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NOTICE OF PREPARATION

TO: Distribution List

Lead Agency: Consulting Firm:

Agency Name: City of Santa Clarita Name: Dudek

Street 23920 Valencia Boulevard, Street Address: 38 N. Marengo Avenue

Address: Suite 302

City/State/Zip: Santa Clarita, CA 91355 City/State/Zip: Pasadena, CA 91101

Contact: Mr. Hai Nguyen Contact: Ms. Nicole Cobleigh
Associate Planner Senior Project Manager

Telephone: (661) 255-4365 Telephone: (626) 204-9829

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report and

Public Scoping Meeting for the Sand Canyon Resort Project

The City of Santa Clarita will be the lead agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”)
for the Sand Canyon Resort Project.

We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental information,
which is germane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project. Your
agency may need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when considering your permit or other approval
for the project. The project description, location, and the probable environmental effects are contained
in the attached materials.

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible date,
but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice. As such, the comment period for the Notice of
Preparation begins on October 17, 2018 and ends on November 16, 2018. Please send your written
response to Hai Nguyen at the address shown above. We would appreciate the name of a contact person

in your agency.

Also, the City of Santa Clarita will conduct a public scoping meeting on Tuesday, October 30, 2018,
beginning at 6:00 p.m. at City of Santa Clarita City Hall, Century Conference Room, located at 23920
Valencia Boulevard, Santa Clarita, CA 91355 to accept comments on the scope of the EIR for the Sand
Canyon Resort Project. This meeting will serve as a public forum to discuss the environmental issues
identified for the EIR, and any other issues identified by the public that should be included for further
analysis within the EIR for the Sand Canyon Resort Project.

Date: | 0{/ '-l{/ fol M

_/Title?' Hai N ssociate Planner
Telephone: (661) 255-4365




CITY OF SANTA CLARITA
NOTICE OF PREPARATION ATTACHMENT

Project Title: Sand Canyon Resort Project

Lead Agency: City of Santa Clarita

23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Contact Person: Hai Nguyen, Associate Planner

City of Santa Clarita

Community Development Department
23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

(661) 255-4365

Project Applicant: Sand Canyon Country Club
(661) 252-8484 x12
Master Case: Master Case No. 18-021
Project Location: The approximately 75-acre project site is located at 27734 Sand

Canyon Road at the northeast corner of Sand Canyon Road and
Robinson Ranch Road and south of State Route 14 in the Sand
Canyon area of the City of Santa Clarita. See attached Figure 1,
Project Location.

Assessor’s Parcel Numbers: 2840-022-025

General Plan/Zoning Designation: ~ The General Plan and Zoning Designation for the project site is

Open Space (OS).

Project Description: Summarized Project Description

The proposed project would result in the replacement of existing open space that was formerly the Mountain
Course of the Robinson Ranch Golf Course with a new resort and spa consisting of the following and
depicted in the attached Figure 2, Concept Plan:

Main Hotel (three-story building with 250 rooms/keys totaling approximately 155,800 square feet)
Wedding Hotel (two three-story buildings with 72 rooms/keys totaling approximately 50,620
square feet) with an outdoor wedding venue

View Villas (15 two-story villas with 60 rooms/keys totaling approximately 91,100 square feet)
Oak Villas (10 one-story villas with 10 rooms/keys totaling approximately 32,900 square feet)
Function Wing of the hotel including a grand ballroom (8,600 square feet), junior ballroom (2,600
square feet), meeting rooms (2,400 square feet), three restaurants (total of 8,400 square feet), and
wedding garden

Spa/gym/salon (approximately 31,380 square feet)

Outdoor recreation including two pools, one tennis court, six pickle ball courts, a nine-hole
miniature golf course, and three miles of trails



Parking (375 parking stalls)

The following development components and entitlements would be required for the proposed project:

Zone Change to change the zone from Open Space (OS) to Community Commercial (CC) for two
of the proposed four lots

General Plan Amendment to change the land use from Open Space (OS) to Community
Commercial (CC) for two of the proposed four lots

Tentative Tract Map to subdivide the project site into four lots

Grading includes 228,000 cubic yards of cut and 215,000 cubic yards of fill with a net cut of 13,000
cubic yards. The net cut would result in zero cubic yards due to subsidence, shrinkage and remedial
grading

Conditional Use Permit for new development in a Planned Development overlay

Development and Landscape Plan Review for the development of the proposed project

Oak Tree Permit for the removal of 21 oak trees

Removal or modification of the open space requirement from the previous golf course entitlement,
Master Case 95-049 for Robinson Ranch

Environmental Impact Report Certification as required by the California Environmental Quality
Act

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED WITH THE SAND CANYON RESORT
PROJECT

The following environmental factors that would potentially be affected by the project include: Aesthetics,
Agricultural and Forestry Resources, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and
Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land
Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise, Population and Housing, Public Services, Recreation,
Transportation and Traffic, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities and Service Systems. As such, the Draft
Environmental Impact Report will evaluate the project’s potential to adversely affect each of these
environmental issue areas.
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| Print Form

Appendix C
Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal
Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613 SCH
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 #
Project Title: Sand Canyon Resort Project
Lead Agency: City of Santa Clarita Contact Person: Hai Nguyen
Mailing Address: 23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302 Phone: 661-255-4365
City: Santa Clarita Zip: CA County: Los Angeles
Project Location: County:Los Angeles City/Nearest Community: Sand Canyon
Cross Streets: Sand Canyon Road/Robinson Ranch Road Zip Code: 91387
Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): 34__ °©4132~ ”"N/-118 4202~ ”W Total Acres: 75
Assessor's Parcel No.: 2840-022-025 Section: 23,24  Twp.: 4N Range: 15W Base: Mint Cyn
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy #: 14 Waterways: Santa Clara River
Airports: N/A Railways: Union Pacific Schools: Sulphur Springs, Pinecig
Document Type:
CEQA: NOP [] Draft EIR NEPA: [] NoI Other: [] Joint Document
] Early Cons [[] Supplement/Subsequent EIR [] EA ] Final Document
[] NegDec (Prior SCH No.) [[] Draft EIS [] Other:
[J] MitNeg Dec  Other: [] FONSI
Local Action Type:
] General Plan Update [ Specific Plan Rezone [0 Annexation
General Plan Amendment [ ] Master Plan [J Prezone ] Redevelopment
[J General Plan Element [ Planned Unit Development Use Permit [] Coastal Permit
[C] Community Plan Site Plan [0 Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) [ Other:
Development Type:
[[] Residential: Units Acres
[] Office: Sq.ft. Acres Employees [] Transportation: Type
Commercial:Sq.ft. 350,900 Acres Employees [] Mining: Mineral
[] Industrial: ~ Sq.ft. Acres Employees ] Power: Type MW
[C] Educational: [] waste Treatment: Type MGD
Recreational:Hotel amenities [] Hazardous Waste: Type
[] Water Facilities: Type MGD Other: Open space
Project Issues Discussed in Document:
[] Aesthetic/Visual [] Fiscal [C] Recreation/Parks ] Vegetation
[] Agricultural Land [] Flood Plain/Flooding [] Schools/Universities [[] Water Quality
[] Air Quality [] Forest Land/Fire Hazard [] Septic Systems [[] Water Supply/Groundwater
] Archeological/Historical [ ] Geologic/Seismic [[] Sewer Capacity [[] Wetland/Riparian
[ Biological Resources [] Minerals [ soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading [J Growth Inducement
[ Coastal Zone [] Noise [] Solid Waste [J Land Use
[] Drainage/Absorption [] Population/Housing Balance [ ] Toxic/Hazardous [] Cumulative Effects
] Economic/Jobs (] Public Services/Facilities  [_| Traffic/Circulation [ Other:

e e T T e T T T T T T I e T e

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:
Zoning: OS; General Plan: Open Space (0OS)

R e — — o =

Course with a new resort and spa consisting of a Main Hotel (three-story building with 250 rooms totaling approx. 155,800 sf);
Wedding Hotel (two three-story buildings with 72 rooms totaling approx.. 50,620 sf) with an outdoor wedding venue; View
Villas (15 two-story villas with 60 rooms totaling approx. 91,100 sf); Oak Villas (10 one-story villas with 10 rooms totaling approx.
32,900 sf); Function Wing of the hotel with a grand ballroom (8,600 sf), junior ballroom (2,600 sf), meeting rooms (total of 2,400
sf), three restaurants (total of 8,400 sf); Spa (approx. 31,380 sf); Outdoor recreation including two pools, one tennis court, six
pickle ball courts, a nine-hole miniature golf course, and three miles of trails; and 375 parking stalls.

Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a project (e.g. Notice of Preparation or

previous draft document) please fill in.
Revised 2010



Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X".
If you have already sent your document to the agency please denote that with an "S".

)_<_ Air Resources Board ______Office of Historic Preservation

____ Boating & Waterways, Department of ___Office of Public School Construction

______ California Emergency Management Agency X Parks & Recreation, Department of

X_ California Highway Patrol Pesticide Regulation, Department of

X_ Caltrans District #Z_ X_ Public Utilities Commission

______ Caltrans Division of Aeronautics X_ Regional WQCB #4_

_ Caltrans Planning X Resources Agency

_ Central Valley Flood Protection Board _____ Resources Recycling and Recovery, Department of
___ Coachella Valley Mtns. Conservancy ______ S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Comm.
_ Coastal Commission X_ San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers & Mtns. Conservancy
_ Colorado River Board __ SanJoaquin River Conservancy

X_ Conservation, Department of ______ Santa Monica Mtns. Conservancy

__ Corrections, Department of X State Lands Commission

_ Delta Protection Commission X_ SWRCB: Clean Water Grants

____ Education, Department of X_ SWRCB: Water Quality

X__ Energy Commission ______ SWRCB: Water Rights

X_ Fish & Game Region #5__ ______ Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

_ Food & Agriculture, Department of X Toxic Substances Control, Department of
X_ Forestry and Fire Protection, Department of X_ Water Resources, Department of

__ General Services, Department of

__ Health Services, Department of Other:

______ Housing & Community Development Other:

X_ Native American Heritage Commission

Local Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency)

Starting Date October 17, 2018 Ending Date November 16, 2018

Lead Agency (Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firm; Dudek Applicant: Sand Canyon County Club

Address: 38 N. Marengo Ave. Address: 27734 Sand Canyon Road

City/State/Zip; Pasadena, CA 91101 City/State/Zip: Santa Clarita, CA 91387

Contact: Nicole Cobleigh Phone: 213-700-6883

Phone: 626-204-9829

—

————————————————— _‘7_,.."- - _".,." - e e s e e R e e e e
¢ .,’,,' /
Signature of Lead Agency Represemative:éyé o = Sl — Date: _ (Y 30/8
7N 7 0 g

/7
Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code. Fleferem{e:/ tion 21161, Public Resources Code.

Revised 2010



CITY OF SANTA CLARITA
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

PROJECT: Sand Canyon Resort Project

PROJECT LOCATION: 27734 Sand Canyon Road at the northeast corner of Sand
Canyon Road and Robinson Ranch Road

PROJECT APPLICANT: Sand Canyon Country Club
MEETING DATE & TIME: Tuesday, October 30, 2018, at 6:00 p.m.

MEETING LOCATION: Santa Clarita City Hall, Century Conference Room
23920 Valencia Blvd., Santa Clarita, CA 91355

MEETING FORMAT: City staff and project consultants will be available at the scoping
meeting to provide information on the project and the environmental review process. Comment
cards will be provided for you to provide your written comments regarding the scope of the
environmental areas to be analyzed. You may submit your written comments at the meeting or any
time prior to the end of the comment period.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed project would result in the replacement of existing
open space that was formerly the Mountain Course of the Robinson Ranch Golf Course with a new
resort and spa consisting of the following:

e Main Hotel (three-story building with 250 rooms/keys totaling approximately 155,800
square feet)

e Wedding Hotel (two three-story buildings with 72 rooms/keys totaling approximately
50,620 square feet) with an outdoor wedding venue

e View Villas (15 two-story villas with 60 rooms/keys totaling approximately 91,100 square
feet)

e Oak Villas (10 one-story villas with 10 rooms/keys totaling approximately 32,900 square
feet)

e Function Wing of the hotel including a grand ballroom (8,600 square feet), junior ballroom
(2,600 square feet), meeting rooms (2,400 square feet), three restaurants (total of 8,400
square feet), and wedding garden

e Spa/gym/salon (approximately 31,380 square feet)

e Outdoor recreation including two pools, one tennis court, six pickle ball courts, a nine-hole
miniature golf course, and three miles of trails

e Parking (375 parking stalls)

The following development components and entitlements would be required for the proposed
project:
e Zone Change to change the zone from Open Space (OS) to Community Commercial (CC)
for two of the proposed four lots



e General Plan Amendment to change the land use from Open Space (OS) to Community
Commercial (CC) for two of the proposed four lots

e Tentative Tract Map to subdivide the project site into four lots

e Grading includes 228,000 cubic yards of cut and 215,000 cubic yards of fill with a net cut
of 13,000 cubic yards. The net cut would result in zero cubic yards due to subsidence,
shrinkage and remedial grading

e Conditional Use Permit for new development in a Planned Development overlay

e Development and Landscape Plan Review for the development of the proposed project

e Oak Tree Permit for the removal of 21 oak trees

e Removal or modification of the open space requirement from the previous golf course
entitlement, Master Case 95-049 for Robinson Ranch

e Environmental Impact Report Certification as required by the California Environmental
Quality Act

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will be prepared as part
of the review of this project. A Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the EIR for the project has been
distributed to responsible agencies and the review period for the NOP is from October 17, 2018
and ends on November 16, 2018. On Tuesday, October 30, 2018, the City of Santa Clarita will be
conducting a scoping meeting for public input on areas of interest to be analyzed within the EIR.

For further information regarding this project, you may contact the project planner at the City of
Santa Clarita, Permit Center, 23920 Valencia Blvd., Suite 140, Santa Clarita, CA 91355.
Telephone: (661) 255-4330. Website: www.santa-clarita.com/planning. Send written
correspondence to: 23920 Valencia Blvd., Suite 302, Santa Clarita, CA 91355. Project Planner:
Hai Nguyen, Associate Planner, hnguyen@santa-clarita.com.



U.S. Department of Homeland Security
FEMA Region IX

1111 Broadway, Suite 1200

Oakland, CA. 94607-4052

e PART Ay 2
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October 19, 2018

Hai Nguyen, Associate Planner

City of Santa Clarita

23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302
Santa Clarita, California 91355

Dear Mr. Nguyen:

This is in response to your request for comments regarding a Notice of Preparation of Draft
Environmental Impact Report and Public Scoping Meeting for the Sand Canyon Resort Project
in the City of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California.

Please review the current effective Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for the County of Los
Angeles (Community Number 065043), Maps revised April 4, 2018 and City of Santa Clarita
(Community Number 060729), Maps revised September 26, 2008. Please note that the City of
Santa Clarita, LLos Angeles County, 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:

e 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.

e Ifthe 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



Hai Nguyen, Associate Planner

Page 2

October 19, 2018

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.

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 Santa Clarita floodplain manager can be
reached by calling Christina Monde, Associate Engineer, at (661) 255-4959. The Los Angeles
County floodplain manager can be reached by calling Patricia Wood, Senior Civil Engineer, at R
(626) 458-6131.

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to call Brian Trushinski of the
Mitigation staff at (510) 627-7183.

CC:

Sincerely,

Gregor Blackburn, CFM, Branch Chief
Floodplain Management and Insurance Branch

Christina Monde, Associate Engineer, City of Santa Clarita

Patricia Wood, Senior Civil Engineer, Los Angeles County

Brian Trushinski, NFIP Planner, DHS/FEMA Region [X

Alessandro Amaglio, Environmental Officer, DHS/FEMA Region IX

www.fema.gov
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Barbara A. Lee, Director
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Environmental Protection Chatsworth, California 91311

October 22, 2018

Hai Nguyen

Associate Planner

City of Santa Clarita

Community Development Department
23920 Valencia Boulevard

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE SAND CANYON RESORT (PROJECT)

Dear Hai Nguyen:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your Notice of
Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the above-mentioned
project.

