softener cartridge change-out
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service as part of the water hauling service. This eliminates the discharge of water
softener brine into onsite systems.

12. The Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region (Basin Plan) allows no more
than 2 equivalent dwelling units per acre (500 gal/acre-day). The State onsite
wastewater treatment system (OWTS) policy will replace the onsite system
requirements in the Basin Plan no later than May 13, 2018. The Policy requires local
agencies to develop a Local Agency Management Plan (LAMP) to implement criteria
different than the conservative siting criteria of the Policy. A LAMP must include
performance based regulatory and monitoring programs. Therefore, please evaluate as
a mitigation measure a performance monitoring program to track the salt, nutrient,_and
TTHM byproduct loading to groundwater. This information could be used to justify a
different density than presently allowed in the Basin Plan.

Regarding Water Board waste discharge requirement permits for new onsite system
under the project, the State Water Board has waived the requirement for submitting a
report of waste discharge, paying fees, receiving waste discharge requirement for onsite
systems that meet the OWTS policy and are less than or equal to 10,000 gal per day.

13. Page 3.9-22. All waters of the State fall under the jurisdiction of the State Water Board
and nine Regional Water Boards. Some waters of the State are also waters of the
United States. Dredging, filling, or otherwise alteration to a water of the State (including
a water of the United States) requires authorization from either the State Water Board or
the applicable Regional Water Board in addition to other pertinent federal, state and
local authorizations and/or permits. The DEIR must make correct reference to the State
Water Board and Regional Water Boards as having requlatory authority over all waters
of the State.

If you have any questions, please contact either me at 760-241-7353 or Jehiel Cass, P.E.,
Senior Engineer, at 760-241-2434. Please send all future correspondence regarding this
Project to the Water Board's email address at Lahontan@waterboards.ca.gov and be sure
to include the WDID No. in the subject line.

f’ - _Sau {’A A‘on 'ékn
?Uula j (I(Mu‘k'

cc.  Cindy Forbes, SWRCB-DDW Cindy.Forbes@waterboards.ca.qov
Barbara Evoy, SWRCB-DWR Barbara.Evoy@waterboards.ca.qov
Bill Orem, SWRCB-DWQ Bill. Orme@waterboards.ca.gov

MC/rc/Ltr42153Cegal.aCoWaterHaulNoplnitStudy.docx



October 27, 2014 Via E-Mail and Regular Mail

Mr. Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works

900 South Fremont Avenue, 1 1" Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Mr. Dale Sakamoto:

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) received a copy of the
Notice of Preparation/Initial Study (NOP/IS) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development (Project). The County
of Los Angeles (County) is acting as the Lead Agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) for the project. The Project proposes to assess the feasibility of approving
hauled water as the primary source of potable water for new single-family residential
construction in unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County. The Project would affect
approximately 42,677 parcel owners. The Project is located in the northern third of Los Angeles
County: north and east of the San Gabriel Mountains in the Antelope Valley, northeast of the city
of Santa Clarita, southwest of the city of Palmdale, in the Kagel Canyon area in the Angeles
National Forest, and areas north and south of State Route 14. Metropolitan would like to thank
Dale Sakamoto, Project Manager, for providing us a seven day extension for review and
comments to the Project. This letter contains Metropolitan’s comments on the proposed Project
as a potentially affected public agency.

Metropolitan has been coordinating with the County and was provided with assessor parcel
locations for the Project. The County indicated that the information provided is preliminary data
and could be refined during the CEQA process for the Project. As such, Metropolitan’s
comments on the Project contained herein reflect current information and Metropolitan reserves
the right to submit further comments if there are changes in the project.

Metropolitan reviewed the NOP/IS and determined that the proposed Project is not within
Metropolitan’s service area (see attached map). The parcels nearest to Metropolitan’s service
area are those located approximately 2.0 miles northeast of the city of San Fernando and are
identified in the Castaic/Santa Clarita/Agua Dulce subarea. Under Metropolitan’s
Administrative Code section 3100, property adjacent to a member agency will require
annexation prior to water being served. Section 3104(b) states, “water sold and delivered by the
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Mr. Dale Sakamoto
Page 2
October 27, 2014

District shall not be used in any manner which intentionally or avoidably results in the direct or
indirect benefit of areas outside the District including use of such water outside the District or
use thereof within the District in substitution for other water used outside the District.”

The NOP/IS states that water service would be provided to the Project area by potential water
suppliers such as Metropolitan, Antelope Valley East Kern Water Agency (AVEK) member
agencies, and other neighboring water suppliers. As noted, pursuant to Metropolitan’s
Administrative Code sections 3104(b) and 3100, Metropolitan’s water may not be used outside
of its service area and all references to use of Metropolitan water should be removed from the
document. This includes hauling water to non-Metropolitan service areas.

Should the County consider using Metropolitan water for these parcels, the Draft EIR will need
to clearly identify the parcels and state the need for a proposed annexation to Metropolitan, its
Metropolitan member agency, and LAFCO, including water standby charges, ad velorum tax,
and other required conditions for annexation in the project description. Please contact Ethel
Young at eyoung@mwdh2o0.com or (213) 217-7677 should further information about
Metropolitan service area or annexation to the service areas be required.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to
further coordination on this Project. If you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to
contact Ms. Brenda S. Marines at bmarines@mwdh2o0.com or (213) 217-7902.

Very truly yours,

C e

Deirdre West
Manager, Environmental Planning Team

BSM/bsm
(EPT No. 20141016MIS)

Enclosure: map
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THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Sl
H:f»’f

Office of the-General Manager

June 1, 2015 Via E-Mail and Federal Express

Mr. Dale Sakamoto

County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue, 1
Alhambra, CA 91803

1® Floor

Dear Mr. Sakamoto:

Revised Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report,
For the Single Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) reviewed the revised
Notice of Preparation/Initial Study (revised NOP/IS) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) for The Single Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
(Project).

The Project proposes to assess the feasibility of adopting an initiative to allow hauled water as
the primary source of potable water for property owners in northern Los Angeles County
(County) applying for permission to develop their property where there is no local water supply.
The County proposes to adopt the initiative and permit the new development in reliance on
hauled water, but the property owners would be responsible for contracting and paying for water
to be trucked to their property. The revised NOP/IS will add an additional 195
parcels/homeowners (a new total of 42,872 parcels/homeowners) eligible for the hauled water
initiative. Metropolitan previously submitted comments as a Responsible Agency on the original
NOP for the Project during the public comment period on October 27, 2014 (see attachment);
these comments are incorporated by reference.

Metropolitan is a public agency and regional water wholesaler, providing an essential public
service, and drinking water. It is comprised of 26 member public agencies serving
approximately 19 million people in portions of six counties in Southern California, including Los
Angeles County. Metropolitan’s mission is to provide its 5,200 square mile service area with
adequate and reliable supplies of high-quality water to meet present and future needs in an
environmentally and economically responsible way.

As a fundamental matter, Metropolitan is concerned that the revised NOP/IS proposes to permit
new development relying solely on hauled water when it does not identify the source of the water
and it is not clear whether a viable long-term supply exists for locations in the remote areas of
the north county. The County suggests that Metropolitan or other suppliers in the area may be
potential sources, without addressing whether these are viable sources. See, e.g., IS at 3.9-15,

700 N. Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 90012 e Mailing Address: Box 54153, Los Angeles, California 90054-0153 e Telephone (213) 217-6000
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3.17-16. There is no way to assess potential water supply impacts without identifying the source
of the water. The County’s proposed Project is in conflict with the State’s policy requiring
identification of sufficient water supplies for any new development, as enacted in 2001 in Senate
Bills 221 and 610.

As you are aware, the state is in the midst of a historic drought. The Governor has declared the
drought an emergency and instituted mandatory water reductions. Additionally, in April 2015,
Metropolitan approved a Water Supply Allocation Plan to implement reduced water use within
its service area. For all these reasons, it is not clear that the County will be able to identify a
long-term viable source of supply for these remote areas.

Furthermore, even if the State were not in the midst of a drought and regardless of availability of
supply, as a matter of policy, Metropolitan does not allow its water supplies to be used outside its
service area. See Metropolitan’s Administrative Code § 3100. Metropolitan’s ratepayers pay for
its imported supplies and the extensive facilities to import these supplies, and are the
beneficiaries of the system. Furthermore, there are state and federal contractual restrictions on
the use of Metropolitan’s imported supplies outside its service area. The Project sites are not
located within Metropolitan’s service area and Metropolitan only provides water service to its
member public agencies through its existing pipeline distribution system and under its current
rate structure. Metropolitan does not operate any kind of “water hauling” system, nor does it
address such a method of “water hauling” in its rates. Any use or benefit provided from
Metropolitan’s imported supplies either directly or indirectly to the Project sites would require
annexation, which is within the discretionary approval of Metropolitan’s board. If the proposal
is to annex to Metropolitan, this would have to be addressed in the DEIR.

Additionally, according to the IS, the County indicates Metropolitan would have a water supply
surplus based on the 2010 Regional Urban Water Management Plan (RUWMP). See IS at 3.17-
17, 3.17-23. This statement is incorrect and Metropolitan clarifies that any availability of surplus
water is for the benefit of Metropolitan’s member agencies and sub-agencies within our service
area. The “surplus” pertains to potential Metropolitan supply programs that may be exercised to
meet demands within the service area. Also, the County incorrectly states that Metropolitan will
have a surplus of 620,000 acre-feet per year in 2020 and 371,000 in 2035 with its existing water
supplies in an average dry year. See IS at 3-17-17. These numbers are for a single dry year, not
an average year. The supply reliability analysis from the 2010 RUWMP takes into account
projected demands within Metropolitan's service area only.

Metropolitan is currently updating its RUWMP to incorporate changed conditions and recently
experienced hydrologic uncertainties. Metropolitan cautions that in times of severe drought, the
possibility of an annexation for development will need to be reviewed and considered by the
water conservation teams in the local and regional jurisdictions, and Metropolitan’s board. To
this end, the reliance on the surplus water identified in Metropolitan’s 2010 RUWMP as a source
for trucked water for this Project is not correct.

Finally, according to the IS, the County includes a statement on Metropolitan’s various water
sources including the State Water Project, the Colorado River Aqueduct, financial support of
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local water supply project developments such as groundwater replenishment and extraction, local
stormwater capture and storage, water recycling and storage, water conservation, and brackish
and seawater desalination. See IS at 3.7-17. This statement can be misinterpreted and requires
clarification. Metropolitan’s foremost function is to provide its service area with adequate and
reliable supplies of high quality drinking water. Metropolitan assists its member agencies with
financial incentives through its Local Resources Program for the development of recycled water
and recovered groundwater with incentives for local seawater desalination development and
research, and with funding of technical studies and pilot projects related to recycled water,
seawater desalination, stormwater, and groundwater enhancement. However, Metropolitan does
not own or operate any facilities related to these programs, with ownership and operation
remaining as responsibility of partnering member agencies and their sub-agencies. Metropolitan
does encourage and support tiered pricing structure, outreach and education programs, new
plumbing codes and other regulations that facilitate water savings. To this end, the statement
regarding Metropolitan’s various water sources requires additional clarification and the inclusion
of Metropolitan’s support role in the development of such other water sources.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and look forward to
receiving the Draft EIR and future environmental documentation on this Project. If we can be of
further assistance, please contact Ms. Brenda S. Marines at (213) 217-7902.

ry truly yours,

Deborah Drezner
Interim Team Manager

BSM/bsm
(EPT Project No.20150504EXT)

Enclosures: Letter to NOP/IS for the DEIR, dated October 27, 2014
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STATE OF CALIFOBNIA Edmond G. Brown. Jr.. Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
1550 Harbor Bivd., ROOM 100

West SACRAMENTO, CA 856381

{916) 373-3710

Fax (916) 373-5471

September 25, 2014

Dale Sakamoto
~ Los Angeles County

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11' " Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

RE: SCH# 2014091048 Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development, Los Angeles -
, County.

Dear Mr. Sakamoto,

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) referenced above.
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) states that any project that causes a substantial adverse .change in the
significance of an historical resource, which includes archeological resources, is a significant effect requiring the preparation of
an EIR (CEQA Guidelines 15064(b)). To comply with this provision the lead agency is required to assess whether the project
will have an adverse impact on historical resources within the area of project effect (APE), and if so to mitigate that effect. To
adequately assess and mitigate project-related impacts to archaeological resources, the NAHC recommends the following
actions:

v Contact the appropriate regional archaeological Information Center for a record search. The record search will determine:
x If a partor all of the area of project effect (APE) has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.
= {f any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.
= If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.
= |fa survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present. -
v If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing the
findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
= The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submmed immediately
to the planning department. Al information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and
associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for pubic
disclosure.
= The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed o the appropnate
regional archaeological Information Center.
¥ Contact the Native American Heritage Commission for:
» A Sacred Lands File Check. USGS 7.5-minute guadrangle name, township, range, and section required
= A list of appropriate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project sﬁe and to assist in the
mitigation measures. Native American Contacts List attached
v Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence.
= Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of accxdentally :
discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines §15064.5(f).
areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native Amencan
with knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.
= Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered cultural items that
are not burial associated, which are addressed in Public Resources Code (PRC) §5097.98, in consultation with
culturally affiliated Native Americans.
= Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in their mmgahon plan.
Health and Safety Code §7050.5, PRC §5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(e), address the process to be
followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains and associated grave goods in a location
other than a dedicated cemetery.

Sincerely,
Katy Sanchez '

Associate Government Program Analyst

CC: State Clearinghouse



- GTTribalcouncil@aol.com

Native American Contacts
Los Angeles County
Sepiember 25, 2014

Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation
John Tommy Rosas, Tribal Admin.

Gabrielino Tongva
tattn!aw@gmail.com

(310) 570-6567

Gabrlelenofr ongva San Gabriel Band of MISSIOH Indian
Anthony Morales, Chairperson

P.O. Box 693 Gabrielino Tongva
- San Gabriel » CA 91778
(626) 483-3564 Cell
~(626) 286-1262 Fax

-Gabrielino /Tongva Nation
Sandonne Goad, Chairperson

106 1/2 Judge John Aiso St. Gabrielino Tongva
Los Angeles » CA 90012

sgoad@gabrielino-tongva.com

(951) 807-0479

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council
Robert F. Dorame, Tribal Chair/Cultural Resources

P.O. Box 490 Gabrielino Tongva -
Bellflower » CA 90707 -

gtongva @verizon.net
(562) 761-6417 Voice/Fax

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

- Andrew Salas, Chairperson

Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe
Bernie Acuna, Co-Chairperson.
Contact information unavailable Gabrielino

3

Last attempted verification 9/5/14

(310) 428-5690 Cell

Gabnehno -Tongva Tribe
Linda Candelaria, Co-Chairperson

Contact information unavailable (Ggbrielino

... Last aﬁerﬁpted v’er}fféatipn 9/5/?4
- (626) 676-1184 -Cell

Gabrieleno Band of Mission indians

P.O. Box 393
Covina )

v - Gabrielino
CA 91723

- gabrielenoindians@yahoo.

(626) 926-4131

Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe
Conrad Acuna.
Contact information unavailable Gabne[mo

7

Last,attempted verifiéation 9/5/14

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH # 2014091048 Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development, Los Angeles County.



Native American Coniacis
Los Angeles County
September 25, 2014

Gabrielino /Tongva Nation V
Sam Dunlap, Cultural Resources Director

P.O. Box 86908 : Gabrielino Tongva.
Los Angeles » CA 90086
samdunlap @earthlink.net

(909) 262-9351

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH # 2014091048 Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development, Los Angeles County.



