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Comment 1: Commissioner Ostrom

Commissioner Ostrom wanted to know if all of the parking at the Vista Condominium and Terrace
Apartments is off street. He also wanted to know if on-street parking will be allowed on Dockweiler

Drive.

Commissioner Ostrom wanted to know how alternatives were selected and if the applicant had

commented on the alternatives.
Commissioner Ostrom wanted to know who paid for the sewer in Placerita Canyon.

Commissioner Ostrom questioned if the roadway width gets reduced from six lanes to four lanes, and in

the future there becomes a need for a six-lane roadway, how could that be accommodated.

Lastly, Commissioner Ostrom questioned the status of the agreement with the school district and the

timing of the negotiations.
Response 1: Commissioner Ostrom

All of the required parking at the Vista Condominium and Terrace Apartments is off street and located
on each of the respective properties. Additionally, parking will be allowed on Dockweiler Drive until

striping for additional lanes are warranted on the future.

With regard to how alternatives are selected, 2008 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Statutes
and Guidelines Section 15126.6(a) states that “an EIR shall describe a reasonable range of alternatives to the
project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the
project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effect of the project, and evaluate the
comparative merits of the alternatives. An EIR need not consider every conceivable alternative to a
project.” The project applicant has reviewed the Draft EIR but did not have input in development of the

alternatives.

The Master’s College paid for a portion of the wastewater line in Placerita Canyon Road. The Placerita
Canyon backbone sewer was constructed by the City. The Master's College (in anticipation of their future
expansion) made an advanced payment to the City for their fair-share contribution of this backbone
sewer. The remaining costs were paid for by the City, including previously deposited developer fees. The
City also established a sewer user fee district to reimburse public funds spent on the project, as property
owners in the district pay their fair-share costto connect to the sewer, and to establish a method of

securing funds for future expansion of the project as needed.
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With regard to the question concerning changing a roadway width in the future, a General Plan
Amendment to the Circulation Element would be required. Additionally, the City’s traffic engineer

indicated that there was no need for a six-lane roadway.

A meeting has been schedule for the week of August 4, 2008, with the Newhall School District and the
project applicant to come to an agreement regarding school fees. While it is customary to pay for school
fees at the time of issuance of building permits, the City of Santa Clarita has required the school

agreements be executed prior to project approval.
Comment 2: Commissioner Kennedy

Commissioner Kennedy asked about how the parking was spaced throughout the Vista Condominium
and Terrace Apartments projects. Commissioner Kennedy questioned the parking on Dockweiler Drive

after restriping.

Commissioner Kennedy asked if congestion at the school had been taken into consideration in the Draft

EIR.

Response 2: Commissioner Kennedy

No information is known regarding the spacing of the parking within the Vista Condominium and
Terrace Apartments projects as they are not a part of the proposed project.

The restriping on Dockweiler Drive will eliminate parking on Dockweiler Drive.

Section 5.10, Transportation and Circulation, of the Draft EIR takes into consideration potential impacts at
the McGrath Elementary School.

Comment 3: Commissioner Trautman

Commissioner Trautman stated that the Vista Condominium and Terrace Apartments projects do not
meet City Code parking requirements.

The Commissioner questioned how a bike lane could be accommodated with a 73-foot right-of-way at the
condominiums.

Response 3: Commissioner Trautman

The commenter is correct in that the parking codes that were used in the review of the Valencia Vista
Condominium and Terrace Apartments are not consistent with existing City parking code requirements.
The Valencia Vista Condominium and Terrace Apartments were originally approved by the County of

Los Angeles, who had different parking requirements when said projects were initially approved.
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With regard to accommodating the bike lane, the bike lane right-of-way is specifically in reference to the

proposed project and not existing residential projects.

Comment 4: Bryan Kirby (Employee; former student)

Mr. Kirby stated that he supported the project and discussed the benefits of the project.
Response 4

The City acknowledges your input and comment. The comment will be included as part of the record and

made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
Comment 5: Mark Tatlock (Provost of Master’s College)

Mr. Tatlock stated that he wanted a good relationship between the college and the neighborhood, and the
college is committed to community service. Mr. Tatlock noted that the design of the college is intended to

provide safety to students.
Response 5

The City acknowledges your input and comment. The comment will be included as part of the record and

made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
Comment 6: Chris Townsley (Placerita Canyon resident)

Mr. Townsley indicated that he shared the comments made by Brian Kirby. He also stated that there is no
requirement for the college to connect Dockweiler Drive with Lyons Avenue. He also stated that there is
no requirement (nexus) for the college to mitigate the impacts of the Vista Condominium and Terrace

Apartments projects.
Response 6

The comment provides factual background information only and does not raise an environmental issue
within the meaning of CEQA or applicable to project Draft EIR. The comment will be included as part of
the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue regarding the content of the Draft

EIR, no further response is required.
Comment 7: Ben Curtis (President of the Placerita Property Association)