Based on the review of the document, the DTSC comments are as follows:

1) The draft EIR needs to identify and determine whether current or historic uses at the
project site have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances at the project
area.

2) The draft EIR needs to identify any known or potentially contaminated site within the
proposed project area. For all identified sites, the draft EIR needs to evaluate whether
conditions at the site pose a threat to human health or the environment.

3) The draft EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation for any site that may require remediation, and which government
agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

4) If during construction of the project, soil contamination is suspected, construction in
the area should stop and appropriate health and safety procedures should be
implemented. If it is determined that contaminated soil exists, the draft EIR should
identify how any required investigation or remediation will be conducted, and which
government agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.



Hai Nguyen
October 22, 2018
Page 2

DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment (PEA) preparation,
and cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP). For additional
information on the VCP, please visit DTSC’s web site at www.dtsc.ca.gov. If you would
like to meet and discuss this matter further, please contact me at (818) 717-6555 or
Pete.Cooke@dtsc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Pete Cooke
Site Mitigation and Restoration Program - Chatsworth Office

cc.  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Dave Kereazis

Hazardous Waste Management Program, Permitting Division
CEQA Tracking

Department of Toxic Substances Control

P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806



STATE OF CALIFORNIA Edmund G, Brown Jr.. Governor
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION : T

Cultural and Environmental Department
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100

Woest Sacramento, CA 95691

Phone (916) 373-3710

Email: nahc@nahc.ca.gov

Webslte: http://www.nahc.ca.gov
Twitter: @CA_NAHC

October 26, 2018

Hai Nguyen

City of Santa Clarita

23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

RE: SCH# 2018101039 Sand Canyon Resort Project, Los Angeles County

Dear Ms. Nguyen:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP), Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or Early Consultation for the project referenced above. The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code §21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code
§21084.1, states that a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource, is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal.
Code Regs., tit.14, §15064.5 (b) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial evidence, in light of the
whole record before a lead agency, that a project may have a significant effect on the environment, an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) shall be prepared. (Pub. Resources Code §21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 5064
subd.(a)(1) (CEQA Guidelines §15064 (a)(1)). In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are
historical resources within the area of potential effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) (AB 52) amended
CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal cultural resources” (Pub. Resources Code §21074)
and provides that a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.2).
Public agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code
§21084.3 (a)). AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice of preparation, a notice of negative declaration,
or a mitigated negative declaration is filed on or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or
amendment to a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or
after March 1, 2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18). Both
SB 18 and AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. If your project is also subject to the federal National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154 U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. §800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends consultation with California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early as possible in order to avoid inadvertent
discoveries of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources. Below is a brief summary
of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as well as the NAHC's recommendations for conducting cultural resources
assessments.

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compliance with any other
applicable laws.



AB 52

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1.

Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project: Within

fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public agency
to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or tribal
representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have requested
notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:
a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).
d. A “California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is on
the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe's Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated
negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1(b)).

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4

(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe requests
to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
¢. Significance of the project's impacts on tribal cultural resources.
d. [If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe may
recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process: With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to
the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10. Any information submitted by a California
Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a confidential
appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in writing, to
the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(1)).

Discussion_of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in_the Environmental Document: If a project may have a
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency's environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact
on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).




7. Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the following
occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a
tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be
reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in_the Environmental Document: Any
mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2
shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring and
reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3,
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (a)).

9. Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code §21084.3 (b). (Pub. Resources
Code §21082.3 (e)).

10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse
Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:

a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:

i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context.
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.

b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values and
meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

i. Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
ii. Protecting the traditional use of the resource.
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

¢. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.

d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).

e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally recognized
California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect a California
prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold conservation
easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)).

f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave artifacts
shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991).

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental
Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be adopted
unless one of the following occurs:

a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public
Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
§21080.3.2.

b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise failed
to engage in the consultation process.

c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources Code
§21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources Code
§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC'’s PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices”
may be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation CalEPAPDF pdf




SB 18

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of open
space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor's Office of Planning and Research’s
“Tribal Consultation Guidelines,” which can be found online at:
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09_14_05_Updated_Guidelines_922.pdf

Some of SB 18's provisions include:

1. Tribal Consultation: If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a specific
plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC by
requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government must
consult with the tribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to
request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(a)(2)).

2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limiton SB 18 tribal consultation.

3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research
pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information concerning
the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public Resources
Code §5097.9 and §5097.993 that are within the city’s or county’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code §65352.3 (b)).

4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:

a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures for
preservation or mitigation; or

b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that
mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or mitigation.
(Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and
SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred Lands
File" searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http:/nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation
in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends the
following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1068) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

b. If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. Ifan 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.

a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All 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 public disclosure.

b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.



3. Contact the NAHC for:
a. A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the Sacred
Lands File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for consultation
with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the project’s APE.
b. A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the project
site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation measures.

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources) does
not preclude their subsurface existence.
a. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for the
identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 14, §15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(f)). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a
certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with knowledge of cultural resources
should monitor all ground-disturbing activities. _
b. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
- the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally
affiliated Native Americans.
c. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains. Health and
Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §15064.5,
subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes to be
followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American human remains and associated
grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email
address: Katy.Sanchez@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Tty

" Katy Sanchez
Associate Enviromental Planner

cc: State Clearinghouse
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FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
2493 Portola Road, Suite B
Ventura, California 93003

IN REPLY REFER TO:
08EVEN00-2019-CPA-0010

November 6, 2018

Hai Nguyen

City of Santa Clarita

23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302
Santa Clarita, California 91355

Subject: Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the Sand Canyon Resort Development Project, Santa Clarita, Los Angeles
County, California

Dear Mr. Nguyen:

We have reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for a Draft Environmental Impact Report

(DEIR) for Sand Canyon Resort Development Project (Project), a mixed-use development

project. The project would result in the development of “existing open space” with a new resort

and spa consisting of the following:

e Main Hotel (1 three-story building with 250 rooms, approximately 155,800 square feet);

e Wedding Hotel (2 three-story buildings with 72 rooms, approximately 50,620 square feet)
with an outdoor wedding venue;

e View Villas (15 two-story villas with 60 rooms, approximately 91,100 square feet);

e Oak Villas (10 one-story villas with 10 rooms, approximately 32,900 square feet);

e Function Wing of the hotel including a grand ballroom, junior ballroom, meeting rooms, 3
restaurants, and wedding garden;

e Spa/gym/salon (approximately 31,380 square feet); and

e Outdoor recreation areas including pools, a tennis court, pickle ball courts, a miniature golf
course, and 3 miles of trails.

The proposed project would be developed at 27734 Sand Canyon Road at the northeast corner of
Sand Canyon Road and Robinson Ranch Road in the Sand Canyon area south of State Route 14
in the City of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County, California.

The mission of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is working with others to conserve,
protect, and enhance fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the
American people. To assist in meeting this mandate, the Service provides comments on public
notices issued for projects that may have an effect on those resources, especially federally-listed
plants and wildlife. The Service’s responsibilities include administering the Endangered Species
Act of 1973, as amended (Act). Section 9 of the Act prohibits the taking of any federally listed
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endangered or threatened wildlife species. “Take” is defined at Section 3(19) of the Act to mean

“to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or to attempt to
engage in any such conduct.” The Act provides for civil and criminal penalties for the unlawful
taking of listed wildlife species. Such taking may be authorized by the Service in two ways:
through interagency consultation for projects with Federal involvement pursuant to section 7, or

through the issuance of an incidental take permit under section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Act.