Sakamoto, Dale

From: Daniel McCarthy <DMcCarthy@sanmanuel-nsn.gov>
Sent: Friday, October 17, 2014 12:21 PM

To: Sakamoto, Dale

Subject: Single Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative

Mr. Sakamoto,

Thank you for the NOP for the DEIR for the Proposed Single-Family Residential hauled Water initiative. The Tribe
appreciates the opportunity to review and respond with comments. In reviewing this proposed initiative, the Tribe does
not have any concerns and does not see a need to consult at this time.

Daniel McCarthy, MS, RPA

Director

Cultural Resources Management Department
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians

26569 Community Center Drive

Highland, CA 92346

Office: 909 864-8933 x 3248

Cell: 909 838-4175
dmccarthy@sanmanuel-nsn.gov

THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT
IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL AND
EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
electronic transmission in error, please delete it from your system without copying it and notify the sender by
reply e-mail so that the email address record can be corrected. Thank You



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA  Qgctober 20, 2014

Mr. Dale Sakamoto, Civil Engineer
, County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
“SXEZEY 000 South Fremont Avenue, 11™ Floor
- Alhambra, California 81803
Telephone: {626) 458-3915
E-mail: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov
ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS RE: SCAG Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New

Main Office Development [SCAG NO. IGR8195]
418 West Seventh Strget
12th Floor Dear Mr. Sakamoto,
Los Angeles, Californiz  Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for
900173435 the Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
(“proposed project”) to the Southern California Assaciation of Governments (SCAG) for review
L2 23 1N and comment. SCAG is the authorized regional agency for Inter-Governmental Review (IGR)

of programs proposed for federal financial assistance and direct development activities,
pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 12372. Additionally, SCAG reviews the
Environmental Impact Reports of prajects of regional significance for consistency with

1213 236-132%

WWRSEAG.LaAUY regional plans pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA
Guidelines.
Officers SCAG is also the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency under state law, and
President is responsible for preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) including its
Cart Marerouse, Son Buvnaventuna Systainable Communities Strategy (SCS) component pursuant to SB 375. As the
First Vice President clearinghouse for regionally significant projects per Executive Order 12372, SCAG reviews

CherylVivga Walker, EiCentes the consistency of local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans.’ Guidance
e ot provided by these reviews is intended to assist local agencies and project sponsors to take
veond Viwe Ponvident . . R . . .
M e s wiaane  actions that contribute to the attainment of the regional goals and policies in the RTP/SCS.
ey, SCAG staff has reviewed the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development.
Executive/Administration The proposed project, if adopted, would make approximately 42,677 parcel owners in the
Committea Chair northern one-third of the unincorporated Los Angeles County eligibie to seek authorization for
Cart Morekouse, San Busnaventura use of hauled water to support issuance of a building permit for a single-family residence.

Policy Committee Chairs wWhen available, please send environmental documentation to SCAG’s office in Los

Commumty, Economic and : s . e
Homen Beeectopment Angeles or by email to suni@scag.ca.gov providing, at a minimum, the full public

targane Fnlay, Duarte COMAMeENt period for review. If you have any questions regarding the attached comments,
please contact Lijin Sun, Senior Regional Planner, at (213) 236-1882 or suni@scag.ca.qov.
Encrgy & Envirownent Thank you.

Gebonah Relssetson, Rialte

Transportation SincerelY,

Alan Wapner, Son Berpardiro
/ it %
W

Avsoaiatug Goveennuests
Ping Chang.
Program Manager, Land Use and Environmental Planning

' 5B 375 amends CEQA to add Chapter 4.2 Imptementation of the Sustainable Communities Strategy. which allows for certain CEQA
streamlining for projects consistent with the RTP/SCS. Lead agencies {including local jurisdictions) maintain the discretion and will be solely
responsible for determining “consistency” of any future praject with the SCS. Any “consistency” finding by SCAG pursuant to the IGR process
should not be construed as a finding of consistency under SB 375 for purposes of CEQA streamlining.

The Regional Council consists of 86 elected officials represziting 191 cities, six counties, six County Transportation Commissians, one representative
from the Transportation Comdor Agencies, one Tribal Government representative and one representative for the Air Districts within Southern Calfornia.

JUI15.05 prestad hy eegeed g



October 20, 2014 SCAG No. IGR8185
Mr. Sakamoto Page 2

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF
A DRAFT ENVRIONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE PROPOSED SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL HAULED WATER INITIATIVE
FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT [SCAG NO. IGR8185]

CONSISTENCY WITH RTP/SCS

SCAG reviews environmental documents for regionally significant projects for their consistency with the
adopted RTP/SCS.

2012 RTP/SCS Goals

The SCAG Regional Council adopted the 2012 RTP/SCS in April 2012. The 2012 RTP/SCS links the goal of
sustaining mobility with the goals of fostering economic development, enhancing the environment, reducing
energy consumption, promoting transportation-friendly development patterns, and encouraging fair and
equitable access to residents affected by sacio-economic, geographic and commercial limitations (see
hitp://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov). The goals included in the 2012 RTP/SCS may be pertinent o the proposed
project. These goals are meant to provide guidance for considering the proposed project within the
context of regional goals and policies. Among the relevant goals of the 2012 RTP/SCS are the following:

RTPISCS GT.
competitiveness

RTPISCS G2: Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods in the region
RTPISCS G3: Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods in the region
RTP/SCS G4:  Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional fransportation system
RTP/SCS GS:  Maximize the productivily of our lransportation system

RTP/SCS G6: Protect the environment and health for our residents by improving air quality and encouraging
active transportation (non-motorized transportation, such as bicycling and walking)

RTPISCS G7:  Aclively encourage and create incentives for energy efficiency, where possible
RTP/SCS G8:  Encourage land use and growth patterns that facilitate transit and non-moltorized transportation

RTPISCS G9:  Maximize the security of the regional transportation System through improved system moniforing,
rapid recovery planning, and coordination with other securily agencies

For ease of review, we encourage the use of a side-by-side comparison of SCAG goals with discussions
of the consistency, non-consistency or non-applicability of the policy and supportive analysis in a table
format. Suggested format is as follows:



SCAG No. IGR8195
Page 3

October 20, 2014
Mr. Sakamoto

'''' . SCAG 2012 RTPISCS Goals =~ -
Goal
RTPISCS Align the plan investments and policies with improving | Consistent: Statement as (o why
Gt regional economic development and compefiliveness. Not-Consistent: Statement as to why
or
Not Applicable: Statement as to why
DEIR page number reference
RTP/SCS Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and | Consistent: Statement as to why
Gz goods in the region. Not-Consistent: Statement as o why
or
Not Applicable: Statement as to why
DFIR page number reference
etC. etc.
RTPISCS Strategies

To achieve the goals of the 2012 RTP/SCS, a wide range of strategies are Included in SCS Chapter
(starting on page 152) of the RTP/SCS focusing on four key areas: 1) Land Use Actions and Strategies;
2) Transportation Network Actions and Strategies; 3) Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
Actions and Strategies and; 4) Transportation System Management {TSM) Actions and Strategies. If
applicable to the proposed project, please refer to these strategies as guidance for considering the
proposed project within the context of regional goals and policies. To access a listing of the strategies,
please visit http://rtpscs.scag.ca.qov/iDocuments/2012/final/f201 2RTPSCS.pdf (Tables 4.3-47,
beginning on page 152).

Regional Growth Forecasts

At the time of this letter, the most recently adopted SCAG forecasts consists of the 2020 and 2035
RTP/SCS population, household and employment forecasts. To view them, please visit
hitp://scag.ca.gov/Documents/201 2AdoptedGrowthForecastPDF.pdf. The forecasts for the region and
applicable jurisdictions are below.

T | Adopted SCAG Region Wide Forecasts |.Adopted Unincorpereiaf Seunty ofbee Agele®
Forecast Year 2020 Yoar 2035 Year 2020 Year 2035
Population 19,663,000 22,091,000 1,159,100 1,398,500
Households 6,458,000 7,325,000 336,100 405,500
Employment 8,414,000 9,441,000 266,100 318,100

..... ] Adopted City of Palmdale | Adopted City of Santa Clarita .|| Adopted City of Lancasteér .
B 4 Forecasts U Forecasts I Forecasts .~~~
Forecast Year 2020 Year 2035 Year 2020 Year 2035 Year 2020 Year 2035
Popuiation 179,300 206,100 201,100 237,100 174,800 201,300
Households 51,300 58,800 70,100 81,900 52,200 58,800
Employment 38,800 47,200 108,700 122,600 51,800 54,200




October 20, 2014 SCAG No. IGRB195
Mr. Sakamoto Page 4

MITIGATION

SCAG staff recommends that you review the SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS Final Program EIR Mitigation
Measures for guidance, as appropriate. See Chapter 6 (beginning on page 143) at:
hitp://ripscs.scaq.ca.goviDocuments/peir/201 2/final/Final2012PEIR. pdf

As referenced in Chapter 6, a comprehensive list of example mitigation measures that may be considered as
appropriate is included in Appendix G: Examples of Measures that Could Reduce Impacts from Planning,
Development and Transportation Projects. Appendix G can be accessed at:
http://ripscs.scag.ca.goviDocuments/peir/2012/final/2012fPEIR AppendixG _ExampleMeasures.pdf
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ASSOCIATION of
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Main Office
818 West Seventh Street
12th Floor
Los Angeles, California
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Officers

President
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First Vice President
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Second Vice President
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Carl Morehouse, San Buenaventura

Executive/Administration
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Cheryl Viegas-Walker, El Centro
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June 1, 2015

Mr. Dale Sakamoto, Civil Engineer

County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue

Los Angeles, California 91803

Phone: (626) 458-3915

Email: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

RE: SCAG Comment on the Recirculated Notice of Preparation of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water
Initiative for New Development [SCAG NO. IGR8195]

Dear Mr. Sakamoto,

Thank you for submitting the Recirculated Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New
Development (“proposed project’) to the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG) for review and comment. SCAG is the authorized regional agency for Inter-
Governmental Review (IGR) of programs proposed for federal financial assistance and
direct development activities, pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 12372.
Additionally, SCAG reviews the Environmental Impact Reports of projects of regional
significance for consistency with regional plans pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.

SCAG is also the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency under state law,
and is responsible for preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) including its
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) component pursuant to SB 375. As the
clearinghouse for regionally significant projects per Executive Order 12372, SCAG
reviews the consistency of local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans.’
Guidance provided by these reviews is intended to assist local agencies and project
sponsors to take actions that contribute to the attainment of the regional goals and
policies in the RTP/SCS.

SCAG staff has reviewed the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development. If
adopted, approximately 42,872 parcel owners in the County could be eligible to seek
authorization for use of hauled water to support issuance of a building permit for a single-
family residence.

When available, please send environmental documentation to SCAG’s office in Los
Angeles or by email to sunl@scag.ca.gov providing, at a minimum, the full public
comment period for review. If you have any questions regarding the attached
comments, please contact Lijin Sun, Esq., Senior Regional Planner, at (213) 236-1882 or
sunl@scag.ca.gov. Thank you.

Sincerely,

; 2
/F_’lﬁﬁ éZd,,,f
Ping Chang,

Program Manager ll, Land Use and Environmental Planning

1 B 375 amends CEQA to add Chapter 4.2 Implementation of the Sustainable Communities Strategy, which
allows for certain CEQA streamlining for projects consistent with the RTP/SCS. Lead agencies (including local
jurisdictions) maintain the discretion and will be solely responsible for determining “consistency” of any future
project with the SCS. Any “consistency” finding by SCAG pursuant to the IGR process should not be construed
as a finding of consistency under SB 375 for purposes of CEQA streamlining.

The Regional Council consists of 86 elected officials representing 191 cities, six counties, six County Transportation Commissions, one representative
from the Transportation Corridor Agencies, one Tribal Government representative and one representative for the Air Districts within Southern California.

2015.5.7 printed on recycled paper f‘ )



June 1, 2015 SCAG No. IGR8195
Mr. Sakamoto Page 2

COMMENTS ON THE RECIRCULATED NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF
A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL HAULED WATER INITIATIVE FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT
[SCAG NO. IGR8195]

CONSISTENCY WITH RTP/SCS

SCAG reviews environmental documents for regionally significant projects for their consistency with the adopted
RTP/SCS.

2012 RTP/SCS Goals

The SCAG Regional Council adopted the 2012 RTP/SCS in April 2012, The 2012 RTP/SCS links the goal of
sustaining maobility with the goals of fostering economic development, enhancing the environment, reducing
energy consumption, promoting transportation-friendly development patterns, and encouraging fair and
equitable access to residents affected by socio-economic, geographic and commercial limitations (see
http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov). The goals included in the 2012 RTP/SCS may be pertinent to the proposed project.
These goals are meant to provide guidance for considering the proposed project within the context of
regional goals and policies. Among the relevant goals of the 2012 RTP/SCS are the following:

SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS GOALS

RTP/SCS G1: Align the plan investments and policies with improving regional economic development and
competifiveness

RTP/SCS G2: Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods in the region
RTP/SCS G3: Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods in the region
RTP/SCS G4: Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional transportation system
RTP/SCS G&: Maximize the productivity of our transporiation system

RTP/SCS G6: Protect the environment and health for our residents by improving air quality and encouraging
active transportation (non-motorized transportation, such as bicycling and walking)

RTP/SCS GT: Actively encourage and create incentives for energy efficiency, where possible
RTP/SCS G8: Encourage land use and growth patterns that facilitate transit and non-motorized fransportation

RTP/SCS G9: Maximize the security of the regional transportation system through improved system monitoring,
rapid recovery planning, and coordination with other security agencies

For ease of review, we encourage the use of a side-by-side comparison of SCAG goals with discussions of
the consistency, non-consistency or non-applicability of the policy and supportive analysis in a table format.
Suggested format is as follows:



June 1, 2015 SCAG No. IGR8195
Mr. Sakamoto Page 3
SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS GOALS
Goal Analysis
RTP/SCS G1:  Align the plan investments and policies with improving Consistent: Statement as to why;
regional economic development and competitiveness Not-Consistent: Statement as to why;
Or
Not Applicable: Statement as to why;
DEIR page number reference
RTP/SCS G2:  Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and Consistent: Statement as to why;
goods in the region Not-Consistent: Statement as to why;
Or
Not Applicable: Statement as to why;
DEIR page number reference
etc. etc.
RTP/SCS Strategies

To achieve the goals of the 2012 RTP/SCS, a wide range of strategies are included in SCS Chapter
(starting on page 152) of the RTP/SCS focusing on four key areas: 1) Land Use Actions and Strategies; 2)
Transportation Network Actions and Strategies; 3) Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Actions and
Strategies and; 4) Transportation System Management (TSM) Actions and Strategies. If applicable to the
proposed project, please refer to these strategies as guidance for considering the proposed project within
the context of regional goals and policies. To access a listing of the strategies, please visit
http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov/Documents/2012/final/f2012RTPSCS.pdf (Tables 4.3 — 4.7, beginning on page
152).

Regional Growth Forecasts

At the time of this letter, the most recently adopted SCAG forecasts consists of the 2020 and 2035
RTP/SCS population, household and employment forecasts. To view them, please visit
http://scag.ca.gov/iDocuments/2012AdoptedGrowthForecastPDF.pdf. The forecasts for the region and
applicable jurisdictions are below.