Mr. Curtis stated that he supported the proposed project. He also stated that The Master’s College Master

Plan is a responsible plan and considers the well-being of Placerita Canyon.
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Response 7

The City acknowledges your input and comment. The comment will be included as part of the record and

made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
Comment 8: Valerie Thomas (Placerita Canyon resident)

Ms. Thomas stated that she lives in Placerita Canyon and that the Specific Plan for the college was a good
plan. Ms. Thomas has concerns with Dockweiler Drive and the connection to Lyons Avenue. Ms. Thomas

believes that an at-grade rail crossing via future Lyons/Dockweiler connection would be problematic.
Response 8

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR concludes that with the project (including the reduction of Dockweiler Drive
from a six- to four-lane roadway) would not create a significant impact and that Dockweiler Drive would

be adequate as a four-lane roadway.

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.
Comment 9: Michael Kosmal (Hidden Knoll Homeowners Association)

Mr. Kosmal presented a PowerPoint presentation on the Hidden Knoll Homeowners Association (HOA)

review of The Master’s College Master Plan Draft EIR.

Mr. Kosmal’s presentation slides addressed the following information:

a. Overview of the location of the relationship of the Hidden Knoll properties to the project site and the
dates of the issuance of the Notice of Preparation and Scoping Meeting.

b. The HOA concluded that the Draft EIR was adequate when addressing noise and dust/air quality
impacts but was deficient with regard to traffic, views, parking, and geological/soil (slopes).

c.  Mr. Kosmal stated that the criterion by which an EIR is reviewed is by adequacy, completeness, and
full disclosure.

d. The average daily traffic (ADT) data for Deputy Jake is not provided on Figures 5.10-2, Existing
Average Daily Traffic, 5.10-6, Average Daily Traffic Volumes During the Interim Year Without
Traffic, and Figure 5.10-11, Average Daily Traffic Volumes During Interim Year with Project, of the
Draft EIR

e. There was no conclusion made with regard to an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to
the existing traffic load with regard to Deputy Jake Drive.
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An issue was raised in 2006 as to the visual impacts from Deputy Jake Drive and Matthew Place. The
viewsheds from Deputy Jake are closer to the project when compared to the visual simulation at
Viewshed 3.

Impacts to parking will occur as Dockweiler Drive will be restriped.

With regard to the Valencia Vista Condominium and Terrace Apartments, the actual existing parking
conditions are not consistent with City municipal codes and that demand exceeds supply.

The impact of restriping Dockweiler Drive is unknown and a comprehensive parking survey is
needed.

Hidden Knoll slopes planted improperly leading to erosion, crevices, inadequate vegetation, leading
to problems with slope below Dockweiler Drive extension.

Stability in Hidden Hill slope (below Dockweiler Drive extension) unknown.

Draft EIR lacks impact analysis to Hidden Knoll development regarding traffic impacts, visual
resource, parking impacts, geological/soils impacts.

Response 9

a.

The comment provides factual background information only and does not raise an environmental
issue within the meaning of CEQA or applicable to project Draft EIR. The comment will be included
as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the
proposed project. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue regarding
the content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of
the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed
project. However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no
further response is required.

The comment provides factual background information only and does not raise an environmental
issue within the meaning of CEQA or applicable to project Draft EIR. The comment will be included
as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the
proposed project. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue regarding
the content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.

The ADT data for Deputy Jake Drive has been provided as an attachment to the September 2, 2008,
staff report. Figures 5.10-2, Existing Average Daily Traffic, 5.10-6; Average Daily Traffic Volumes
During the Interim Year Without Traffic; and 5.10-11, Average Daily Traffic Volumes During Interim
Year with Project, include the Deputy Jake traffic allocation figures.

As shown in Figures 5.10-2, Existing ADT; 5.10-6, Average Daily Traffic Volumes During the Interim
Year Without Traffic; and 5.10-11, Average Daily Traffic Volumes During Interim Year with Project,
trips average 1,100 without project conditions (2008) and 1,300 with project conditions. With the
projected increase in ADTs, the volumes remain well within the acceptable conditions for the existing
two-lane roadway.
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f. A viewshed simulation from Deputy Jake Drive has been prepared and is included as an attachment
to the September 2, 2008, Planning Commission staff report. It should be noted that the Draft EIR
concluded that a significant and unavoidable visual impact would occur with development of the
proposed project during construction, project development, and under the cumulative scenario.

g. The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of
the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed
project. However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no
further response is required.

h.  The commenter is correct in that the parking codes that were used in the review of the Valencia Vista
Condominium and Terrace Apartments are not consistent with existing City parking code
requirements. The Valencia Vista Condominium and Terrace Apartments were originally approved
by the County of Los Angeles, who had different parking requirements when said projects were
initially approved.