Our review of the proposed project indicates that the area that would be impacted may support
the following listed species:

Common Name Scientific Name Listing Status
Coastal California gnatcatcher Polioptila californica Threatened
Quino checkerspot butterfly Euphydryas editha quino Endangered
Slender-horned spineflower Dodecahema leptoceras . Endangered
Spreading navarretia Navarretia fossalis Threatened
California Orcutt grass Orcuttia californica Endangered

Suitable habitat for the coastal California gnatcatcher is known to occur within the proposed
project site and this subspecies has been documented within approximately 650 feet of the
proposed project site (California Natural Diversity Data Base 2018). Furthermore, the spadefoot
toad (Spea hammondii), a species being evaluated for federal listing under the Act, are known to
occur in the vicinity of the proposed project (California Natural Diversity Data Base 2018). As
such, we recommend that the City of Santa Clarita take this species, as well as the
aforementioned listed species, into consideration when conducting an impact analysis. We are
available to discuss these issues with you so you can address any direct or indirect impacts of the
proposed project in your final environmental document.

We recommend that focused surveys for these species be conducted following acceptable
protocols and within 1 year prior to the issuance of the DEIR. If any of these species are detected
or are known to be present in the project area, we recommend you contact us to help determine
what measures may be appropriate to conserve the species and their habitats. We can also
provide guidance on the steps that may be needed to comply with the Act. If you have any
questions, please contact Mark A. Elvin of my staff at (805) 677-3317, or by electronic mail at
mark_elvin@fws.gov.

Sincerely,
o Stephen P. Henry

Field Supervisor

ce:
Erinn Wilson, California Department of Fish and Wildlife



LITERATURE CITED

[CNDDB] California Natural Diversity Data Base. 2018. Element occurrence reports for the
coastal California gnatcatcher and spadefoot toad. Rarefind: A database application for the
California Department of Fish and Game, Natural Heritage Division data, California Natural
Diversity Data Base, Sacramento. Electronic version. Dated October 30, 2018.






Hai Nguyen

From: Barrita, Michael <BarritaM@metro.net>

Sent: Wednesday, November 07, 2018 10:52 AM

To: Hai Nguyen

Cc: Sheridan, Georgia

Subject: Metro Development Review - Sand Canyon Resort Project
Attachments: 2018-05-31 Metro CMP Notice.pdf

Good afternoon Mr. Meade,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Availability of a draft EIR for the proposed “Sand Canyon
Resort Project” (Project) located at 27734 located in the City of Santa Clarita. Per Metro’s regulatory responsibility, we
have attached a notice of state requirements regarding the Congestion Management Program (CMP). Please contact
David Lor (LorD@metro.net) with any questions.

Best,

Michael A. Barrita

LA Metro

Transportation Associate I, Countywide Planning & Development
Joint Development/Strategic Initiatives

213.418.3482

metro.net | facebook.com/losangelesmetro | @metrolosangeles
Metro provides excellence in service and support.



Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

Congestion Management Program

Metro must notify the Project Sponsor of state requirements. A Transportation Impact Analysis (TIA),
with roadway and transit components, is required under the State of California Congestion
Management Program (CMP) statute. The CMP TIA Guidelines are published in the “2010 Congestion
Management Program for Los Angeles County,” Appendix D (attached). The geographic area
examined in the TIA must include the following, at a minimum:

1. All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on/off-ramp
intersections, where the proposed Project will add 50 or more trips during either the a.m. or
p.m. weekday peak hour (of adjacent street traffic).

2. If CMP arterial segments are being analyzed rather than intersections, the study area must
include all segments where the proposed Project will add 50 or more peak hour trips (total of
both directions). Within the study area, the TIA must analyze at least one segment between
monitored CMP intersections.

3. Mainline freeway-monitoring locations where the Project will add 150 or more trips, in either
direction, during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak hour.

4. Caltrans must also be consulted through the NOP process to identify other specific locations
to be analyzed on the state highway system.

The CMP TIA requirement also contains two separate impact studies covering roadways and transit,
as outlined in Sections D.8.1 — D.9.4. If the TIA identifies no facilities for study based on the criteria
above, no further traffic analysis is required. However, projects must still consider transit impacts. For
all CMP TIA requirements please see the attached guidelines.

If you have any questions, please contact David Lor by phone at 213-922-2883, by email at
lord@metro.net, or by mail at the following address:

Metro Development Review
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-2
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952


mailto:lord@metro.net

GUIDELINES FOR CMP TRANSPORTATION
IMPACT ANALYSIS

D

Important Notice to User: This section provides detailed travel statistics for the Los
Angeles area which will be updated on an ongoing basis. Updates will be distributed to all
local jurisdictions when available. In order to ensure that impact analyses reflect the best
available information, lead agencies may also contact MTA at the time of study initiation.
Please contact MTA staff to request the most recent release of “Baseline Travel Data for
CMP TIAs.”

D.1 OBJECTIVE OF GUIDELINES

The following guidelines are intended to assist local agencies in evaluating impacts of land
use decisions on the Congestion Management Program (CMP) system, through
preparation of a regional transportation impact analysis (TIA). The following are the basic
objectives of these guidelines:

O Promote consistency in the studies conducted by different jurisdictions, while
maintaining flexibility for the variety of project types which could be affected by these
guidelines.

U Establish procedures which can be implemented within existing project review
processes and without ongoing review by MTA.

O Provide guidelines which can be implemented immediately, with the full intention of
subsequent review and possible revision.

These guidelines are based on specific requirements of the Congestion Management
Program, and travel data sources available specifically for Los Angeles County. References
are listed in Section D.10 which provide additional information on possible methodologies
and available resources for conducting TIAs.

D.2 GENERAL PROVISIONS

Exhibit D-7 provides the model resolution that local jurisdictions adopted containing CMP
TIA procedures in 1993. TIA requirements should be fulfilled within the existing
environmental review process, extending local traffic impact studies to include impacts to
the regional system. In order to monitor activities affected by these requirements, Notices
of Preparation (NOPs) must be submitted to MTA as a responsible agency. Formal MTA
approval of individual TIAs is not required.

The following sections describe CMP TIA requirements in detail. In general, the
competing objectives of consistency & flexibility have been addressed by specifying
standard, or minimum, requirements and requiring documentation when a TIA varies
from these standards.

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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D.3 PROJECTS SUBJECT TO ANALYSIS

In general a CMP TIA is required for all projects required to prepare an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) based on local determination. A TIA is not required if the lead agency
for the EIR finds that traffic is not a significant issue, and does not require local or regional
traffic impact analysis in the EIR. Please refer to Chapter 5 for more detailed information.

CMP TIA guidelines, particularly intersection analyses, are largely geared toward analysis
of projects where land use types and design details are known. Where likely land uses are
not defined (such as where project descriptions are limited to zoning designation and
parcel size with no information on access location), the level of detail in the TIA may be
adjusted accordingly. This may apply, for example, to some redevelopment areas and
citywide general plans, or community level specific plans. In such cases, where project
definition is insufficient for meaningful intersection level of service analysis, CMP arterial
segment analysis may substitute for intersection analysis.

D.4 STUDY AREA
The geographic area examined in the TIA must include the following, at a minimum:

O All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on- or off-ramp
intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more trips during either the
AM or PM weekday peak hours (of adjacent street traffic).

U If CMP arterial segments are being analyzed rather than intersections (see Section D.3),
the study area must include all segments where the proposed project will add 50 or
more peak hour trips (total of both directions). Within the study area, the TIA must
analyze at least one segment between monitored CMP intersections.

O Mainline freeway monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or more trips, in
either direction, during either the AM or PM weekday peak hours.

U Caltrans must also be consulted through the Notice of Preparation (NOP) process to
identify other specific locations to be analyzed on the state highway system.

If the TIA identifies no facilities for study based on these criteria, no further traffic analysis
is required. However, projects must still consider transit impacts (Section D.8.4).

D.5 BACKGROUND TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

The following sections describe the procedures for documenting and estimating
background, or non-project related traffic conditions. Note that for the purpose of a TIA,
these background estimates must include traffic from all sources without regard to the
exemptions specified in CMP statute (e.g., traffic generated by the provision of low and very
low income housing, or trips originating outside Los Angeles County. Refer to Chapter 5,
Section 5.2.3 for a complete list of exempted projects).