Adopted SCAG Region Wide Forecasts PSR Geumy Sl te Angales

Year 2020 Year 2035 Year 2020 Year 2035

Population 19,663,000 22,091,000 10,404,000 11,353,000

Households 6,458,000 7,325,000 3,513,000 3,852,000

Employment 8,414,000 9,441,000 4,558,000 4,827,000
MITIGATION

SCAG staff recommends that you review the SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS Final Program EIR Mitigation Measures

for guidance, as appropriate. See Chapter 6 (beginning on page 143) at:
http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov/iDocuments/peir/2012/final/Final2012PEIR.pdf

As referenced in Chapter 6, a comprehensive list of example mitigation measures that may be considered as
appropriate is included in Appendix G: Examples of Measures that Could Reduce Impacts from Planning,

Development and Transportation Projects. Appendix G can be accessed at:
http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov/Documents/peir/2012/final/2012fPEIR_AppendixG ExampleMeasures.pdf




South Coast

Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178

(909) 396-2000 * www.agmd.gov September 23, 2014

Mr. Dale Sakamoto/Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11 Floor

Alhambra, CA 91803

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the
Hauled Water Initiative for New Development Project

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
above-mentioned dociment. The SCAQMD staff’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air
quality impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document. Please send the
SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the State
Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD at the
address in our letterhead. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or technical documents related
to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health risk
assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files (not Adobe PDF
files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to complete its
review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air quality
documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist other
public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency use this
Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. More recent guidance developed since this
Handbook was published is also available on SCAQMD’s website here: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993). SCAQMD staff also recommends that the lead agency use
the CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and
locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from typical land use
development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air Pollution Control Officers

" . 7o ADOANAY and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is available free of charge at:
www.caleemod.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the project
and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including demolition, if
any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to,
emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings,
off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker
vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions
from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road
tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or attract
vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD staff requests that
the lead agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to the recommended regional significance
thresholds found here: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-
thresholds.pdf?sfvrsn=2. In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, the SCAQMD staff recommends
calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST’s can
be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts
when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is
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recommended that the lead agency perform a localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or
performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:
http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it
is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile
source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel
Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be found at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use
of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be found in the
California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective, which can be found at
the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use Handbook is a general

reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land
use decision-making process.

Mitigation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation
measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize or
eliminate these impacts. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation
measures must also be discussed. Several resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, including:
e Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook
e  SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-
handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies.
o CAPCOA’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf.
o SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling construction-related
emissions
e  Other measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance
Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found

at the following internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-
guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf?sfvrsn=4.

Data Sources

Ppt— 1

- - =~levant ajr quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Informatlon
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available via
the SCAQMD’s webpage (http://www.agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project emissions are accurately evaluated

and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at Eeckerle@aqmd.gov or
call me at (909) 396-3128.

Sincerely,

ok Echore -

Ed Eckerle
Program Supervisor
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

- LAC140916-02
Control Number



CENTER for BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY Because life is good.

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

submitted via email and USPS
10/20/2014

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto/Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 1 1" Floor

Alhambra, California 91803

dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

RE: Comments on Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development —
September 17,2014

Mr. Sakamoto,

These comments are submitted on behalf of the Center for Biological Diversity (Center)
regarding the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed
Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development dated September 17,
2014. At the Center for Biological Diversity, we believe that welfare of human beings is deeply
linked to nature — to the existence in our world of vast diversity of wild animals and plants.
Because diversity has intrinsic value, and because its loss impoverishes society, we work to
secure a future for all species, great and small, hovering on the brink of extinction. We do so
through science, law and creative media, with a focus on protecting lands, waters and climate
that species need to survive. We want those that come after us to inherit a world where the wild
is still alive. Many of our 800,000 staff, members and on-line activists in California and
throughout the United States, live in, know and enjoy the biological diversity and world class
landscape of northern Los Angeles County, including the proposed project area that includes the
northern one-third of the County, including areas located north and east of the San Gabriel
Mountains in the Antelope Valley; areas located northeast of the City of Santa Clarita, north and
south of California State Route 14, areas that are southwest of the City of Palmdale in the
communities of Agua Dulce and Acton; and in the Kagel Canyon area in the Angeles National
Forest (NOP at pg.1).

Los Angeles County (County) is a globally unique county which spans incredible
topographic diversity — from the Pacific Ocean to Mount San Antonio (Mt. Baldy) at 10,068 feet
and back down to the Mojave Desert. Because of the topographic diversity often coupled with
significant development, many rare, threatened and endangered species occur within the County.
While much of the coastal basin has been developed, the mountainous areas and desert areas
remain ecologically intact and home to numerous rare species. The Proposed Single-Family
Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development is an outdated, antiquated proposal
that will only exacerbate unsustainable development, fragmentation of the landscape, and
impacts to wildlife and our world class natural heritage. It is actually unimaginable that during

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

www. BiologicalDiversity.org



this time of unprecedented drought1 that the County would uptake such an unsound and
unsustainable proposal. Indeed, the National Science Foundation confirms that California’s
drought is linked to climate change caused by emissions of greenhouse gases’. Trucking water to
individual parcels is an anathema to smart planning and should not be pursued.

“Smart” Development

While the Center’s focus is protecting rare and common species and their habitats, one
key aspect to achieve habitat protection and ensure ecological sustainability is to avoid sprawl
development. The County needs to concentrate growth in compact walkable urban centers where
water supply infrastructure is in place and avoid sprawl development, especially with no access
to sustainable water supplies. It also needs to plan compact, transit-oriented, walkable, bicycle-
friendly land use, near existing development to maximize the efficiencies of County
infrastructure including water supplies and emergency services.

Environmental Review

If the County chooses to continue with this ill-conceived proposal, the Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) needs to comprehensively evaluate the potential impacts from development
of approximately 285,500 acres or approximately 450 square miles (NOP at pg.1) that would be
enabled by this proposal. The Initial Study indicates that the proposal would have potentially
significant impacts on biological resources throughout the proposed project area (IS at pgs. 2-4
to 2-5). In order to provide comprehensive impact analyses baseline biological data needs to be
collected and presented. In order to present a full picture of the biological baseline, thorough,
seasonally-appropriate surveys must be performed for sensitive plant species and vegetation
communities, and animal species. The Center requests that thorough, seasonal surveys be
performed for sensitive plant species and vegetation communities, and animal species under the
dlrectlon and supervision of the County and resource agenCIes such as the US Fish and Wildlife
Service® and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife*. For those species that have
agency-identified survey protocols, those protocol level surveys must be required, implemented
and disclosed in the DEIR.

Surveys for the plants and plant communities should follow California Native Plant
Society (CNPS) and California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) floristic survey
guidelines® and should be documented as recommended by CNPS’ and California Botanical
Society policy guidelines. A full floral inventory of all species encountered needs to be
documented and included in the EIR. Surveys for animals should include an evaluation of the
California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System’s (CWHR) Habitat Classification Scheme. All
rare species (plants or animals) need to be documented with a California Natural Diversity Data

1 http://ca.gov/drought/

2 http://www.nsf.gov/news/news summ.jsp?cntn_id=132709

3 http://www.fws.gov/ventura/species _information/protocols_guidelines/

4 http://www.dfg.ca.gov/wildlife/nongame/survey_monitor.html

5 http://www.cnps.org/cnps/rareplants/inventory/guidelines.php

6 http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/pdfs/Protocols_for Surveying_and_Evaluating_Impacts.pdf
7 http://www.cnps.org/cnps/archive/collecting.php




Base form and submitted to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife using the CNDDB
Form® as per the State’s instructions’.

In order for the public to properly evaluate the data, the vegetation maps must be at a
large enough scale to be useful for evaluating the impacts. Vegetation/wetland habitat mapping
should be at such a scale to provide an accurate accounting of wetland and adjacent habitat types
that will be directly or indirectly affected by the proposed activities. A half-acre minimum
mapping unit size is recommended, such as has been used for other development projects.
Habitat classification should follow CNPS’ Manual of California Vegetation and should follow
the CDFW protocol'®. Adequate surveys must be implemented, not just a single season of
surveys, in order to evaluate the existing site conditions.

In addition, the EIR must provide detailed, quantitative data on groundwater and surface
water supply as well as quality in its baseline analysis. Data at this level of detail is necessary in
order to provide a full and accurate representation of existing conditions in order for the County
and the public to assess the feasibility and reliability of hauling water to the proposed project
area.

Impact Analysis

The EIR must evaluate all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to sensitive habitats,
including impacts associated with the establishment of intermitted recreational activities, the
introduction of non-native plants, the introduction of lighting, noise, and the loss and disruption
of essential habitat due to edge effects. A number of rare resources are known to occur or have
high potential to occur in the proposed project area and all must be identified and addressed in
the EIR. The EIR must propose effective ways to avoid, minimize, and mitigate the impacts to
these resources through a series of alternatives including reduced project, limiting the number of
parcels served, and limiting the amount of water hauled. Many of the rare species are in decline
despite decades of state and federal protection. The EIR must analyze how the proposed project
compli(ﬁ with the recommendations of all federal Recovery Plans for threatened and endangered
species .

The EIR must also analyze the indirect impact on species from development growth
induced by the proposed project.

The proposed project would allow the development of 8,685 parcels in areas that have
been designated as High or Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones, including (IS at page 3.8-15).
The IS concludes that since the project would use fire-resistant materials no further mitigation
action is required (IS at pg. 3.8-15). However, this conclusion is simply unacceptable as a means
of minimizing or reducing potential loss of human life, property, and surrounding ecosystems.
The EIR should analyze the risks of placing development in these dangerous fire zones to people
as well as the risks to wildlife habitat or injury or death for species due to increased potential for
fire hazards. Additionally, the EIR must take into account the additional water supply that would
be necessary to alleviate wildland fires in the proposed project area.

8 http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/pdfs/CNDDB_FieldSurveyForm.pdf

9 http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/submitting_data_to_cnddb.asp

10 http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/pdfs/Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts.pdf
11 http://www.fws.gov/endangered/species/recovery-plans.html




The EIR must demonstrate it would be able to supply firm water to the projected 26,880
individual people (IS at pg. 3.9-18) it projects to serve over the 20-year planning period and
beyond. The proposed project would use a combination of groundwater, imported water, surface
water, and other sources from nearby water districts and the State Water Project (SWP) (IS at pg.
3.9-14). The IS recognizes the proposed project will increase over all water demand, and would
likely result in additional pumping of existing wells and development of new wells in existing
groundwater districts that could supply water to the water haulers (/d. at pgs. 3.9-14 & 15) At
the same time the IS points out that potential groundwater resources are unreliable,
acknowledging that groundwater the Santa Clarita planning area is already being pumped at near
capacity (IS at pg. 3.9-13) and that the Antelope Valley Groundwater Basin may be in over draft
(IS at pg. 3.9-15). The IS alone suggests that groundwater resources would likely not be feasible
sources for hauled water. The EIR should assess this feasibility in more detail and explain the
cumulative impacts of this proposed project in connection with other projects and plans in the
area on groundwater resources. Additionally, the EIR must demonstrate the feasibility of
obtaining and the reliability of other imported water sources including from the SWP.

As part of its impact analysis the EIR must assess project impacts on surface and
groundwater resources, and the quality of these resources, and the impacts on biological

résources.

Locally Rare Species

The Center requests that the EIR evaluate the impact of the proposed permitted activities
on locally rare species (not merely federal- and state-listed threatened and endangered species).
The preservation of regional and local scales of genetic diversity is very important to maintaining
species. Therefore, we request that all species found at the edge of their ranges or that occur as
disjunct locations be evaluated for impacts by the proposed permitted activities.

Greenhouse Gases

The EIR must include a thorough analysis of the increase in greenhouse gas production
from the proposed project through the complete process of procuring/delivering the water as well
as additional increases directly from enabling new remote development and the requisite
commuting for jobs, goods and services. As stated above, the proposed project is an anathema to
compliance with the strong greenhouse gas reduction policies in place at the federal, state and
local level.

Air Quality

The EIR must include a thorough analysis of the increase in the air pollution associated
with heavy trucking and increased development, including PM10 and other pollutants. Another
concern relative to human and wildlife health that needs to be included is the potential increase
the incidence of Valley Fever, resulting from soil disturbance and soil particles to get airborne
from additional development and traffic on unpaved roads. Soil disturbance is a documented
cause of a recent Valley Fever outbreak in the Antelope Valley associated with development.12

12 http://www .kcet.org/news/rewire/solar/solar-development-linked-to-valley-fever-outbreak.html




Alternatives

The EIR must include a robust analysis of alternatives, including but not limited to the
ones listed above. The stated objectives of the project must not unreasonably constrain the range
of feasible alternatives evaluated in the EIR. The County must establish a set of objectives that
do not unreasonably limit the EIR’s analysis of feasible alternatives. At a minimum, alternatives
including the no-action alternative, an environmentally preferred alternative, a reduced project,
limiting the number of parcels served, and limiting the amount of water hauled, and piped water
service to all the parcels or a subset of the parcels - all need to be included, as well as other
alternatives.

Cumulative Impacts

Because of the number of projects that are currently being built or proposed in the
proposed project’s vicinity, a thorough analysis of the cumulative impacts from all of these
projects on the resources needs to be included. Please include an analysis of projects, not just in
Los Angeles County, but in the Kern and San Bernardino Counties adjacent to the proposed
project area.

The EIR must also clarify how this project will affect and be coordinated with the
Antelope Valley Area Wide General Plan amendment, also known as the Town and Country
Plan'® which is currently under revision.

Conclusion

We urge the County to abandon the costly and unnecessary development of an
Environmental Impact Report for this ill-conceived proposal, and withdraw the proposal. Instead
the County should be encouraging sustainable development where water infrastructure is
available while protecting our incredible diversity and natural heritage in Los Angeles County
for future generations.

Respectfully submitted,

Ileene Anderson Chelsea Tu

Senior Scientist Staff Attorney

Center for Biological Diversity Center for Biological Diversity
8033 Sunset Blvd., #447 351 California St, Suite 600,
Los Angeles, CA 90046 San Francisco, CA 94104-2404
ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org ctu@biologicaldiversity.org

cc:
Scott Harris, CDFW Scott.P.Harris@wildlife.ca.gov
Julie Vance, CDFW Julie.Vance@wildlife.ca.gov

13 http://planning.lacounty.gov/tnc



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated Coum{Fyt}Ldthy where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on- S|te )Z| water)? W OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason7J~ //)/’Z/l/ /7/7///A //7 f?"ﬁ/ o), /Mv/ /&’r ”r?/é(l/ 7[ (wtrw/

Do you own property that would be subject to the{)roposed |n|t|at|ve’? “ CYE/) NO NOT S& ch&v %
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES 6\1@

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? 65; NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? GE 3 NO
If YES, can you describe that issue? X (esSSe e Cfe Z 7/ —

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES @O}

if YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate N
development of your property? QESJ\IO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.)

Your Contact Information : //; 7//5( / @{{/ 2 J»

/A 2// //(c& fDr A
/w date, (A 4555/

Thank you for assistmg in the study of the proposed initiative.




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned

parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territory where there is no water
purveyor or where there I8 no access to on Slt? weII water)? FAVOR( OPPOSE ) UNDECIDED
Lo 7T i PARY s A S P A LRTIE UF Tho BT agih Phe b7 iy

Reason? 0o msT u,ﬁm 7T The Ace;v(\ Tor U;D 0R The TiLees TOKN

J)Jl beg iU f'mﬂ House sa f\)f) El %ujp ITs werey 7 AR (97\/9710
Iz{,‘,ﬂ G A Ea Pl A [4; p///////tp /ﬂ:/ 54»’/1‘("/};,16_{ %/(///Z(ﬂ,(m "””““‘_j

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? YES @ NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES @

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the

proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? YES

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,

please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.
YES
K — ’(’/, . re
Your Contact Information : (? Vs T £ /\ oo \
(ol Coima [ ecpn o \
T F e e Je 72

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative ( smgle family residence zoned

parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County ory where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? AVOR OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? ?Fop@f{g Dt pmusk be able +o  dew by S }’K in Hheye Pm[(‘c":[

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? (YE/@ NO NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES N(37
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? ( YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES 60

If YES, can you describe that issue?

EEAEN

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES NO \)

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate P
development of your property? ( YE? NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposezaﬂiﬁ)
NO

\/0\,].‘\1‘(7 PAIL
Tzov0 0B A B
Toner Mills A 93174 R

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.

Y our Contact Information :




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territory where there is no water
purveyer or where there is no access to on-site well water)? FAVOR OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason?

7 ” y ] IAA‘A_.

0 you own propﬁﬁ%ﬁ%oﬁw @NO NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES @
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES @

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the

proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? @NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.)

YES NO

Your Contact Information :

Mac and Connie Perkins
7310 Golden Jubilee Lane
Littlerock, CA 93543-3001

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territory where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? b OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? A,fe )Gw? d'*‘eo\vv\ Yo buu(é/ A hnrninse OR TD\"OIDQ)'“Y

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? @NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? @ NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES @

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? @ NO

if YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?
DomesT\'L Waler Delve Ty 262 3 fasl Ave. WL tlano Caq 9A35YY
760.568.3007
(2) What iis the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery? _Evers oTher Month
3900 Qal

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)? J—

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? @ NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only,
QT%&NO

Your Contact Information : Douy;‘o]' el l 32403 2287 sT ilaws Ca 933Y¥¥

260 617 28856
324¢mrh 03 @ gmai{.com

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned

parcels-gver 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territory where there @mwaler\

purveyor or whe re is no access to on-site well water)? FAVOR OPPO UNDECIDED :
Nyt s (né

Reason?

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? YES O\ NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? “TYES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? é\J /‘T YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? M (A_, YES NO
If YES, can you describe that issue?
Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YE(/—? \\

S _

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the A,
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate ‘
development of your property? YES NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.)

~ A YES NO
Your Contact Information : \(\A/B“(LQ/M‘ _‘l\’{ A ( M A\/
12 +48 (e Pagellonch Ll
T Netls 93555 [ [T 509

Thank you for assisting in the étudy of the proposed initiative.




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned

parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territory where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? wWwver sl ‘ lf wa
, Lede izl
Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? @ NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES @
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES O
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO\
If YES, can you describe that issue?
Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water {circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? ES NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,

please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes ghly
ES/NO

Your Contact Information : O it

wa/w\j

Rovew , CA 43Sy

a,ld,m.u. s rivhnd). come
Thank you for !s\ss ngm thglgtudy of the prop%hse miative.




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (smgle-famlly residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated Coun ory where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? Q- ‘(:,LU‘C Ay Q@ \L‘t\\ \&' W\ Qe 3 ey — %&Q\m \j\)\qc& <l QU
1 alschave S RE wmdx;w,%\oa:u Bavee, iﬂr’j‘,( ‘\
Gl (N1 18 PRSIV Mokl )ARA AT V\,\\—iégme, MO‘

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? C A I\\(I\OLLNO‘FVSURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES @
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES N‘O'
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YESy NO

If YES, can you describe that issue? MQ\U\WCWL&@\OO\;% /g\p\\ \{\J(“ UJ(\\ ?\:
A o oo ova el Mowe \oaf & Wo@&m Q&N\ redew

SULE L ote buers)
Do you currently use hauled water as source of potable water for your property? YES NO

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the

proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate P
development of your property? @ NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for stpdy urposes only.)
(\ W, YES NO

at U%f\ﬂ’\“(/

Your Contact Information :

+Olina Brll

:9333 Escondide Canyon Rd :
Santa Clama, CA 91390~ 4813

Thank y¢ sed initiative.



The
Nature
Conservancya thtlerock, CA 93543

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

sidence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territgry where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? FAVOR OPPOSE/ UNDECIDED

Reason? 1[ 244 //_Dpua/ﬁ/gumﬂ f

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? @NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES @

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? @ NO

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

Cfp M) 1 )atrd LITIERC.

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?
000 G AuUYs // A weeks gpwe  Sunud  aperls  JHVE WELL

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar

- =
If you doov property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate

development of your property? C YES ) NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes@)

/ YES/ NO

/ / <
Your Contact Information : / ;/0/7 Y277 fﬁ()

bl 423 3197

lgg.Bgiaggn. Frankenberg assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.

———



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated Coupty teriQry where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? % OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? \/ /u;r,e7@ %/f W«e [y /”/w/'pﬂﬂlu Vzr/éw,,,

7'/

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? @NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? @NO s
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? M

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES ) NO

If YES, can you describe that issue? //h JM/&(XZ m g
L rade. . A

l(/ A"
Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery? ﬂ/ﬁ/(/é

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

if you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? ' O

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? if so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purpose@
YES JNO

Your Contagt Information : /?L/ SSELL L. H/ELC/H
505V 4o 9507 1145 s LALJA 03AT , (A 73023
| Ol 2> PAlcers i AevA Duece ACTH

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territory where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? R/ OPPOSE UNDECIDED
Reason? __ Mot all parcls in our aris havt  suffiist wet 4eblss.

Hauléd w:rh( IS becrillint Gor et rrason. W ail nse A watel

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? @ NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES @

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? nle YES NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issug? n & YES NO
If YES, can you describe that issue? nl&

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? @ NO

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

Acton Watsc- Acton

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?
4,000 @Mlom a'p’prmww”h( Wi lo-% weiks

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

if you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate

development of your property? NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,

please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes )
C&YES) NO
Your Contact Information : l——4 r\AA i/,a héson

Lll- 435-11 80
LHacbig @ aol. om

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County-territery where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? FAVOR OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? :L\\X\ \\(\((\\/(,V\f \OQ( e YETRANES h\ lfﬁk\ﬂz
mﬂW) Voot WS Gd Wouy” S 0T G HoN_,

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? YES@(B/}NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES@/

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water fo facilitate
development of your property? YES NO

G

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.)
: YES NO

Your Contact Information : \CLY\\@ML

W -0V Ot

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned

parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated Cou erritqry where there is no water

purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason?

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? @ NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? @ NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? @ NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO /

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? YES; NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes . Qnly.
wﬂb NO

/ ..f"'// )
Your Contact Information : /j/"‘g;//,;mi) ¢ )AC.Z;:;" L
s/ ah/)/&(xw,{? Alisi SOD.
Arga e E LA G130

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territory where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? FAVOR OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? VH\@V _ (- WO VT‘?ZC’LS/CV\' (o lmr lm E)tkfbci.d fod—
e geliveved . Jl Ik, <ome Dipelings Wule Deceme
Condawiindtae bud Weve 18 e Yt 0 inSkice ¢t . Ak

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? YES NO Q\IOTSLJRE Hﬁ%ﬁ@j
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES NO ‘ !\g‘;(e .

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? ( Y[Ei NO

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they Iocateci?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery? 2 - é Lo S

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar

)?

“n

icle
7 veh

(

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the T,

proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate

development of your property? YES 'NO
J

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your p\rbp\é_r—t;%) If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes-6nly,)
( YES ) NO

Up0L B TN CEADS
UU& [ - L("’[ - C //;2_7

T ——

Your Contact Information :

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned

parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated Counjyferritdry where there is no water

purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? AVOR /OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? WTH FrLux uAT/‘@]{n AR r.=4 T/ngc’jl T AED) wAEe S A
MAWDITV A ol THS ARA s 504.,%/»/:1/:94}, g o7/

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? @\IO NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES'. NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? @NO

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

Aeored  waee Ao &

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property?

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purpose$ orly:

YES /NO
Your Contact Information : g//%fgﬂm\/
ez E G E foc, Com

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES TN

T AOND , + / )
J

i

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QL{J‘_'ESTIONNAIRE -

e

T e

Do you own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
(single-family residence zoned parcels over 2,000 square feet located in
unincorporated County territory where there is no water purveyor or

where there is no access to on-site well water)? /?ES/ NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? | YES NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES /L\lp)

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

T B

If YES, can you describe that issue?NﬁTﬂ/ﬁ’;’ ol L

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES. NO\‘)

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor and location of your potable hauled water?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
and the proposed ordinance passes, would you be interested in using hauled N
water to facilitate development of your property? YES 'NO )

Would you be willing to provide further info about your property to County staff? A E NO

A A4 o . g C,-,(_\‘(
Your Contact information [\’15 A\//’ MUA (AT e ﬂ/v){“ ERE A
| 8220 dpgr S Veseps 2 1ize pony 2064000
T
A L \
re you in favor of or opposed to the dWQ, .lV\\hQ‘\’]\/L 7~ FAVOR OPPOSE

' -\/ } Oy B we
Reason? } (r ot Ij :-&, £ LT -\F JE s g




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

AN

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIREQ

Do you own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
(single-family residence zoned parcels over 2,000 square feet located in
unincorporated County territory where there is no water purveyor or

where there is no access to on-site well water)? YES NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO

Was your attempt to develop unsucceésful due to another issue? | YES NO
If YES, can you describe that issue? [ Ny [ L/C/ ORY /L/} ¢ A

> {

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YE@

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor and location of your potable hauled water?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
and the proposed ordinance passes, would you be interested in using hauled

water to facilitate development of your property? YES NO

Would you be willing to provide further info about your property to County staff? YES NO

Your Contact information A\ L N A B
200 N, €. Taragwr > 972 7 Bl 7759

Are you in favor of or opposed to the .lV\\hQ‘\']\/ L FAVOR OPPOSE

Reason JFA) S Do v ot Lo S S

/«‘ I R A i A/




WP(MAL &41/ /Iqu LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Do you own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
(single-family residence zoned parcels over 2,000 square feet located in

unincorporated County territory where there is no water purveyor or -
where there is no access to on-site well water)? _ YES NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsucCeésfuI due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES @

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor and location of your potable hauled water?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative

and the proposed ordinance passes, would you be interested in usmg hauled
water to facilitate development of your property? YES /NO
ey
Would you be willing to provide further info about your property to County staff? / YES ) NO
""T‘T/f\“" “/ g ve;m A § N 32 g77 7é4
Your Contact information e 'i LAy 4 &7/1;-;;:, A 3 ¢

Are you in favor of or opposed tothed,ﬂy&gmq, .W\\'hc\‘\’l\/ﬁ, /FAVOR/OPPG)SE\

| INDEFERRENT
Reason? /jm I’M'“t”’f/” L4 2 b i )

< e 2, ,r) o o
¥ —y




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

-

2

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Do you own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
(single-family residence zoned parcels over 2,000 square feet located in
unincorporated County territory where there is no water purveyor or =7\

where there is no access to on-site well water)? _ /YES/,NO} NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? — YES Ngj\
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? \/?ES—I\](/)
Was your attempt to develop unsucceésful due to another issue? \\EES \N/OF\

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES.;\&/‘)

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor and location of your potable hauled water?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative

and the proposed ordinance passes, would you be interested in using hauled

water to facilitate development of your property? <~ YES /NO
Would you be willing to provide further info about your property to County staff? YES @O?

. . AN . e Y A e R C IV Sy PoNe’
Your Contact information MVS LA 1&\%!,&. L 1{// tﬁéf(ﬁ;f+’:z/3‘ I —v?{)[

[
2 i, N P
.(c? oo Meop - Lo

[IY

i PR T

P

ahve @OPPOSE

o~
S oo

Are you in favor of or opposed to the d’ﬂ@n@r\ae,?
T e l - S R
Reason? ("3 01K/ [ Sn s oo e UL ’




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES' <7274/ )
A e

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Do you own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
(single-family residence zoned parcels over 2,000 square feet located in
unincorporated County territory where there is no water purveyor or yd
where there is no access to on-site well water)? ' ES/NO NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES \@
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES /Né
Was your attempt to develop unsucceésful due to another issue? YES NQ, >

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES N9\'

b

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor and location of your potable hauled water?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
and the proposed ordinance passes, would you be interested in using hauled

water to facilitate development of your property? /_,r;e»»YET"S"‘\NO
Would you be willing to provide further info about your property to County staff? XQ NO

{ [ee’ —r
Your Contact information mj, M (LEY A [ por &/ 7- ﬁigz - 74 /

1150 keswide 5T ,LA. 91352
Are you in favor of or opposed to the d,ﬁywq? 'W\‘\ HC{‘\’IF\/ 2. FAVbI% OPPOSE
Reason? [ © be 5;}{;7; & LN Cimes s 4 1 the *‘U{:‘JL‘Z

Fa A .
[20RE2T A Son) . TR awDSe )

G153 (o771~ 855



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES .

4 3
HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRW

Do you own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
(single-family residence zoned parcels over 2,000 square feet located in
unincorporated County territory where there is no water purveyor or

where there is no access to on-site well water)? /" YES /Ov NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES @

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? @ NO

Was your attempt to develop unsucceésful due to another issue? ‘(E\S)NO
If YES, can you describe thatissue? __[ |0 ¢ 00108 PHUEA frip

e it ol WAL PLS 1D e e i SOED

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YESML\I:\QB\

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor and location of your potable hauled water?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water?

{f you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative
and the proposed ordinance passes, would you be interested in using hauled
water to facilitate development of your property? YES NO

Would you be willing to provide further info about your property to County staff? YES NO

Your Contact information /‘g{//é"\‘-:’ﬂ (ALY 4W/ 2032 -0 0//

— o

Are you in favor of or opposed to the d,dp\@rwe,? .W\‘\HC\‘\’]F\/L FAVOR OPPOSE

Reason? N EU T/ A i—




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned

parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territory where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? @ OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? JQW/ @W Jdohuet Qodiug et AN M(/M?/

@JMMPM)WJ:

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? YES (NO NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? " YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that’issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES @

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If yorrdoo be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? @ NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.)

YES NO
Your Contact Information : MMM Mﬂ/‘-/
{ 0¥y 14"
Aedon, U S0

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.

AUl fual
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COMMENT FORM

Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
Scoping Meeting
September 24, 2014

Agua Dulce Women’s Club
33201 Agua Dulce Canyon Road
Agua Dulce, CA 91390

This form allows you to make comments regarding the Notice of Preparation / Initial Study for the
Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development. The County is
soliciting comments from agencies and the public. You may submit your comments at this scoping
meeting or by mail to the Lead Agency (contact information listed below). Written comments will be
accepted until October 20, 2014.

Name: DN Housron/

Organization (if applicable):

Address: 275940 LAMP Plenty RO,

City/State/ZIP: é‘m{ym/ eoumv% L?/If 94351
Comments: MY UNDERSHANPING 0F oNE oF rHE

PARNMETERS o &5 qUls JNITIATIVE 1. BpEduUATE

PROGE " THAT WwATER WBL. Suppty 15 NIP Subbrl(saT

RETADENAE pUB )
IR _NOT FedS1CLE FO SypPORTA 0BIAIN (IE A BA-IING

PERMPE  pMUST Fe SupPaRTED By WHTER WFLL DRuLLky

to T W _2AST FHRze VEARS, My PHRGEL Mar LD Wzl
/ .