D.5.1 Existing Traffic Conditions. Existing traffic volumes and levels of service (LOS) on
the CMP highway system within the study area must be documented. Traffic counts must

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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be less than one year old at the time the study is initiated, and collected in accordance with
CMP highway monitoring requirements (see Appendix A). Section D.8.1 describes TIA
LOS calculation requirements in greater detail. Freeway traffic volume and LOS data
provided by Caltrans is also provided in Appendix A.

D.5.2 Selection of Horizon Year and Background Traffic Growth. Horizon year(s)
selection is left to the lead agency, based on individual characteristics of the project being
analyzed. In general, the horizon year should reflect a realistic estimate of the project
completion date. For large developments phased over several years, review of intermediate
milestones prior to buildout should also be considered.

At a minimum, horizon year background traffic growth estimates must use the generalized
growth factors shown in Exhibit D-1. These growth factors are based on regional modeling
efforts, and estimate the general effect of cumulative development and other socioeconomic
changes on traffic throughout the region. Beyond this minimum, selection among the
various methodologies available to estimate horizon year background traffic in greater
detail is left to the lead agency. Suggested approaches include consultation with the
jurisdiction in which the intersection under study is located, in order to obtain more
detailed traffic estimates based on ongoing development in the vicinity.

D.6 PROPOSED PROJECT TRAFFIC GENERATION

Traffic generation estimates must conform to the procedures of the current edition of Trip
Generation, by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE). If an alternative
methodology is used, the basis for this methodology must be fully documented.

Increases in site traffic generation may be reduced for existing land uses to be removed, if
the existing use was operating during the year the traffic counts were collected. Current
traffic generation should be substantiated by actual driveway counts; however, if infeasible,
traffic may be estimated based on a methodology consistent with that used for the proposed
use.

Regional transportation impact analysis also requires consideration of trip lengths. Total
site traffic generation must therefore be divided into work and non-work-related trip
purposes in order to reflect observed trip length differences. Exhibit D-2 provides factors
which indicate trip purpose breakdowns for various land use types.

For lead agencies who also participate in CMP highway monitoring, it is recommended that
any traffic counts on CMP facilities needed to prepare the TIA should be done in the
manner outlined in Chapter 2 and Appendix A. If the TIA traffic counts are taken within
one year of the deadline for submittal of CMP highway monitoring data, the local
jurisdiction would save the cost of having to conduct the traffic counts twice.

D.7 TRIP DISTRIBUTION

For trip distribution by direct/manual assignment, generalized trip distribution factors are
provided in Exhibit D-3, based on regional modeling efforts. These factors indicate
Regional Statistical Area (RSA)-level tripmaking for work and non-work trip purposes.

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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(These RSAs are illustrated in Exhibit D-4.) For locations where it is difficult to determine
the project site RSA, census tract/RSA correspondence tables are available from MTA.

Exhibit D-5 describes a general approach to applying the preceding factors. Project trip
distribution must be consistent with these trip distribution and purpose factors; the basis
for variation must be documented.

Local agency travel demand models disaggregated from the SCAG regional model are
presumed to conform to this requirement, as long as the trip distribution functions are
consistent with the regional distribution patterns. For retail commercial developments,
alternative trip distribution factors may be appropriate based on the market area for the
specific planned use. Such market area analysis must clearly identify the basis for the trip
distribution pattern expected.

D.8 IMPACT ANALYSIS

CMP Transportation Impact Analyses contain two separate impact studies covering
roadways and transit. Section Nos. D.8.1-D.8.3 cover required roadway analysis while
Section No. D.8.4 covers the required transit impact analysis. Section Nos. D.9.1-D.9.4
define the requirement for discussion and evaluation of alternative mitigation measures.

D.8.1 Intersection Level of Service Analysis. The LA County CMP recognizes that
individual jurisdictions have wide ranging experience with LOS analysis, reflecting the
variety of community characteristics, traffic controls and street standards throughout the
county. As a result, the CMP acknowledges the possibility that no single set of
assumptions should be mandated for all TIAs within the county.

However, in order to promote consistency in the TIAs prepared by different jurisdictions,
CMP TIAs must conduct intersection LOS calculations using either of the following
methods:

U The Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) method as specified for CMP highway
monitoring (see Appendix A); or

O The Critical Movement Analysis (CMA) / Circular 212 method.

Variation from the standard assumptions under either of these methods for circumstances
at particular intersections must be fully documented.

TIAs using the 1985 or 1994 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) operational analysis must
provide converted volume-to-capacity based LOS values, as specified for CMP highway
monitoring in Appendix A.

D.8.2 Arterial Segment Analysis. For TIAs involving arterial segment analysis, volume-to-
capacity ratios must be calculated for each segment and LOS values assigned using the V/
C-LOS equivalency specified for arterial intersections. A capacity of 800 vehicles per hour
per through traffic lane must be used, unless localized conditions necessitate alternative
values to approximate current intersection congestion levels.

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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D.8.3 Freeway Segment (Mainline) Analysis. For the purpose of CMP TIAs, a simplified
analysis of freeway impacts is required. This analysis consists of a demand-to-capacity
calculation for the affected segments, and is indicated in Exhibit D-6.

D.8.4 Transit Impact Review. CMP transit analysis requirements are met by completing
and incorporating into an EIR the following transit impact analysis:

U Evidence that affected transit operators received the Notice of Preparation.

O A summary of existing transit services in the project area. Include local fixed-route
services within a % mile radius of the project; express bus routes within a 2 mile radius
of the project, and; rail service within a 2 mile radius of the project.

QO Information on trip generation and mode assignment for both AM and PM peak hour
periods as well as for daily periods. Trips assigned to transit will also need to be
calculated for the same peak hour and daily periods. Peak hours are defined as 7:30-
8:30 AM and 4:30-5:30 PM. Both “peak hour” and “daily” refer to average weekdays,
unless special seasonal variations are expected. If expected, seasonal variations should

be described.

O Documentation of the assumption and analyses that were used to determine the
number and percent of trips assigned to transit. Trips assigned to transit may be
calculated along the following guidelines:

» Multiply the total trips generated by 1.4 to convert vehicle trips to person trips;

> For each time period, multiply the result by one of the following factors:
3.5% of Total Person Trips Generated for most cases, except:

10% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit center
15% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit center
7% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP multi-modal transportation
center
9% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP multi-modal transportation
center
5% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit corridor
7% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit corridor
0% if no fixed route transit services operate within one mile of the project

To determine whether a project is primarily residential or commercial in nature, please
refer to the CMP land use categories listed and defined in Appendix E, Guidelines for
New Development Activity Tracking and Self Certification. For projects that are only
partially within the above one-quarter mile radius, the base rate (3.5% of total trips
generated) should be applied to all of the project buildings that touch the radius
perimeter.

O Information on facilities and/or programs that will be incorporated in the development

plan that will encourage public transit use. Include not only the jurisdiction’s TDM
Ordinance measures, but other project specific measures.

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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QO Analysis of expected project impacts on current and future transit services and proposed
project mitigation measures, and;

QO Selection of final mitigation measures remains at the discretion of the local
jurisdiction/lead agency. Once a mitigation program is selected, the jurisdiction self-
monitors implementation through the existing mitigation monitoring requirements of
CEQA.

D.9 IDENTIFICATION AND EVALUATION OF MITIGATION

D.9.1 Criteria for Determining a Significant Impact. For purposes of the CMP, a
significant impact occurs when the proposed project increases traffic demand on a CMP
facility by 2% of capacity (V/C = 0.02), causing LOS F (V/C > 1.00); if the facility is already
at LOS F, a significant impact occurs when the proposed project increases traffic demand
on a CMP facility by 2% of capacity (V/C > 0.02). The lead agency may apply a more
stringent criteria if desired.