THAT S Noy BORQUATE 47T Zims g€ 1757 pRILLINVG,

SO Z wourD HUAVZ yo DRick ASAIN O HHF

Send Comments to:  County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto
Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, California 91803
E-mail: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned

parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County.territory where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? FAVOR} OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? SATVER_‘To DEVEL P PARCCSL App MACHIT PABEELS !
VALUE GREATER

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? @ NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted o develop your parcel in the past? YES @

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES @

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES (N

if YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES (NO

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? @ NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.)
‘ NO

Your Contact Information : ?,4/\/ Ao ”A)’?“&’&/
81-252 —4Li3s

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COMMENT FORM

Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
Scoping Meeting
October 8, 2014

Acton Community Club
3748 West Nickels Avenue
Acton, CA 93510

This form allows you to make comments regarding the Notice of Preparation / Initial Study for the
Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development. The County is
soliciting comments from agencies and the public. You may submit your comments at this scoping
meeting or by mail to the Lead Agency (contact information listed below). Written comments will be
accepted until October 20, 2014.

Name: \’\,’U\d'«/ V\/\m}

Organization (if applicable): 8@1 tastade, %‘!@{ZM-

Address: 2\0 Soudad . (o Unde ¢
City/State/ZIP; Ackon A 5O

Comments: _WE need 0 be able 4 haol usder Lo
Qoreels trat dond Powe woder, mw gancels
Lhrwoe wgek M B PV Dgowimont ond Hhoy
fonels oo (Mlg (nd ek selleidle

Send Comments to:  County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto
Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, California 91803
E-mail: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (si
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated Co
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? FAVOR JOPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? ppmou col\d build "Hf\@lr 6\!’(0/\/‘/\ ‘ '
Selesg Ploces 4 lard  lremong il deaand>

e-family residence zoned

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? YES NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES,

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? YES NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.)

YES NO

Your Contact information :

Wepdiy ¥Wicore
00 ) Setade, Svote—

2\0 Soudad . Cun Und ¢
Ao A IS

in the study of the proposed initiative.




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COMMENT FORM

Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
Scoping Meeting
October 15, 2014

General William J. Fox Airfield
4555 West Avenue G
Lancaster, CA 93536

This form allows you to make comments regarding the Notice of Preparation / Initial Study for the
Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development. The County is
soliciting comments from agencies and the public. You may submit your comments at this scoping
meeting or by mail to the Lead Agency (contact information listed below). Written comments will be
accepted until October 20, 2014

Name: M t:)&’v&/‘;

Organization (if applicable):

Address: %Z/} (él?f/d./}j
City/State/ZIP: /JUPM ‘H—L L) $ . ﬁ 557

Comments: }4'//2 Q% —F;\r K/g Mg
1 develof

Send Comments to:  County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Daie Sakamoto
Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, California 91803
E-mail: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned

parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated Coy itory where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? +FAVOR YOPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason? «ﬁ‘@j (= S The Co /yz-,;fa_/ngl’ /

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? YES NO NOT SURE
If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past?

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YE/Sj NO

Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? I NO

if YES, can you descrge that issue? 7 /’/h/é/ \ \ﬁf@r mﬁ"f?:l??’)
The Dpushe. Nteee Cayp Ll Pumorzd

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES@'

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

if you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the

proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate
development of your property? NO

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,

please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes on
YE3

Your Contact Information :

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



ENDANGERED HABITATS LEAGUE

DEDICATED TO ECOSYSTEM PROTECTION AND SUSTAINABLE LAND USE

November 5, 2014
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

Carl Nadela, AICP

Regional Planner

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning
320 W. Temple Street, Room 1356

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Email: tnc@planning.lacounty.gov

Connie Chung, AICP, Supervising Regional Planner
Department of Regional Planning

320 West Temple Street, Room 1356

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Email: genplan@planning.lacounty.gov

RE:  Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for Town and Country —
Antelope Valley Area Plan Update (AVAP)

2014 Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles County
General Plan Update (GPU)

Dear Mr. Nadela and Ms. Chung:

Endangered Habitats League (EHL) appreciates the opportunity to provide
additional comments on the above-referenced projects and the adequacy of their
environmental documentation. EHL is concerned over the complete failure of both of
these related DEIRs to disclose and analyze the impacts of the Single-Family Residential
Hauled Water Initiative for New Development (“Initiative”)."

The Initiative potentially affects 42,677 existing legal, now vacant, parcels
(including those subject to a certificate of compliance) over a study area of approximately
285,500 acres or 450 square miles in the 5th District, including areas in the Antelope
Valley. The Initiative would allow hauled water as the primary source of potable water
for new single-family residential construction in unincorporated areas of the County of
Los Angeles, where there is no available service from a public or private water purveyor,
and where it has been demonstrated that an on-site groundwater well is not feasible.

The Initial Study for the Initiative found potentially significant impacts to:

!'See <http://planning.lacounty.gov/hauled>. NOP, Initial Study, and other documents
incorporated by reference.

8424 SANTA MONICA BLvD SUITE A 592 Los ANGELES CA 90069-4267 ¢ WWW.EHLEAGUE.ORG ¢ PHONE 213.804.2750



* Aesthetics

* Air Quality

* Biological Resources

* Cultural Resources

* Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG)
* Hydrology and Water Quality
* Land Use and Planning

* Noise

* Population and Housing

* Public Services

* Recreation

* Transportation/Traffic

* Utilities and Service Systems

The Initiative dates from at least 2003. According to the Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning website:

“The Task Force prepared an informational report on the feasibility of using
hauled water and presented the report to the Board of Supervisors in 2009.

From 2010 to 2012, at the direction of the Board of Supervisors, the Task Force
presented the informational report’s conclusions at a series of community
meetings in Juniper Hills, Lancaster, and Acton, and met with community
members to discuss their concerns with the report. Based on community input and
consideration of other potential impacts, the Task Force revised the informational
report and several of its recommendations.

The Task Force’s recommendations were compiled into a revised report, which
the CEO presented to the Board on August 17, 2012. On September 4, 2012, the
Board instructed the Task Force to prepare the appropriate environmental
documentation analyzing the potential environmental impacts of a hauled water
policy, and to prepare an ordinance for a single-family residential hauled water
use policy for new development. The Task Force determined that an
environmental impact report (EIR) is required for the ordinance.”

The Public Works Department of the County of Los Angeles has since issued an
Initial Study for the Initiative and a Notice of Preparation for an EIR dated September 17,
2014 for the project. The County has also held several public workshops and scoping
meetings during September and October 2014.

The Initiative and its potential impacts should be disclosed and analyzed in the
DEIRs for the AVAP and GPU. The Initiative will have wide-reaching impacts to these
plans which must be discussed in these informational documents in order to provide a
real forecast and assessment of their anticipated environmental effects.



CEQA requires an EIR discuss the cumulative impacts of a project with other
projects which, when considered together, may compound or increase environmental
effects. (State CEQA Guidelines §§ 15065, 15130, 15355) The purpose of the
cumulative impact analysis is to avoid considering projects in a vacuum so that projects
with related impacts are not separately considered in a manner that may lead to severe
environmental harm. (Whitman v. Board of Supervisors (1979) 88 Cal. App.3d 397, 408;
San Joaquin Raptor/Wildlife Rescue Ctr. v. County of Stanislaus (1994) 27 Cal.App.4™
713, 720.) Past, present, and probable future projects which produce related impacts
should be considered. (State CEQA Guidelines § 15130(b)(1)(A).)

While an EIR’s analysis of impacts may be based on a summary of projections, as
has been done with the DEIRs for the GPU and AVAP, projections must be adequate (i.e.
not outdated or inaccurate) and, if inadequate, may be supplemented with additional
information. (Pub. Res. C. § 21100(e); State CEQA Guidelines § 15130(b)(1)(B), (d);
Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control v. City of Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal.App.4™
1184, 1217; Citizens to Preserve the Ojai v. County of Ventura (1985) 176 Cal.App.3d
421.) While minor inaccuracies will not render an EIR inadequate, significant
information should not be ignored. (/bid., See also, Schaeffer Land Trust v. San Jose City
Council (1989) 215 Cal.App.3d 612, 630)

The projections relied upon for the cumulative impact analyses in the DEIRs did
not include the Initiative. As the Initiative would allow hauled water as the primary
source of potable water for single-family residences on up to 42,677 undeveloped parcels
on 285,000 acres of Los Angeles County; and is imminently foreseeable; the DEIR’s
projections are inaccurate and inadequate for purposes of forecasting absent consideration
of the Initiative.

The DEIRs do not address a multitude of reasonably foreseeable environmental
effects which would be cumulative with the Initiative, and as a result inadequately
address water supply issues. The, “ultimate question under CEQA is not whether an EIR
establishes a likely source of water, but whether it adequately addresses the reasonably
foreseeable impacts of supplying water to the project.” (Vineyard Area Citizens for
Responsible Growth v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 40 Cal.4™ 412, 434, 450.) The
DEIRs fail to disclose impacts from the Initiative’s potential water hauling with these
projects.

Water supplies will be stressed with the Initiative in ways not considered by the
DEIRs as a result of additional demand. What will be the source of hauled water? The
DEIRs do not discuss this source in their discussions of projected water supplies and
demand. New facilities will also need to be developed to supply water for hauling.
Public services and public safety will be worsened due to new being built homes without
well or municipal water to fight fires. Again, the DEIRs do not evaluate or disclose these
potential cumulative impacts.

The Initiative is also likely to induce growth in rural areas which would not
otherwise be developable. Population build-out will be consequently altered from the



DEIRSs’ projections, and a host of cascading environmental effects will ensue. This
growth inducing impact, and its related effects, should be considered in the DEIRs.

Traffic would also be impacted. The rural housing targeted for service by the
Initiative was considered a trip generator. With the Initiative, the housing is also a trip
attractor, particularly for trucks. These new vehicles will be travelling to currently
undeveloped areas, creating new impacts to transportation infrastructure as well as
circulation.

Furthermore, associated effects to air quality/health risks, noise, and GHGs would
occur, since truck trips and traffic are a key factor in determining the scope of each of
these impacts. Long-term physical changes to the environment would be caused by the
noise, traffic, and air pollution from water trucks. (See, Riverwatch v. Olivenhain
Municipal Water District (2009) 170 Cal.App.4™ 1186.)

In sum, the failure of the DEIRSs to disclose and analyze the potential hauling of
potable water in the AVAP and GPU renders the majority of their impact evaluations
inadequate. We respectfully ask that the DEIRs for the AVAP and GPU be revised and
recirculated for public review after the Initiative has been factored into the environmental
analyses.

Yours truly,

)

Dan Silver
Executive Director



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COMMENT FORM

Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
Scoping Meeting
October 8, 2014

Acton Community Club
3748 West Nickels Avenue
Acton, CA 93510

This form allows you to make comments regarding the Notice of Preparation / Initial Study for the
Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development. The County is
soliciting comments from agencies and the public. You may submit your comments at this scoping
meeting or by mail to the Lead Agency (contact information listed below). Written comments will be
accepted until October 20, 2014.

Name: %%)M/ 6;/@(’3@;\,,\
Organization (if applicable): /(/1/4’/
Address: S YL/ //f“gﬁ‘f' fg%—a& feg
City/State/zZIP: fctm, (o 9550
Comments: 7%6// %@7%/ 76’0/”(0 S\///Lf’\u/(% { 7//5&6&{/ Q‘é
ui\eeﬂ g&aa&/)% éf‘/&m@ 5 f&m”@/@j Lorep
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%{9 &W\}’VLL&WI’& étf‘c /46?/%’\ S /}d@ 05 Flice %C«Wd‘/j 4!9/?

W I ok 58 dymod /é@/ o0/

Send Comments to:  County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto
Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, California 91803
E-mail: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated Cou efritery where there is no water
purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? FAVOR OPPOSE UNDECIDED

Reason?

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? ﬁNO NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? k YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO éﬁw@

If YES, cagﬁlmijﬁcribe that issue? , [ Z%}d{{ K% (,z),ﬂl:%} Mg"q& 7/%/% ﬂj@; s

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES( NO ;f

If YES: (1) Who is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate =
development of your property? YES N(:)Wj

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? If so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.)
YES NO

Your Contact Information :

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HAULED WATER INITIATIVE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you in favor of or opposed to the proposed Hauled Water Initiative (single-family residence zoned
parcels over 2,000 square feet in size located in unincorporated County territory where there is no water

purveyor or where there is no access to on-site well water)? FAVOR (OPPOSE’ UNDECIDED
Reason? _[ A¢le (& WATEYE- el s TEsEeay )% :
P e Hj

NS s i~ A NG Y T FECULE { 3
ol S S ) ]

Do you own property that would be subject to the proposed initiative? Cfés NO NOT SURE

If YES, have you attempted to develop your parcel in the past? YES #6>
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to a lack of potable water? YES NO
Was your attempt to develop unsuccessful due to another issue? YES NO

If YES, can you describe that issue?

Do you currently use hauled water as the source of potable water for your property? YES o>

If YES: (1) Who'is the water purveyor of your potable hauled water and where are they located?

(2) What is the frequency and volume of the hauled water delivery?

(3) What type of vehicle is used in the delivery of hauled water (circle the most similar
vehicle)?

o

If you do own property that would be subject to the Hauled Water Initiative and the
proposed initiative passes, would you be interested in using hauled water to facilitate ;
development of your property? YES @?

Would you be willing to provide further information regarding using hauled water on your property? if so,
please provide your contact information below. (This information will be used for study purposes only.)

/ E dg:Q}
lesod Vg -
Your Contact Information : / @QT < d

33s5U__poon AYLE AN P
doe pdeee, A ABG0

Thank you for assisting in the study of the proposed initiative.




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COMMENT FORM

Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
‘ Scoping Meeting
September 24, 2014

Agua Dulce Women’s Club
33201 Agua Dulce Canyon Road
Agua Dulce, CA 91390

This form allows you to make comments regarding the Notice of Preparation / Initial Study for the
Proposed Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development. The County is
soliciting comments from agencies and the public. You may submit your comments at this scoping
meeting or by mail to the Lead Agency (contact information listed below). Written comments will be
accepted untit October 20, 2014.

Name: 13?356;5\3 \;{«‘\Z%

Organization (if applicable):

Address:

City/State/ZIP:

Comments:

Send Comments to:  County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto
Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
900 South Fremont Avenue, 11th Floor
Alhambra, California 91803
E-mail: dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov



SCOPE

Santa Clarita Organization for Planning and the Environment

TO PROMOTE, PROTECT AND PRESERVE THE ENVIRONMENT, ECOLOGY
AND QUALITY OF LIFE IN THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY

POST OFFICE BOX 1182, SANTA CLARITA, CA 91386

5-29-15

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto

900 S. Freemont 11" Fl

Alhambra, CA 91803

Sent Via Email to dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov

Re: Comments on Notice of Preparation for Hauled Water EIR for New Residential Development
Mr. Dale Sakamoto:

We note that there is a discrepancy between the dates indicated on your Notice of Preparation
and the comment period stated on your website as “The second NOP was released on May 4,
2015. There is a 30-day comment period on the second NOP, and a scoping meeting will be held
on May 20, 2015, to take public comment on the scope and content of the draft EIR.” These
comments are emailed to your office by 5 PM June 1%, 2015 to comply with the time line stated
on your written notice and thus are timely filed. But we urge you to accept comments through
June 4th, since that is the date stated on you website.

We request that we be provided with a copy of the DEIR when it is released.

Position on Hauled Water for New Residential Units Policy

We believe that it is important to state at the outset that we oppose approving new residential
development based on hauled water as the source of water supply. Such a policy precludes good
water management because review and availability would not be conducted by a water agency
knowledgeable of local water resources. Small systems and haulers often encounter health
and/or water quality issues which they are ill-equipped to identify and may not be financially
capable of resolving. Any problems with or delays of deliveries could put human health and
welfare in danger.

Additionally, such a policy encourages urban sprawl into wild land areas, increasing costs of
wildfire protections that must be born by tax payers and requiring additional roads, maintenance
which will also both increase costs to tax payers and cause additional impacts to wild life.

Initial Study

It is our understanding after reviewing your website on this matter that a new initial study was
not conducted for the current NOP. Therefore, the following comments are made based on the
Initial Study dated September 17, 2014.



SCOPE Comments on the Initial Study and NOP for the County Hauled Water Initiative 2
We begin by stating that we generally concur with the findings of Initial Study and do concur
with the finding that an EIR is required, and that there will be significant impacts to the
environment.

However, we are unclear as to why the County found no potential impact to geology, especially
to soils “incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water.” We would surmise
that such soils would be prevalent where sub-surface ground water does do occur, those making it
probably that lots unable to obtain well water may also be unlikely to support septic facilities or
adequately manage waste water. While septic tanks may not affect water supply wells under a
hauled water scenario, sewage that cannot be properly disposed underground is certainly an issue to
wildlife or potentially other water bodies. Please address this in the DEIR.

We disagree with the finding that there is no significant impact under Hazardous Materials
Section h) “Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences
are intermixed with wildlands?”

We believe the County and the DEIR must explore the potential for storage of such regularly
used household hazardous materials as paint and other chemicals that may be flammable or
toxic, and are found in dwellings in amounts large enough to cause the quick spread of fire or
release of toxic chemicals that cannot be abated by a small amount of water on site in a hauled
water situation.

We also believe the County must address the noise issue as a potential significant impact, since
the whole residence itself would not be possible without the passage of a hauled water
ordinance. This includes levels above the ambient noise level for generators, trucks, pumps or
other mechanical devices that would be required for a site not immediately accessible to water
and thus otherwise unbuildable.

Additional DEIR Information required

The DEIR should include a discussion of the financial burden of services to be provided in
outlying areas and who will bare the costs of these services if this ordinance is approved. This
analysis should include especially the cost of fire fighting, and emergency health services.

Page 3.10-4 of the Scoping memo states:

“On January 1, 2003, the Los Angeles County Department of Public Health, Environmental
Health, Bureau of Environmental Protection Drinking Water Program issued an advisory
based on the State Department of Public Health advisory entitled “POTABLE WATER
AVAILABILITY REQUIREMENTS FOR RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL
DEVELOPMENT.” The letter stated: “Hauled water does not provide the equivalent level of
protection of public health or the consistent level of reliability as that permitted by a public
water system or an approved on-site water source. Therefore, hauled water does not satisfy
the requirements for potable water for new residential or commercial construction. For new
residential and commercial construction, only public water systems or approved private
water wells satisfy the requirements for potable water.”



SCOPE Comments on the Initial Study and NOP for the County Hauled Water Initiative 3

The DEIR should state what circumstances have changed that would now enable the Dept of
Health Services to provide a new or different viewpoint on this matter. If the Dept. of Health
Services has not changed its opinion in this matter, the County should provide information as to
why it feels it can proceed with this initiative when it cannot provide public health protection.

While page 3.14-2 seems to indicate that fire protection would be granted with adequate stored
supply to defend the property, we note that recent efforts to protect rural structures from fire have
resulted in major expense to the County and State, and have even caused the loss of life of both
fireman and individuals. The County must therefore carefully analyze its ability to protect such
permitted housing, given the increased wildfire potential of climate change. The DEIR should
evaluate this impact both from the potential of increased wildfires and the financial cost of these
services.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal in its initial stage. We look forward
to reviewing the DEIR.

Sincerely,

.’- 1
S o V4

_— IRV 74
) l J.f:_ £ --ch’:‘z__,-

[ en

L/ i

Lynne Plambeck
President



SCOPE

Santa Clarita Organization for Planning and the Environment

TO PROMOTE, PROTECT AND PRESERVE THE ENVIRONMENT, ECOLOGY
AND QUALITY OF LIFE IN THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY

POST OFFICE BOX 1182, SANTA CLARITA, CA 91386

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Attn: Mr. Dale Sakamoto

900 S. Freemont 11" Fl

Alhambra, CA 91803

Re: Comments on Notice of Preparation for Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
Mr.Dale Sakamoto:

These comments are emailed to your office by 5 PM Oct. 20™ and thus are timely filed.
We request that we be provided a copy of the DEIR when it is released.

Initial Study

We begin by stating that we generally concur with the findings of Initial Study and do concur
with the finding that an EIR is required, and that there will be significant impacts to the
environment.

However, we are unclear as to why the County found no potential impact to geology,
especially to soils “incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water.” We
would surmise that such soils would be prevalent where sub-surface ground water does do occur,
those making it probably that lots unable to obtain well water may also be unlikely to support
septic facilities or adequately manage waste water. While septic tanks may not affect water
supply wells under a hauled water scenario, sewage that cannot be properly disposed
underground is certainly an issue to wildlife or potentially other water bodies. Please address this
in the DEIR.

We disagree with the finding that there is no significant impact under Hazardous Materials
Section h) “Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences
are intermixed with wildlands?”

We believe the County and the DEIR must explore the potential for storage of such regularly
used household hazardous materials as paint and other chemicals that may be flammable or
toxic, and are found in dwellings in amounts large enough to cause the quick spread of fire or
release of toxic chemicals that cannot be abated by a small amount of water on site in a
hauled water situation.

We also believe the County must address the noise issue as a potential significant impact,
since the whole residence itself would not be possible without the passage of a hauled water
ordinance. This includes levels above the ambient noise level for generators, trucks, pumps or
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other mechanical devices that would be required for a site not immediately accessible to
water and thus otherwise unbuildable.

Additional DEIR Information required

The DEIR should include a discussion of the financial burden of services to be provided in
outlying areas and who will bare the costs of these services if this ordinance is approved.
This analysis should include especially the cost of fire fighting, and emergency health
services.

Page 3.10-4 of the Scoping memo states:

“On January 1, 2003, the Los Angeles County Department of Public Health,
Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Protection Drinking Water Program
issued an advisory based on the State Department of Public Health advisory entitled
“POTABLE WATER AVAILABILITY REQUIREMENTS FOR RESIDENTIAL AND
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT.” The letter stated: “Hauled water does not provide
the equivalent level of protection of public health or the consistent level of reliability as
that permitted by a public water system or an approved on-site water source. Therefore,
hauled water does not satisfy the requirements for potable water for new residential or
commercial construction. For new residential and commercial construction, only public
water systems or approved private water wells satisfy the requirements for potable water.”

The DEIR should state what circumstances have changed tht would now enable the Dept of
Health Services to provide a new or different viewpoint on this matter. If the Dept. of Health
Services has not changed its opinion in this matter, the County should provide information as
to why it feels it can proceed with this initiative when it cannot provide public health
protection.

While page 3.14-2 seems to indicate that fire protection would be granted with adequate
stored supply to defend the property, we note that recent efforts to protect rural structures from
fire have resulted in major expense to the County and State, and have even caused the loss of
life of both fireman and individuals. The County must therefore carefully analyze its ability to
protect such permitted housing, given the increased wildfire potential of climate change. The
DEIR should evaluate this impact both from the potential of increased wildfires and the
financial cost of these services.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal in its initial stage. We look
forward to reviewing the DEIR.

Sincerely,

A%
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Lynne Plambeck
President
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TRANSMITTAL
DATE: October 27, 2014, 4pm

TO: Dale Sakamoto 626-458-3915 dsakamoto@dpw.lacounty.gov
County of Los Angeles, Dept. of Public Works,
900 So. Fremont Ave., 11th Flr., Alahambra, CA 91803
Email Subject Line: Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments

CC: Gloria Molina, LACo Supervisor
Micheal Antonovich, LACo Supervisor
Sierra Club, Angeles Chapter, Water Committee

FROM: Dr. Tom Williams,
Sierra Club, Angeles Chapter, Water Committee
Citizens Coalition For A Safe Community
4117 Barrett Road, Los Angeles, CA 90032-1712
ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com, 323-528-9682

SUBJECT: Single Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development
CHN-2014091048 LACo Notice of Preparation 09/16/14
RE: LA COUNTY, HAULED WATER EIR Scoping Comments

Thank you for the opportunities to comment on the Initial Study and other Scoping Documents related to the
proposed LA County Hauled Water Initiative. Also thank you for the extension of the deadline for such
comments, | believe it was very helpful for our commenters.

| could have continued for many more pages but | have been exhausted by the lack of real effort on the part
of the preparers to make the unconventional water supplies project and initially assess its secondary and
tertiary impacts for knowledgeable public reviewers. Unfortunately the current Initial Study and supporting
documents appears to be an initial version of the vague program rather than a project level DEIR preparation
which is in need of major editing, technical, and other revisions. The Scoping documents are inadequate and
incomplete for the purposes of Scoping, and Scoping documents must updated, revised, and reissued.

If you need further clarifications and many more comments, | am available for discussions or correspondence
with your staff.

Dr. TW Background: 40 years with water resources, management plans, water supplies, water distribution
and transmission systems, and remote water resources development and the preparation, review, and
commenting for 300 EIRS/EISs/EAs from 1972-3 to Date through 30+ years with Parsons and URS
Corporations, 12+ years with Dubai Govt./Dubai World, and 6-years with Sierra Club Angeles Chapter (Water,
Transportation, and Oil and Gas Comtes).

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. Our comments form two parts: general and specific
comments, as shown below for the Section and the two segments.

| have tried to provide citations in commenting format with section/page. Where appropriate, text has
been inserted from documents and emphasis added usually as bolded/underlines.
Comments/Requests are added in bolded/italics.

More specific comments are given a short background in plain text with bolded/italic comments.

Dr. Tom Williams
323-528-9682
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1. GENERAL COMMENTS AND REQUESTS

1.00 Written comments with revisions and appropriate requests would exceed the contents of the
plan and far exceed the efforts of a reviewer for a proofed/near finished document, simply stated:
"Start All Over AGAIN". We offer the following general comments and requests. All comments
must be applied to arevised Scoping document and if not revised to the entire Environmental
Impact Report (EIR, or to a Programmatic EIR-PEIR or Draft PEIR:

1.1 The Project is not a project but is a group of projects and thereby the DEIR must be changed to a
Programmatic DEIR (PEIR/PDEIR) with provisions for tiering down to Project DEIRs with
appropriate public participation for each of the 30 different zoning/area groups within the
program. This gathering is the reverse of "segmentation”, and the proposed activities must be
dealt with as a "Blanket Project" to avoid detailed assessments required by CEQA.

1.2 Scoping Report Provide compilation of all scoping comments and related sections of Table of
Contents in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) within 75 days of closing of comments,
e.g., January 15, 2015.

1.3 Scoping The Initial Study and Notice of Preparation are incomplete and inadequate for defining
what the LA County wishes from agencies and public participation and what are appropriate for
Scoping of such a vast area project:, e.g., -

CEQA requires Scoping to promote and educate:
Expression of Potential Concerns and Information
Develop Project Description
Define Environmental Issues -
Important Resources
Impacts and Determination of Significance
Potential/Prospective Mitigation for Significant Impacts
Range of Feasible alternatives
Establish in a Scoping Report the assignment of comments to the various elements of CEQA's
scoping approach.
Provide clear definitions and examples of the typical scoping categories: project description,
impacted resources, methods of assessments, establishment of significance, mitigation of
significant impacts, and alternatives.

1.4 Revise and recirculate Scoping Documents and incorporate into the PDEIR the following:
Project Description - at least one page of Project Purposes and Needs

All CEQA requires a definition of Purpose(s) and Need(s) for a project which is usually
submitted as part of the Project Description. CEQA also requires alternatives to be
developed based on the Purpose(s) and Need(s) which the proposed project may fulfill.
The IS does not include any project purposes and/or needs which the proposed project
will fulfill. The IS proposes no alternatives to the proposed project

Without purposes and needs for the proposed project (the only alternative), other alternatives
cannot be developed with assurance that they would be adequate and complete. Similarly
the reviewers cannot be assured that the proposed project description actually fulfills the
incomplete and inadequate project.

Without ANY purposes/needs and alternatives the DEIR scoping become incomplete and
totally inadequate. Without these during the Scoping process, review of the proposed
project alternative and development and proposal of alternatives cannot be adequately
and completely undertaken. These deficiencies render the entire scoping process a
violation of the intent and requirements of CEQA for Scoping.

LACounty must withdraw the current IS, provide and include an adequate and complete
definition of the project’'s purposes and needs and at least two alternatives to the
proposed project alternative.

Project Description - Clear statement as a tentative Schedule for the project say to the year 2040.
Definitions and glossary of Water Quality and Hygienic Hauled Water, Irrigation Water, and Fire
Water and related terms.
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1.6

1.7

Identify parcels in proximity to and relations with the recently designated/delineated San Gabriel
National Monument

Identify parcels with or adjacent to Sensitive Habitats and Proximity to Critical Habitats and
connections with National Monument

Identify parcels with Slopes of >50% above and below all parcels of >7ac Parcels

Provide a projected full-time residential population and age structure, one table says 3.5p/SFR x
42,677 = 149,000 population in 2040.

Based on Purpose(s) and Need(s) demonstrate compliance by the proposed project and then:
State the Needs for "Future Without Project" Alternative - Not "Do Nothing”
Provide at least one "Build Alternative" as an example of commenters to submit others

Project Title is misleading, inadequate, and incomplete: "Single Family Residential Hauled Water

Initiative for New Development" does not appear to be consistent with Project Description

provided with regard that more than SFR development has been indicated in Table 1.6-1 and in

guidelines of development on properties >2000sqft with <50% grade. New development would

include resorts, recreation, light/heavy agricultural, and multi-family residences along with

As the Zoning categories include more than just Single Family - R-1, the Scope is unclear as to
whether this program would convert existing zoning of all 42,000+ parcels to R-1, as other
parcels are not specifically zoned for Single Family residences.

Clarify as to how many new single family residences can be developed where parcels vary from
3400sqft to >1,000,000sqft;

Clarify as to how many new multi-family residential units can be developed where parcels vary
from 3400sqft to >1,000,000sqft;

Clarify as to how many new resorts and recreational structure can be developed where parcels
vary from 3400sqft to >1,000,000sqft;

Clarify as to how the zoning/land use variance process may increase, hold constant, and increase
structural development;

Alternatives - Based on available information, but without Purposes and Needs for the proposed

project and thereby alternatives, include the following:

1.7-1 Hauled Water Service-1 - must meet and demonstrate continuing compliance with all water
guality and hygienic standards required for piped water supplies from sources to use,
including transfers, hauling, delivery, storage, and use for potable, irrigation, and fire water
systems;

1.7-2 Hauled Water Service-2 - must meet and demonstrate continuing compliance with all water
guality and hygienic standards required for groundwater supplies from sources to use,
including transfers, hauling, delivery, storage, and use for potable, irrigation, and fire water
systems;

1.7-3 Hauled Water Service-3 - must meet and demonstrate continuing compliance with all water
guality and hygienic standards required for typical or common current hauled water supplies
from sources to use, including transfers, hauling, delivery, storage, and use for potable,
irrigation, and fire water systems;

1.7-4 Hauled Water Service-4 - must meet and demonstrate continuing compliance with all water
guality and hygienic standards required for large-parcel (>5ac/250,000sqft) combination of
typical or common current hauled water supplies from sources to local/parcel treatment
facilities with local deliveries by pipelines to structures including delivery and storage for
potable, irrigation, and fire water systems;

1.7-5 Low Development Scope-5 - Prohibit any up-zoning of existing zoned parcels from
01/01/2014 status - increasing residential structures from current ZERO to an Assumed Target
of 21,000 dwelling units (DU) on 250,000+acres (1 DU/ 12 ac);

1.7-6 Modest Development Scope-6 - Require 43,560sqft development pads for each single family
residence (eliminate 2000sqft and/or remove 50% slope) - Assumed Target of 42,000+
dwelling units (DU) with remaining parcel areas beyond fuel modification perimeter as zoned
open spaces (about 200,000ac);

1.7-6 Minimal Development Scope-6 - Down-Zone all zonings from existing zonings providing for
excess development over an above that for Zone A-1;
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1.7-7 Project Development-7 - Current zoning for >250,000acres with >250,000 DUs and 1.0Million
population in LACounty District 5.