D.9.2 Identification of Mitigation. Once the project has been determined to cause a
significant impact, the lead agency must investigate measures which will mitigate the
impact of the project. Mitigation measures proposed must clearly indicate the following:

O Cost estimates, indicating the fair share costs to mitigate the impact of the proposed
project. If the improvement from a proposed mitigation measure will exceed the impact
of the project, the TIA must indicate the proportion of total mitigation costs which is
attributable to the project. This fulfills the statutory requirement to exclude the costs of
mitigating inter-regional trips.

O Implementation responsibilities. Where the agency responsible for implementing
mitigation is not the lead agency, the TIA must document consultation with the
implementing agency regarding project impacts, mitigation feasibility and
responsibility.

Final selection of mitigation measures remains at the discretion of the lead agency. The
TIA must, however, provide a summary of impacts and mitigation measures. Once a
mitigation program is selected, the jurisdiction self-monitors implementation through the
mitigation monitoring requirements contained in CEQA.

D.9.3 Project Contribution to Planned Regional Improvements. If the TIA concludes that
project impacts will be mitigated by anticipated regional transportation improvements,
such as rail transit or high occupancy vehicle facilities, the TIA must document:

O Any project contribution to the improvement, and

O The means by which trips generated at the site will access the regional facility.

D.9.4 Transportation Demand Management (TDM). If the TIA concludes or assumes that
project impacts will be reduced through the implementation of TDM measures, the TIA

must document specific actions to be implemented by the project which substantiate these
conclusions.

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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November 9, 2018

Hai Nguyen, Associate Planner

City of Santa Clarita

Community Development Department
23920 Valencia Boulevard

Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Dear Mr. Nguyen:

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, "SAND
CANYON RESORT PROJECT" THE PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD RESULT IN THE
REPLACEMENT OF EXISTING OPEN SPACE THAT WAS FORMERLY THE MOUTAIN
COURSE OF THE ROBINSON RANCH GOLF COURSE WITH A NEW RESORT AND SPA,
27734 SAND CANYON ROAD, SANTA CLARITA, FFER 201800114

The Notice of Preparation of 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:

This project is within the Consolidated Fire Protection District of Los Angeles County
(commonly known as the Los Angeles County Fire Department or Fire District), and therefore
the Fire District is responsible for the provision of fire protection and emergency medical
services. It is within the first-response jurisdiction of Fire Station 123 located at 26321 N.
Sand Canyon Road, Santa Clarita, CA, which is approximately 1.9 miles south of the project.
We will reserve the right to provide additional comments for the Draft EIR.

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

AGOURA HILLS CALABASAS EL MONTE INDUSTRY LAWNDALE PARAMOUNT SIGNAL HILL
ARTESIA CARSON GARDENA INGLEWODD LOMITA PICO RIVERA SOUTH EL MONTE
AZUSA CERAITOS GLENDORA IRWINDALE LYNWOOD POMONA SOUTH GATE
BALDWIN PARK CLAREMONT HAWAIIAN GARDENS LA CANADA-FLINTRIDGE MALIBU RANCHO PALOS VERDES TEMPLE CITY

BELL COMMERCE HAWTHORNE LA HABRA MAYWOOD ROLLING HILLS WALNUT

BELL GARDENS COVINA HERMOSA BEACH LA MIRADA NORWALK ROLLING HILLS ESTATES WEST HOLLYWOOD
BELLFLOWER CUDAHY HIDDEN HILLS LA PUENTE PALMDALE ROSEMEAD WESTLAKE VILLAGE
BRADBURY DIAMONE BAR HUNTINGTON PARK LAKEWOOD PALOS VERDES ESTATES SAN DIMAS WHITTIER

DUARTE LANCASTER SANTA CLARITA
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LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

The Land Development Unit reviewed City of Santa Clarita Master Case #18-021, Tentative
Tract Map #78248 on August 31, 2018. The following conditions of approval are required for
the development of this tentative tract map.

Access Requirements:

1.

All on-site Fire Apparatus Access Roads shall be labeled as “Private Driveway and
Fire Lane” on the site plan along with the widths clearly depicted on the plan. Labeling
is necessary to assure the access availability for Fire Department use. The
designation allows for appropriate signage prohibiting parking.

Fire Apparatus Access Roads must be installed and maintained in a serviceable
manner prior to and during the time of construction. Fire Code 501.4.

All fire lanes shall be clear of all encroachments and shall be maintained in
accordance with the Title 32, County of Los Angeles Fire Code.

The Fire Apparatus Access Roads and designated fire lanes shall be measured from
flow line to flow line.

Single-Family Detached Homes (Lot 2): Provide a minimum unobstructed width of 20
feet, exclusive of shoulders and an unobstructed vertical clearance “clear to sky” Fire
Apparatus Access Roads to within 150 feet of all portions of the exterior walls of the
first story of the building as measured by an approved route around the exterior of the
building. Fire Code 503.1.1 and 503.2.1.

a. The required 20-foot wide driving surface shall be increased to 26 feet when
fire hydrants are required. The 26-foot width shall be maintained for a
minimum of 25 feet on each side of the hydrant location. Fire Code Appendix
D103.3.

Two Story Buildings (Villas): Provide a minimum unobstructed width of 26 feet,
exclusive of shoulders and an unobstructed vertical clearance “clear to sky” Fire
Department vehicular access to within 150 feet of all portions of the exterior walls of
the first story of the building as measured by an approved route around the exterior of
the building. Fire Code 503.1.1 and 503.2.2.

Hotel and Wedding Hotel: Provide a minimum unobstructed width of 28 feet, exclusive
of shoulders and an unobstructed vertical clearance “clear to sky” Fire Department
vehicular access to within 150 feet of all portions of the exterior walls of the first story
of the building as measured by an approved route around the exterior of the building
when the height of the building above the lowest level of the Fire Apparatus Access
Road is more than 30 feet high or the building is more than three stories. The access
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

s

16.

roadway shall be located within a minimum of 15 feet and a maximum of 30 feet from
the building and shall be positioned parallel to one entire side of the building. The side
of the building on which the aerial Fire Apparatus Access Road is positioned shall be
approved by the fire code official. Fire Code 503.1.1; 503.2.2; Appendix D104.1,
D104.2 and D104.3.

The dimensions of the approved Fire Apparatus Access Roads shall be maintained as
originally approved by the fire code official. Fire Code 503.2.2.1.

Dead-end Fire Apparatus Access Roads in excess of 150 feet in-length shall be
provided with an approved Fire Department turnaround. Fire Code 503.2.5; Appendix
D103.6, D103.6 (1) and D103.6 (2).

Fire Apparatus Access Roads shall be provided with a 32-foot centerline turning
radius. Fire Code 503.2.4 and Appendix D103.5.

Fire Apparatus Access Roads shall be designed and maintained to support the
imposed load of fire apparatus weighing 75,000 pounds and shall be surfaced so as to
provide all-weather driving capabilities. Fire Apparatus Access Roads having a grade
of 10 percent or greater shall have a paved or concrete surface. Fire Code 503.2.3;
Appendix D102.1.

Fire Apparatus Access Roads shall not be obstructed in any manner, including by the
parking of vehicles, or the use of traffic calming devices, including but not limited to,
speed bumps or speed humps. The minimum widths and clearances established in
Section 503.2.1 and Section 503.2.2 shall be maintained at all times. Fire Code 503.4.

Traffic Calming Devices, including but not limited to, speed bumps and speed humps,
shall be prohibited unless approved by the fire code official. Fire Code 503.4.1.

A minimum 5-foot wide approved firefighter access walkway leading from the Fire
Department Access Road to all required openings in the building's exterior walls shall
be provided for firefighting and rescue purposes. Fire Code 504.1.

Security barriers, visual screen barriers, or other obstructions shall not be installed on
the roof of any building in such a manner as to obstruct firefighter access or egress in
the event of fire or other emergency. Parapets shall not exceed 48 inches from the top
of the parapet to the roof surface on more than two sides. Fire Code 504.5.