1.7-8 Project Development-8 - Separate all parcels into three major categories: parcels of a.
<100,000s(qft, b. >100Ksf-<1000Ksf, and c. >1000Ksf and provide programmatic EIRs for each
category of development with specific mitigation-monitoring-reporting programs, terms, and
conditions for each category.

1.8 Add/Expand the Sector to DEIR for SocioEconomic Conditions and include Costs/Benefits
analyses for all County and local agencies costs of services to support new development and any
changes in assessed values and resulting revenues to the County and local agencies with a
timeframe of ten years from date of approval - 01/01/2016. This is specifically of concern
regarding the proposed Measure P on the November 2014 ballot which would relieve the 42,000+
owners of square-footage fees and convert them to single parcel fees, which in turn assigns
higher equivalent fees to smaller parcels within the project's 42,000+ but also throughout the
County.

1.9 Provide more quantitative and comprehensive description of parcels, zoning category
requirements, development potential
Infrastructure Distance from paved roads, piped water sources, groundwater
Planning Foothills, Ridgelines, Desert
Land elevations, slopes, physiography,
Geology Water resources, Slopes, Mineral resources-oil&gas and sand-gravel.

1.10 Provide acre-by-acre Resources Inventory using GoogleEarth or other imagery for all Fragile
Desert, Riparian, Wetlands, Steep Slope, and other unique Habitats and connecting corridors
established by SEATAC throughout all Project areas.

1.11 Provide acre-by-acre Resources Inventory using GoogleEarth or other imagery for all alluvial
and bedrock groundwater sources beneath all parcels of >100,000sqft (2+ac) throughout all
Project areas.

1.12 Provide thorough systems analyses for the maximum hauled water activities for the Project and
maximum build-out development, as example: 100,000DUs x 3.5p/DU = 350,000pop. x 100gal/p-d
(potable ONLY) = 35,000,000gal/day x load of 20,000gal/tanker = 1750 tanker roundtrips/day x 20
mile ROT = 35,000mi/day - 100,000 loadings, transfers, and cleanups/day.

Estimate air pollution and GHGs from diesel trucks.

1.13 Provide Health Impacts Analyses for water-related illnesses for 100,000 residences and 350,000
population served by hauled water.

1.14 Under land-uses assessment in each of the County Areas (5) and their zoning sub-areas (R-1, A-
1, R-R,etc: ttl-30), provide a thorough, quantitative review of parcel size distributions and current
zoning maximum structural developments without variances.

1.15 Under Biological Resources assessments and mitigation, provide for all losses of habitat and
habitat/migration disruption due to structural developments, required fuel modifications and
clearing around structures, infrastructure corridors (electricity, sanitary, and water
distributon/networks), and roads/parking, and other transport related requirements

1.15 As part of Item 1.8, include a section for clear notification requirements as part of mitigation for
socioeconomic impacts for property purchases and untruth/illegal representations to future
prospective home buyers requiring full disclosure of constraints and hazards involved with
hauled water supplies to future and newly constructed structures in the Project areas.

1.16 As part of Item 1.8, include a section for clear notification requirements as part of mitigation for
socioeconomic impacts for property/parcel purchases of larger than one acre (43,560sqft) require
full owner transfer and prohibit partial-49% sales which are common practices to avoid changes in
property tax assessment for long-held properties.
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1.17 As part of Item 1.8, include a section for clear notification requirements as part of mitigation for
socioeconomic impacts for properties/parcels of >2acres/>100,000sgft with more than five(5)
structures to require formation of legally binding and responsible Home Owners Associations
(HOASs) for operations, maintenances, inspections/monitoring, and remediation for any and all
issues related to provision of water supplies for potable, irrigation, and fire-suppression.

1.18 The DPEIR must include a draft of the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program and all
terms and conditions for each Zoning category and each sub-area of each of the seven areas.

1.19 Massive editing required - some are provided in specific comments. Total and pervasive lack of
consistency in standard term definitions, usage, and comparability which may be purposefully
distractive and confusing and appears to avoid technical clarity.

COMMENTS 2. Summarized Table and Background Information
Proposed Single Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New Development

Table 1.6-1 Los Angeles County Zoning Designations By Subarea
Averaged at 6ac/parcel but table shows very different

Summary
30 Zoned Areas Parcel Size Distribution Summary
8 ZoneTypes Largest parcels 1.6-0.8Msf Largest 4/10+% parcels
One text reference: 13 zoning types 7 >7ac each
Zone A-1 19 <7ac>1.lac each
Zone A-2 <l.lac =4 ttl
Zone R-1 - Smallest parcels 3500-4400sf parcels 3/10%
Zone R-2
Zone R-A
Zone R-R Total Range 3,493-1,655,902sqft/parcel
Zone RPD
Zone D-2

2.1 Something is basically WRONG when the project includes an upper 10% of the parcels >800,000
sqft while the lower 10% are less than 4500 sqft with a California typical Single Family Residential
lot size of 5000sqft, and equally WRONG when all measures and statements are applied to the full
range of parcels, 3500-1,655,000sqft: range of 473x the lowest value.

Concerns arise as to why the grouping together of widely differing sizes (4000/140,000sqft and
zoning types (e.g., A-1, R-2, R-R, and D) and potential for masking problems/impacts in one
group with those in another.

The PDEIR must include specific analyses and assessments for each zoning type/category and for
parcels <10,000sqgft, >10K<100Ksqft, >100K<1000K, and >1000Ksqft.

2.2 Use of 2000sqft for structure pad with such a wide range of parcel size is absurd and indicates a
wide opportunity for re-interpretations and lack of objectivity in the future development

Detailed Summary

Acton Units Area ac Ave ac Ave sqft Avesgft Genrl.Cat.

Zone A-1 Light agricultural 124 753.7 6.08 264768 200K

Zone A-2 Heavy agricultural 980 12,037+ 12.28 535050 500K

Zone R-A Residential agricultural 14 32.9 2.35 102366 100K

Zone R-R Resort and recreation 10 325.7 32.57 1,418,749 Secd. Largest
Zone RPD Resid.Planned dev 1 5.2 5.20 226512 200K

Castaic/Santa Clarita/Agua Dulce

Zone A-1 Light agricultural 543 2,678.20 4.93 214848 200K

Zone A-2 Heavy agricultural 535 10,866.00 20.31 884,716 Large

Zone R-1 Single-family residence 193 393.8 2.04 88,880 89K

Zone R-A Residential agricult. 13 201.7 15.52 675,850 600K

Zone RPD Resid. planned dev 342 218.3 0.64 27,805 27K Secd.Smallest Group

Antelope Valley Northeast
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Zone A-1 Light agricultural 201 625.5 3.11 135556 100K
Zone A-2 Heavy agricultural 1,619 10,090.50 6.23 271490 200K
Kagel Canyon

Zone A-1 Light agricultural 392 32.3 0.08 3589 Smallest
Zone R-1 Single Fam. resid 106 8.5 0.08 3493 Smallest
Lake Hughes/Gorman/West of Lancaster

Zone A-1 Light agricultural 5661 21,021.20 3.71 161753 100K
Zone A-2 Heavy agricultural 6,592 73,775.10 11.19 487507 400K
Zone D-2 Desert-Mountain 2,034 9,709.00 4.77 207927 200K
Zone R-1 Single-family resid. 47 48.4 1.03 44858 48K
Zone R-A Residential agricult. 1 0.1 0.10 4356 Small
Zone R-R Resort&Recreat 21 798.3 38.01 1,655,902 Largest
Lake Los Angeles/Llano/Valyermol/Littlerock

Zone A-1 Light agricultural 8,906 62,141.70 6.98 303940 300K
Zone A-2 Heavy agricultural 5,876 34,290.30 5.84 254201 200K
Zone R-2 Two-family resid. 10 39.3 3.93 171191 100K
Zone R-A Residential agricult. 167 930.6 5.57 242736 200K
Zone R-R Resort and recreation 77 1,441.30 18.72 815,364 800K Large
Lancaster Northeast

Zone A-1 Light agricultural 1,387 6,324.20 456 198617 100+K
Zone A-2 Heavy agricultural 4,446  25,739.30 5.79 252183 200K
Zone D-2 Desert-Mountain 2,265 9,794.70 4.32 188370 100K
Zone R-1 Single-family resid. 35 126.1 3.60 156940 100K
Zone R-A Residential agricult 169 963.9 5.70 248447 200K

2.3 As indicated in this table, the wide range of sizes and zoning types strongly refutes the statement
elsewhere that each parcels shall only have one single family residence on a 2000sqft structured
pad on a portion of a parcel with less than 50% grade. This requires an average density of 1
SFD/>6.6ac if all of the existing R-1 and R-2 (e.g., 385 parcels) are removed from the listing as they

are smaller than the averaged value.

The Project must be adequately defined and have assigned residences for each parcel and must
be totally objective and reasoned as presented. Clearly indicate the maximum current
allowances for any residential structures on each parcel and within each planning area/zoning
type. Include prohibitions of any additional residence in excess of those listed in the PDEIR.

Provide an estimate of total residences if all development pads of 2000sqft at <50% grades were
developed based on one residence per acre after all maximum developments of less than one-

acre pad-areas were deducted (e.g., R-1, R-2, etc.).

DETAILED COMMENTS 3.

3-1 Redefine the Project for all, total infrastructure development rather than a single element which
will drive all other via supporting the development of single family developments. If not then the
entire DEIR process is flawed and subject to segmentation: water isolated from sewerage and
roads and from fire, medical, and education services for a development of more than 42,677

residences.
3-2 Project Description shall include:

Establish a clear timeline for near-complete (say 85% build-out) development with phasing -

2025, 2030, 2035, or 2040;

Clear summary and quantification of all system components of Hauled Water Service from

source to end uses and specific to each planning are-

Source - Increased demands on Scarce resources straight rates = >Pipelines
Tanker Equipment - Public health protection
Travel Traffic/Accidents - electric

Receivers Health/WQ - Tankers to Tank
Storage - Daily Three Seven Thirty days
Uses Personal/DU Irrigation

Cleanouts/Inspection

Fire Suppression;

Description and estimates of Septic Tank/Leaching Fields areas, pumpage/septage, and
disposal components to serve the total development and for each planning area;
Description and estimates of Fire Fighting System - Tanks-Pipe Network - Sprinklers;
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Description and estimates/plans of road extensions and expansions

NOP 1/2 The County has estimated that...approximately 42,677 parcel owners in the County could be
eligible to seek authorization for use of hauled water to support issuance of a building permit for a single-
family residence...'

IS-1/2 The area that would be subject to the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New
Development (proposed initiative) consists of 42,677 parcels in the unincorporated territory of Los Angeles
County...

3-2 con't. Presumes arbitrarily that parcels of >100,000 or even >1,000,000 sqft would only be
eligible for "a" = ONE single family residence for each parcel even though numerous (>350)
"parcels” of less than 10,000sqft would be eligible for the same residence. This seems absurd
and subject to a purposeful gross understatement and re-interpretation during
implementation. Therefore this basic statement for the project description requires major
revisions or re-definitions.

3-3 Assessment and Mitigation must be required at all major transfer points and disposal points.

Public /Domestic Health - Water Connectors  Tanks/Drains Disinfection

Septic Tanks and Leach Fields

3-4 Assessment and Mitigation must be required for all disposal system components, including
Leachate - Septic Tanks and Lawns - accumulating salts and groundwater recharge and the
suitability of soils and required leaching rates.

3-5 Land Use Conversions As the project description has focused on single-family residences
across a wide range of zoning categories, the assumption must be made that all zoning
categories shall be converted to single-family residences. As indicated in the parameters
given, aresidence may be place on any portion of a parcel that has >2000sqft at less than 50%
(1:2 slope) grade.

3-6 The project description must include a typical layout of how a parcel may be
developed/converted, including

1000+sqft/foundation
1000+sqft for access, gates, parking, and driveways/tracks
Fire Clearance - 100+ x 20+50+20+50 =>200 x 100 = 20,000+sqft/du
1-6 = 14-84K sqft/ parcel
Fuel Modif. 100 x = 28K-168Ksqft/parcel of 260,000sqft

3.6-18/1 3.6 Geology
The proposed initiative would allow hauled water as the primary source of potable water for new single-family
residential construction in unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County, where land use designation and
zoning allow for development of a single-family residence.
3-7 Project description and alternatives must clearly identify and receive commitment for water
supplies and confirmations that the system, volumes, and analyses are reasonable and can be
implemented through the designated sources.

The proposed initiative does not allow for development in conflict with the California Building Code or the
Safety Element of the Los Angeles County General Plan.

3-8 As the residences and residents shall be in isolated areas and remote from much
infrastructure and services, all structures must also meet appropriate Natl.Fire Prevent.Assoc.
and Calif. State/LACo. fire and hygenic codes for water supplies and fire prevention and
suppression.

The proposed initiative does not allow for development in conflict with the existing zoning, or facilitate
rezoning.
3-9 The project description must include full disclosure and analyses for existing zoning
allowances, other than water supplies, as of 2003, current-2014, and anticipated on the day of
implementation (e.g., July 15, 2015) and any attempts for rezoning during 2013-Date.

3.6-18/2 3.6.4 MITIGATION MEASURES The proposed initiative would not result in significant impacts to
geology and soils; therefore, mitigation measures are not required.
3-10 Introduction of significant new sources of waters through leakage, spillage, irrigation, and
septic disposal systems into unknown geological conditions renders this assessment as

Dr. Tom Williams 10/27/14 7



Draft Hauled-Water Initiative Scoping Comments/Requests

largely unsupported, unobjective, and basically wrong. Mitigation for such introduction is
well known and can be reasonably implemented, inspected, and maintained. The PDEIR must
be objective, fully supported by ddirect observations, studies, and quantitative analyses.

3-11 Mineral Resources Proposed development of 40-100,000 new residences in even a 20-year
build-out shall require huge quantities of gravel, sands, and aggregate which must be
provided but which have not been located within the development areas.

p.3.9-2 Runoff: Runoff is the water flow that occurs when the soil is infiltrated to full capacity and excess
water from rain, meltwater, or other sources flows over the land...surface runoff in urban areas is a primary
cause of urban flooding....

3-11 Hydrology -No mention of the "Enhanced Watershed Management Plan" is made throughout
the document, although the Department of Public Works is in charge of this project and the
"Enhanced Watershed Management Plan". Absence of coordination of these projects is
clearly totally inadequate and incomplete for even the Scoping phase of CEQA compliance.
The absence of such coordination also reflects upon the competence of preparers and
reviewers before circulation of the Scoping documents.

Again we request that the entire Scoping effort and considerations be withdrawn, all scoping
information updated, and the Scoping process be restarted with adequate and complete
reports and Project Description.