Approved building address numbers, building numbers, or approved building
identification shall be provided and maintained so as to be plainly visible and legible
from the street fronting the property. The numbers shall contrast with their
background, be Arabic numerals or alphabet letters, and be a minimum of 4 inches
high with a minimum stroke width of 0.5 inch. Fire Code 505.1.
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17.

18.

Multiple residential and commercial buildings having entrances to individual units not
visible from the street or road shall have unit numbers displayed in groups for all units
within each structure. Such numbers may be grouped on the wall of the structure or
mounted on a post independent of the structure and shall be positioned to be plainly
visible from the street or road as required by Fire Code 505.3 and in accordance with
Fire Code 505.1.

Gate Requirements: The method of gate control shall be subject to review by the Fire
Department prior to clearance to proceed to public hearing. All gates to control
vehicular access shall be in compliance with the following:

a. The keypad location shall be located a minimum of 50 feet from the public
right-of-way. This is required for Lots 2 and 3.

b. Provide a minimum 32-foot turning radius beyond the keypad prior to the gate
entrance at a minimum width of 20 feet for turnaround purposes. This applies
to Lot 2 Only.

c. The gated entrance design with a single access point (ingress and egress)
shall provide for a minimum width of 28 feet, clear-to-sky, with all gate
hardware is clear of the access way. This applies to Lot 3 Only.

d. Where the Fire Apparatus Access Road consists of a divided roadway the
gate width shall be not less 20 feet. Each side of the roadway shall be clear-
to-sky. This applies to Lot 2 only.

e. Construction of gates shall be materials that allow manual operations by one
person. This is required for Lots 2 and 3.

f. Gates shall be of the swinging or sliding type. This is required for Lots 2 and
3.

g. The security gate shall be provided with an approved means of emergency
operation and shall be maintained operational at all times and replaced or
repaired when defective. This is required for Lots 2 and 3.

h. Electric gate operators where provided, shall be listed in accordance with UL
325. This is required for Lots 2 and 3.

i. Gates intended for automatic operation shall be designed, constructed, and
installed to comply with the requirements of ASTM F2200. This is required for
Lots 2 and 3.

j.  Alllocking devices shall comply with the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department Regulation 5, Compliance for Installation of Emergency Access
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Devices. This is required for Lots 2 and 3.
Fire Code Sections 503.5; 503.5.1; 503.2; 503.6; Appendix D103.7.

k. An approved key box listed in accordance with UL 1037 shall be provided as
required by Fire Code 506. The location of each key box shall be determined
by the Fire Inspector.

Water System Requirements:

1.

All fire hydrants shall measure 6"x 4"x 2-1/2" brass or bronze conforming to current
AWWA standard C503 or approved equal and shall be installed in accordance with the
County of Los Angeles Fire Code.

All required public fire hydrants shall be installed, tested, and accepted prior to
beginning construction. Fire Code 501.4.

The required fire flow for the public fire hydrants for this project is 8,000 gpm at 20
pounds psi residual pressure for 4 hours. Three public fire hydrants flowing
simultaneously may be used to achieve the required fire flow. Fire Code 507.3 and
Appendix B105.1.

a. The fire flow for the public fire hydrants is subject to reduction.

Install a total of 21 public fire hydrants. Additional public fire hydrants may be required
with further review of plans.

a. Two (2) public fire hydrants are required for Lot 2.
b. Nineteen (19) public fire hydrants are for Lot 3.
An approved automatic fire sprinkler system is required for the proposed buildings

within this development. Submit design plans to the Fire Department Sprinkler Plan
Check Unit for review and approval prior to installation.

Fuel Modification Requirement:

T

This property is located within the area described by the Fire Department as the Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. A “Preliminary Fuel Modification Plan” shall be
submitted and approved prior to public hearing. For details, please contact the
Department’s Fuel Modification Unit which is located at Fire Station 32, 605 North
Angeleno Avenue in the City of Azusa CA 91702-2904. They may be reached at
(626) 969-5205.

For any questions regarding the repon, please contact FPEA Il Wally Collins at
(323) 890-4243 or at Wally.Collins @fire.lacounty.gov.
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FORESTRY DIVISION — OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

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, archeological and
cultural resources, and the County Oak Tree Ordinance. Potential impacts in these areas
should be addressed.

Under the Los Angeles County Oak tree Ordinance, a permit is required to cut, destroy,
remove, relocate, inflict damage or encroach into the protected zone of any tree of the Oak
genus which is 25 inches or more in circumference (eight inches in diameter), as measured 4
1/2 feet above mean natural grade.

If Oak trees are known to exist in the proposed project area further field studies should be
conducted to determine the presence of this species on the project site.

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department’s Forestry Division has no further comments
regarding this project.

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

The Health Hazardous Materials Division of the Los Angeles County Fire Department advises
that the Cal/EPA Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) has an open
project site cleanup case that has been inactive since October 2001. The LARWQCB should be
contacted regarding the status of their open case for the project site.

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

Very truly yours,

[ Mddac] Y Tt
i / /

MICHAEL Y. TA ITA, ACTING CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION S EAU

MYT:ac
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State of California * Natural Resources Agency Edmund G. Brown Jr., Governor
Department of Conservation

Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources

Coastal District - Ventura

1000 South Hill Road * Suite 116

RSl Vertura, CA 930034458
(805) 937-7246 * FAX (805) 654-4765

November 9, 2018

Hai Nguyen

City of Santa Clarita

23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

State Clearinghouse Number: 2018101039
Project Title: Sand Canyon Resort Project

Dear Mr. Nguyen:

The Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources (Division) authority is set forth in Division 3
of the Public Resources Code (PRC), and Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR).
PRC § 3208.1 establishes well reabandonment responsibility when a previously plugged and
abandoned well may be impacted by planned property development or construction activities.
Local permitting agencies, property owners, and/or developers should be aware of, and fully
understand, that significant and potentially dangerous issues may be associated with
development near oil, gas, or geothermal wells.

The Division has received and reviewed the above referenced project dated October 4, 2018. To
assist local permitting agencies, property owners, and developers in making wise land use
decisions regarding potential development near oil, gas, or geothermal wells, the Division
provides the following well evaluation.

The project is located in Los Angeles county, outside of oil and gas field boundaries. Our records
indicate there are no known oil, gas, or geothermal wells located within the project boundary as
identified in the application. The only known well in the surrounding area is a plugged and
abandoned oil and gas well, “HCL” 1 (API: 037-05389) approximately 700 feet NE of the eastern
boundary of the project.

The Division categorically advises against building over, or in any way impeding access
to, oil, gas, or geothermal wells. Access is considered the ability for a well servicing unit and
associated necessary equipment to reach a well from a public street or access way, solely over
the parcel on which the well is located. A well servicing unit, and any necessary equipment,
should be able to pass unimpeded along and over the route, and should be able to access the
well without disturbing the integrity of surrounding infrastructure. ltems that can affect well access
include, but are not limited to, buildings, housing, fencing, hardscape, landscape, trees, pools,
patios, sidewalks, roadways, parking lots, waterways or channels, and decking. Impeding access
to a well could result in the need to remove any structure or obstacle that prevents or impedes
access.

There are no guarantees a well abandoned in compliance with current Division requirements will
not start leaking in the future. It always remains a possibility that any well may start to leak oil,
gas, and/or water after abandonment, no matter how thoroughly the well was plugged and
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abandoned. The Division acknowledges wells plugged and abandoned to the most current
standards have a lower probability of leaking in the future, however there is no guarantee that
such abandonments will not leak.

The Division advises that all wells identified on the development parcel prior to, or during,
development activities be tested for liquid and gas leakage. Surveyed locations should be
provided to the Division in Latitude and Longitude, NAD 83 decimal format. The Division expects
any wells found leaking to be reported to it immediately.

Failure to plug and reabandon a well may result in enforcement action, including an order to
perform reabandonment well work, pursuant to PRC § 3208.1, and 3224.

PRC § 3208.1 gives the Division the authority to order or permit the re-abandonment of any well
where it has reason to question the integrity of the previous abandonment, or if the well is not
accessible or visible. Responsibility for re-abandonment costs may be affected by the choices
made by the local permitting agency, property owner, and/or developer in considering the general
advice set forth in this letter. The PRC continues to define the person or entity responsible for
reabandonment as:

1. The property owner - If the well was plugged and abandoned in conformance with
Division requirements at the time of plugging and abandonment, and in its current
condition does not pose an immediate danger to life, health, and property, but requires
additional work solely because the owner of the property on which the well is located
proposes construction on the property that would prevent or impede access to the well
for purposes of remedying a currently perceived future problem, then the owner of the
property on which the well is located shall obtain all rights necessary to reabandon the
well and be responsible for the reabandonment.

2. The person or entity causing construction over or near the well - If the well was
plugged and abandoned in conformance with Division requirements at the time of
plugging and abandonment, and the property owner, developer, or local agency
permitting the construction failed either to obtain an opinion from the supervisor or district
deputy as to whether the previously abandoned well is required to be reabandoned, or to
follow the advice of the supervisor or district deputy not to undertake the construction,
then the person or entity causing the construction over or near the well shall obtain all
rights necessary to reabandon the well and be responsible for the reabandonment.

3. The party or parties responsible for disturbing the integrity of the abandonment - If
the well was plugged and abandoned in conformance with Division requirements at the
time of plugging and abandonment, and after that time someone other than the operator
or an affiliate of the operator disturbed the integrity of the abandonment in the course of
developing the property, then the party or parties responsible for disturbing the integrity
of the abandonment shall be responsible for the reabandonment.

To view PRC 3208.1 in its entirety, please visit ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/oil/laws/PRC10.pdf

No well work may be performed on any oil, gas, or geothermal well without written approval from
the Division. Well work requiring written approval includes, but is not limited to, mitigating leaking
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gas or other fluids from abandoned wells, modifications to well casings, and/or any other
abandonment or re-abandonment work. The Division also regulates the top of a plugged and
abandoned well’s minimum and maximum depth below final grade. CCR §1723.5 states well
casings shall be cut off at least 5 feet but no more than 10 feet below grade. If any well needs to
be lowered or raised (i.e. casing cut down or casing riser added) to meet this regulation, a permit
from the Division is required before work can start.

The Division makes the following additional recommendations to the local permitting agency,
property owner, and developer:

1. To ensure that present and future property owners are aware of (a) the existence of all
wells located on the property, and (b) potentially significant issues associated with any
improvements near oil or gas wells, the Division recommends that information regarding
the above identified well(s), and any other pertinent information obtained after the
issuance of this letter, be communicated to the appropriate county recorder for inclusion
in the title information of the subject real property.

2. The Division recommends that any soil containing hydrocarbons be disposed of in
accordance with local, state, and federal laws. Please notify the appropriate authorities if
soil containing significant amounts of hydrocarbons is discovered during development.

As indicated in PRC § 3106, the Division has jurisdictional authority over the drilling, operation,
maintenance, and abandonment of oil, gas, and geothermal wells, and attendant facilities, to
prevent, as far as possible, damage to life, health, property, and natural resources, damage to
underground oil, gas, and geothermal deposits, and damage to underground and surface waters
suitable for irrigation or domestic purposes. In addition to the Division’s authority to order work
on wells pursuant to PRC §§ 3208.1 and 3224, it has authority to issue civil and criminal penalties
under PRC §§ 3236, 3236.5, and 3359 for violations within the Division’s jurisdictional authority.
The Division does not regulate grading, excavations, or other land use issues.

As indicated in PRC § 3106, the Division has jurisdictional authority over the drilling, operation,
maintenance, and abandonment of oil, gas, and geothermal wells, and attendant facilities, to
prevent, as far as possible, damage to life, health, property, and natural resources, damage to
underground oil, gas, and geothermal deposits, and damage to underground and surface waters
suitable for irrigation or domestic purposes. In addition to the Division’s authority to order work on
wells pursuant to PRC §§ 3208.1 and 3224, it has authority to issue civil and criminal penalties
under PRC §§ 3236, 3236.5, and 3359 for violations within the Division’s jurisdictional authority.
The Division does not regulate grading, excavations, or other land use issues.

If during development activities, any wells are encountered that were not part of this review, the
Division’s construction site well review engineer in the Coastal District, Ventura office is to be
notified immediately, and an amended site plan with well casing diagrams for Division review shall
be filed. After appropriate review, the District office will send a follow-up well evaluation letter to
the property owner, applicant, and local permitting agency.

Should you have any questions, please contact Justin LaForge at (805) 465-9626 or via email at
justin.laforge@conservation.ca.gov.
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Sincerely,

E[}mua lgned by:
IEGE25305042491..
Patricia A. Abel

Coastal District Deputy

cc: Well Files



COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601-1400

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whittier, CA 90607-4998 GRACE ROBINSON HYDE
Telephone: (562) 699-7411, FAX: (562) 699-5422 Chief Engineer and General Manager
www.lacsd.org

November 15, 2018

Ref. Doc. No.: 4817284

Mr. Hai Nguyen

City of Santa Clarita
23920 Valencia Boulevard
Suite 302

Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Dear Mr. Nguyen:

NOP Response for the Sand Canyon Resort Project

The Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District (District) received a Notice of Preparation of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the subject project on October 18, 2018. The proposed project is
located within the jurisdictional boundaries of the District. We offer the following comments regarding
sewerage service:

1. The wastewater flow originating from the proposed project will discharge to a local sewer line,
which is not maintained by the District, for conveyance to the District’s Soledad Canyon Trunk
Sewer Section 4, located in a private right of way in the Santa Clara River southeast of the
terminus of Hidaway Avenue. The District’s 15—inch diameter trunk sewer has a capacity of
2.7 million gallons per day (mgd) and conveyed a peak flow of 1.5 mgd when last measured
in 2012.

2. Availability of sewer capacity depends upon project size and timing of connection to the
sewerage system. Because there are other proposed developments in the area, the availability of
trunk sewer capacity should be verified as the project advances. Please submit a copy of the
project’s build-out schedule to the undersigned to ensure the project is considered when planning
future sewerage system relief and replacement projects.

) The District operates two water reclamation plants (WRPs), the Saugus WRP and the Valencia
WRP, which provide wastewater treatment in the Santa Clarita Valley. These facilities are
interconnected to form a regional treatment system known as the Santa Clarita Valley Joint
Sewerage System (SCVJSS). The SCVISS has a capacity of 28.1 mgd and currently produces an
average recycled water flow of 18.4 mgd.

4. The expected average wastewater flow from the project, described in the notice as a total of
322 hotel rooms and 25 villas, is 44,150 gallons per day. For a copy of the District’s average
wastewater generation factors, go to www.lacsd.org, Wastewater & Sewer Systems, click on Will
Serve Program, and click on the Table 1. Loadings for Each Class of Land Use link.

DOC 4822251.8CVD
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5 The District is empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the
privilege of connecting (directly or indirectly) to the District’s Sewerage System for increasing
the strength or quantity of wastewater discharged from connected facilities. This connection fee
is a capital facilities fee that is imposed in an amount sufficient to construct an incremental
expansion of the Sewerage System to accommodate the proposed project. Payment of a
connection fee will be required before a permit to connect to the sewer is issued. For more
information and a copy of the Connection Fee Information Sheet, go to www.lacsd.org,
Wastewater & Sewer Systems, click on Will Serve Program, and search for the appropriate link.
In determining the impact to the Sewerage System and applicable connection fees, the Districts’®
Chief Engineer and General Manager will determine the user category (e.g. Condominium, Single
Family home, etc.) that best represents the actual or anticipated use of the parcel or facilities on
the parcel. For more specific information regarding the connection fee application procedure and
fees, please contact the Connection Fee Counter at (562) 908-4288, extension 2727.

6. In order for the District to conform to the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), the
capacities of District wastewater treatment facilities are based on the regional growth forecast
adopted by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Specific policies
included in the development of the SCAG regional growth forecast are incorporated into clean air
plans, which are prepared by the South Coast and Antelope Valley Air Quality Management
Districts in order to improve air quality in the South Coast 