Runoff actually occurs long-before the soil reach "full capacity" (say one foot of "soil" may
absorb 0.25 cuft/sqft of rain water, IF water is delivered at the rate of absorption of the clay).
In most desert and soil exposed areas especially if not pure sand, the soil surface contains a
high percentage of clays and silts which when wetted, expand in the soil, and rapidly seals off
any further penetration by rain water after receiving any measurable rainfall. Once sealed the
surface runoff approaches 100% of the remaining downfall. Revise the storm/runoff
considerations and require "Zero Runoff" from all future rainfalls of 0.05-1.0 in/day in keeping
with the requirements of the "Enhanced Watershed Management Plan"

3-12 Population - No consistent build-out population is provided for the entire project area but
assuming this table is consistent with other statements for 3.5 persons/DU and 260gal/day of
wastewater flows. Our calculations would yield the following:

a. 42,677 parcels x 3.5p/DU = >149,000+ project population on aver. 6.6ac/parcel

b. 42,677 x 6.6ac at 1DU/ac = >536,000 project Population on lacre parcels

c. Given the wide range of reasonably assumed populations the entire section and all issues
related to population are inadequate and incomplete and purposefully misleading or
confusing for the public.

3.9-21 TABLE 3.9.3-1 ESTIMATED AVERAGE WASTEWATER FLOW GENERATED PER

PLANNING AREA PER YEAR

3-13 This table is in error and confused/confusing to the purpose of the table and associated text.

Planning Area and population are not defined and are in error without any background and
supporting documents.

Planning Area Planning Area Avg. Wastewater Flow Avg. Wastewater Volume
Population (gpd)/Planning Area (gal)Pumped/Year With Septic Only

Total 26,880 99,840 30,368

NOTES: Based on Tablel.5.1-1. [see below ttI=42677 = 149,400 pop]

Based on Avg. of 3.5 people/single family residence. [42,677 x 3.5 = 149,400 ttl pop]
Based on Avg. of 260 gallons per day wastewater used/single family residence according to L.A.C. Sanitation District.
[260gal/3.5 = 74.3 gal/pers./day wastewater without grey water separation = Supply of 100gal/pers./day]
Based on Avg. Septic size of 1,200 gallons (size based on four- bedroom residence).
26,880 would equal = 7680 SFRs, not 42,677, no planning area contained 7680 together or separately.

Referenced Table p.1-4 TABLE 1.5.1-1 ADOPTED L.A.CO. GENERAL PLAN PLANNING AREAS

Planning Area [sub-areas] Number of Subject Percentage of Subject
Parcels in Planning Area Parcels in Planning Area

Antelope Valley/Antelope Valley Northeast 1,820 4.3

Lake Los Angeles/Llano/Valyermol/Littlerock 14,946 35.0

Lancaster Northeast 8,302 19.5

Acton 1,129 2.7
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Lake Hughes/Gorman/West of Lancaster 14,356 33.6
Kagel Canyon 498 1.1
Santa Clarita Valley
Castaic/Santa Clarita/Agua Dulce 1,626 3.8
[42,677 ttl] [97%)]

13.4-5 Chapter IV, Planning Policies Relating to Specific Communities, establishes...relevant policies:

Acton: “the area should remain a rural community to protect the quality of life found there and to avoid
the need for additional expensive public service systems.”

0 “In addition to the above issues, the community is concerned about the rate of growth of Acton and, in
particular, its impact upon schools, roads, utilities and other services. The Plan calls for a slow,
planned, well controlled growth rate to reduce adverse impacts. It is expected that future growth will
require special assessments to be levied on new development to generate the needed revenues
which would allow for expansion of the local schools and other public infrastructure.”

3-14 This is the only reference to "Special Assessment" rather than general assessment to the
County as awhole, either based on a parcel or on the area of the parcel. This project must
require establishment of up to seven (7) special infrastructure assessment districts for
implementation, operations, maintenance, assurance and continuing compliance and public
health of water supply, sewage-disposal, stormwater, trash collection, and collector-
secondary roads/access for the proposed developments. Similalr district would be
appropriate also for health, security, and fire services.

3.6-3 Regional Los Angeles County General Plan The Los Angeles County General Plan
provides growth and development policies by providing a comprehensive long-range view of the
County as a whole....Applicable goals and policies that apply to all development within the County
include a balanced distribution of land uses, adequate housing for all income levels, and
economic stability.

3.10-6 Chapter V, Policy Statements, establishes the following relevant policies relevant to land
use in consideration of the proposed initiative:

e Goal: Accommodation of Projected Land Use and Urban Growth

= Policy 2. Closely monitor growth in the Antelope Valley to maintain a balance between
development and the capacity of the environmental, economic, and manmade or social system.
3.16-1 Congestion Management Plan (CMP): This is a State-mandated program enacted by the
State legislature to address the increasing concern that urban congestion is affecting the economic
vitality of the State and diminishing the quality of life in some communities.

3-15 Numerous references are made throughout the Scoping documents regarding economics,
finance, jobs, employment. and related issues directly or indirectly. The PDEIR must include a
full socioeconomic and sustainability impact assessments (including ability to pay, and life-
cyclellife-of-project costs for the project and at least for each individual planning area and for
at least 20 years. Such assessment must include the full costs of mitigation and
compensation for adverse impacts for the life of the project.

3.11-6/3 Mining of sand and gravel began in the Los Angeles area around 1900 when concrete became
popular as a building material. Extraction began in the Arroyo Seco and the Big Tujunga Wash...There
are currently no available depaosit sites in the proposed initiative area.

3.16 There are no sites although deposits are available within the supervisoral district because of
the more mature development of the area. With 40,000 new residences, leaching fields, roads,
parking, etc., the demand for basic building materials may make use of existing resources,
perhaps even as a part of the developments. A typical aggregate and related building
materials estimate must be provided in order to fully assess the impacts on local geologic
mineral resources.

3.11-7/2 However, given that the parcels under consideration are zoned for single-family residential
development, it is anticipated that the proposed initiative would not result in impacts to mineral resources,
related to the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan. No further analysis is warranted.
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3-17 As indicated elsewhere and for other alternatives, an estimate of mineral resources needed
per typical residence must be provided to provide a complete and adequate picture of impacts
from development of 1 SFR/6.6ac and for 1 SFR/ 1 acre.

3.15-13 The proposed initiative is expected to result in significant impacts to recreation...may not be able
to be reduced to below the level of significance through the incorporation of mitigation measures, therefore
requiring the consideration of alternatives....

3-18 The only reason recreational impacts may not be mitigated is insufficient funding for the
services required or depreciation of those services and the areas which require such services
and assessment thereon.

As indicated elsewhere, the financial and economic aspects of the proposed project must be
included in the PDEIR and make the basic assumption that revenues from the proposed
project must fully compensate for all direct and indirect costs, elsewise the alternative would
be the "Future Without Project".

3.15-14 The proposed initiative would require...estimated 108 acres of local parks, over an approximately
20-yvear period of time...have the potential to have an adverse physical effect on the environment...

3-19 As this statement clearly indicates - the PDEIR must include all direct/indirect related land
conversions from desert habitats to "urban habitats" including those for services and
infrastructure required to support >42,000 residences and families, including libraries, clinics,
security stations, fire/EMT services, and all otherr urban services/facilities.

This is the only statement of a planning period, 20 year period (2015-2035), for the propose
project.

No concern regarding the need for potable, irrigation, and fire water supplies for related services
in remote areas.

3.17-8 Goal PS/F 3: Increased local water supplies through the use of new technologies.

o Policy PS/F 3.1: Increase the supply of water...development of new sources,...recycled water, gray water,
and rainwater harvesting.

o Policy PS/F 3.2: Support the increased production, distribution and use of recycled water, gray water,
and rainwater harvesting to provide for groundwater recharge,..., irrigation,...and other beneficial uses.
3.17-9 o Policy 101. Develop and use groundwater sources to their safe yield limits....

o Policy 113. Identify planned flow paths and groundwater recharge preserves...for the primary water course
and for conservation of storm runoff in the rural areas....

3-20 A full groundwater balance and assessment must be prepared for each planning area and
larger sub-areas as to pre-project and ongoing project development impacts on local
groundwater systems, including all of the above parameters along with appropriate criteria for
both positive and negative effects of the Project, current drought, and future climate and water
supply changes..

o Policy 104. Require a public or private sewerage system for land use densities which, if unsewered, would
threaten nitrate pollution of groundwater, or where otherwise required by County regulations....

3-21 Each large sub-areas or even sub-sub-areas must assess and prepare ongoing reports
regarding potential for artificial recharging of local groundwater resources as to pre-project
and ongoing project development impacts on local groundwater systems, including all of the
above parameters along with appropriate criteria for both positive and negative effects of the
Project, current drought, and future climate and water supply changes. Documentation must
include chemical analyses for nitrogen, salts, and coliforms Similarly remediation measures
and their funding must be assessed for individual residences or groups..

o Policy 105. Prohibit continued use of septic tanks where a community sewerage system has been installed
or if identified groundwater pollution or vector problems exist....
3-22 Small community systems may be considered as options but must be fully maintained
forever which is usually beyond the capabilities of small communities. Therefore avoid this
unless financially capable.

3-23 Utilities and Services
3.17-15 Stormwater Drainage
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There are no existing stormwater drainage facilities in the proposed initiative study area.

3-23 Storm water is produced in the project area and is conveyed through an un-improved or
incompletely improved drainage system/network including blue/black lined streams.

The seven subareas that would be eligible for development of single-family residences as a result of the
proposed initiative are largely located in areas that are not served by municipal stormwater systems. The
development of the subject parcels would affect lands...

Parcels lie within drainage basins which eventually enter LACo drainage "facilities" and
"municipal stormwater systems" downstream.

Mitigation for stormwater must take the form of "Zero Net Discharge" from any developed area
within the project sub-areas or by parcel, in keeping with the Enhanced Watershed
Management Plan.

3.17-16 Water Supply

...proposed initiative would allow hauled water as the primary source of potable water for new development of
single-family residences on existing vacant legal lots, or lots that are eligible for a certificate of compliance,
where the property owner has demonstrated that

there is no other feasible source of private or municipal potable water, or

capability of developing an onsite well to provide potable water to the property, and

only if the property lies outside of the boundaries of the local private and municipal water districts, and

is not eligible for service by the nearest public-community water purveyor.

The ordinance is proposed for parcels that are larger than 2,000 square feet in size, with slopes under 50
percent (26.6°, 2H:1V). All criteria would need to be met at the effective date of the ordinance.

3-24 Documentation for each of these issues must be provided for each planning area and larger
sub-area(s).

Los Angeles County Water Works District (LACoWWD) is a retail water purveyor that operates three
districts... Antelope Valley, that are located at a maximum distance of approximately 10 miles from the
proposed initiative study area...

3-25 PDEIR must include special assessment district for each plan area subject to the initiative
for water supply, wastewater residuals, solid wastes collection and recycling, fire
prevention/clearing and suppression,

Only one mention of special assessment, but not SA-Districts

Public Services FIRE

3-26 The entire Scoping documents do not mention the fuel clearance and fuel modification
requirements for fire prevention, required by te LACo Fire Department and therefore the land
and habitat conversion/removal associated with the construction and occupancy of the
proposed parcel; however, many there may be. Usual requirements are for 100ft clearance
and fuel modifications of up to 200ft. The directly associated impacts of such associated
residence activities and requirement greatly increase the risk of fires and the damages to the
environment associated with their controls and prevention.

All land areas associated with the development of the parcels must be reviewed as to their
aesthetic, wildlife, vegetation, stormwater runoff, etc. impacts on resources and setting, and
requires mitigation and/or compensations.

B-i APPENDIXB GEOLOGY AND SOILS TECHNICAL REPORT

B-18 Liquefaction The three key factors that indicate whether an area is potentially susceptible to
liquefaction are severe ground shaking, shallow groundwater, and cohesionless sands. In addition to having
ground shaking parameters, quantitative estimates of liquefaction potential require specific data from
geotechnical borings and groundwater level information.

3-27 Each area and larger sub-area (e.g., >50 ac) must be documented by geologic studies as to
current and wetted conditions and their influence on seismic responses and potentials for
liquefaction.

B-21 Groundwater Groundwater is highly variable within the affected environment. There are three major
groundwater basins underlying the Santa Clarita planning area: the Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater
Basin, East Subbasin, and the Acton Valley Groundwater Basin. Groundwater in the East Basin generally
flows from east to west, following the movement of the Santa Clara River. Groundwater in the Acton Valley is
unconfined and found in alluvium and stream terrace deposits.
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3-28 Each area and larger sub-area (e.g., >50 ac) must be documented by geologic studies as to
the alluvial and bedrock contacts and units and their influence on seismic responses and
potentials for both passive and agitated stability.
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Sakamoto, Dale

From: Mar Preston <marpreston@frazmtn.com>
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2014 8:11 AM
To: Sakamoto, Dale
Subject: FW: Comments - NOP Hauled Water Initiative
TriCounty Watchdogs
Box 6436

Pine Mountain Club, CA93222

October 20, 2014

SENT VIA EMAIL

Mr. Dale Sakamoto

Hauled Water EIR Scoping Comments
Department of Public Works

900 South Fremont Avenue, 11% Floor
Alhambra, California 91803

Email: dsakamoto@dwnp.lacounty.gov

Dear Mr. Sakamoto: -

The TriCounty Watchdogs are an environmental organization whose mission is to protect natural and cultural resources,
and promote ecotourism and responsible growth in the Frazier Mountain Communities area near the Grapevine Pass that
connects the San Joaquin Valley and northern California to Southern California. As such we have been involved in
scrutinizing the Draft Environmental Impact Plan for the Antelope Valley Area Plan and now learn of proposals for yet
more development.

We note that the “New Development” that is suggested will impact our area as well. We are familiar with this area and
have an idea what the land will support. We know very well water must be hauled in to supply some of these outlying
areas. Our wells are going dry. Is this a good idea to build more homes?

What is the source of the water that is to be sold? Give us a range of costs for the new home builder—in Year One and by
2035. What happens to unlucky homeowners after 2035 when the guarantee of water ends?

How will you guarantee the purity of that water as it is delivered? How will it stay bacteria free in transit? Can you
guarantee the water tanks will be sterilized? How?

What’s the cumulative traffic impact of this truck traffic and “new development” on fragile lands? It will certainly
increase traffic on existing streets and freeways. What size tanks will you be using for domestic and fire reqmrements”

What about sewage and reclamation? Will all 42, 677 parcels use septic tanks? Please explain how this will be dealt with.

The comments made by the CEQA Board are well founded and intelligent and we fully support their positions.
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Our conclusions are also stated clearly by the State:
Page 28 1.7 dated January 1, 2003, Under Project Background

“Based on guidance from State Department of Public Health, the department does not recognize hauled water as a
reliable source of water that is appropriate for drinking, culinary or domestic purposes. Hauled water does not
provide the equivalent level of protection of public health on the consistent level of reliability as that permitted by

" public water systems or an improved on-site water source. Therefore, hauled water does not satisfy the
requirement for potable water for new residential or commercial construction.”

We fully support hauling water to existing homes during an emergency situation like our current drought. Sadly, it is the
solution for existing homeowners, but it seems foolish to allow building new single parcel homes which we know must be
supplied with hauled water.

Fire is a major concern to everyone in a rural area. All over rural California existing homeowners are being denied fire
insurance coverage. It seems to us that insurers will look askance at “new development” on parcels which have no fire
department less than many miles away, not many feet to the nearest fire hydrant. How will you geta homeowner’s
insurance policy?

Unless the mortgage industry changes its eligibility guidelines significantly, how will you get a loan for these new
parcels? No police, no fire department?

Should the County approve this and things go terribly wrong for all the homeowners in these new parcels, it will be
human nature to look for the villain. And fingers will be pointed at the County. And law suits will be filed. That is an
expense, we as area residents, do not want to be encumbered with.

Would you be kind enough to acknowledge our comments have been received? Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

Mar Preston
Vice-President
TriCounty Watchdogs