i. The project applicant is required to analyze the impact of the project as a part of environmental
documentation and not provide a parking analysis to the deficiencies of existing developments.
However, the project applicant representative was available at the September 2, 2008, Planning
Commission public hearing to describe existing parking conditions. (See September 2, 2008, staff
report). Please also see the parking study prepared by Linscott, Law and Greenspan included in
Appendix A to this Final EIR.

j- As with all development approved by the City, the Hidden Knoll slopes were designed to be stable.
Additionally, City code requires slopes be jute netted, landscaped, and irrigated. Jute netting aids in
preventing surficial erosion (surficial stability) until the plants’ roots have been established and take
over this role. It typically takes several years for root establishment, during which time jute netting
may begin to deteriorate. Until root establishment, it is common to have debris from the slopes
accumulate in the terrace drains and toe drains. The Hidden Knoll slopes were certified by the
engineer and landscape architect of record for Tract 53114, indicating the slopes, including the jute
netting, irrigation, and landscaping, were constructed in accordance with the approved grading plan
and soils report.

Failures in surficial stability, which refers to the upper 4 feet of soil, typically do not pose safety
hazards, whereas failures that are caused by gross instability are deep-seated in nature, and can pose
a safety hazard (i.e, the La Conchita landslide north of Ventura).

As indicated in the Geological Report prepared by American Geotechnical on behalf of Hidden Knoll
HOA, the observed failures are minor and surficial in nature. The report recommends mitigation
measures, which, according to Mr. Kosmal (Hidden Knoll resident), the HOA does not have the
funds to implement. However, as required by the conditions of approval for Tract 53114, the HOA is
responsible for maintenance of slopes, which includes landscaping, irrigation, erosion, and
terrace/down/toe drains. With routine maintenance, these slopes will perform as designed.

During the entitlement phase of a project, a preliminary soils report is prepared by the applicant’s
engineer to ensure the proposed project is feasible. The preliminary soils report for The Master’s
College Master Plan project is included in the Draft EIR, along with a review from the City’s soils
engineer indicating concurrence with the applicant’s report. After the project is entitled, the
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applicant’s engineer will prepare a grading plan with an accompanying soils report. This soils report
is a more in-depth engineering analysis than that prepared during the entitlement process, and must
prove the proposed and existing slopes will be stable. A grading permit is not issued until the City’s
soils engineer reviews this report to ensure the analysis was performed in accordance with City code.

k. Please see Response 9-J, above.

1. The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of
the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed
project. However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no
further response is required.

Comment 10: Lynne Plambeck (Santa Clarita Organization for Planning the Environment)

Ms. Plambeck stated that there is not enough discussion regarding greenhouse gases on page 5.2-79 of the
Draft EIR Ms. Plambeck views the removal of oaks for Hidden Knolls mitigation to be “musical oaks”
and that the City should require a cumulative analysis of oak removals Citywide. With regard to oak

removals, there is a concern regarding soil type and location.

The water supply section did not include a “baseline” in the 2008 data. Ms. Plambeck mentioned that the
City will only receive 35 percent of its allocated water in 2008 and 10 percent is projected for next year.

Ms. Plambeck contends that 2009 projections should be included.

Ms. Plambeck further stated that the City should adhere to the existing Ridgeline and Oak Ordinances.
Lastly, Ms. Plambeck stated that the City staff should not give the impression that they are supporting the

project.
Response 10

The issue regarding greenhouse gases is ever changing, and only recently has guidance been provided by
the state on this issue. This issue will be updated given the latest guidance provided by the State of

California.

The comment regarding musical oaks and a Citywide cumulative analysis of oaks expresses the opinions
of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the
decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. However, because the comment does

not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.

The State Department of Water Resources indicates that the 2008 State Water Project Allocation will be
35 percent. For the Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA), a State Water Project (SWP) contractor, this will
translate into an allocation of 33,320 acre-feet (af) (35 percent of 95,200 af) if this DWR projection remains

unchanged. As indicated in the most recent Notice to State Water Project Contractors, DWR's new
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approval considered several factors, including existing storage in SWP conservation reservoirs, SWP
operational constraints, including the federal court-ordered 2008 Delta export restrictions to protect Delta
smelt, and 2008 contractor demands. DWR estimates the allocation would be 50 percent without the
federal court decision actions in place. No information was provided in this comment to support a 10

percent allocation, so no further response to that figure is provided.

The water year 2007-2008 was a dry year. The EIR includes scenarios for a single-dry year and multiple-
dry years. As shown in Table 5.11.1-12 of the Draft EIR, a single-dry year SWP allocation for CLWA is
estimated to be between 5,900 to 6,700 af from 2010 to 2030, respectively, and Table 5.11.1-13 of the Draft
EIR shows that multiple dry year SWP allocations are estimated to be between 32,900 and 30,500 af from
2010 and 2030, respectively. These estimates are generally consistent with the projected 2008 DWR

allocation of 33,320 af. No changes to the Draft EIR are therefore necessary in response to this comment.

Comment 11: David Sloat (Hidden Knoll)

Mr. Sloat questioned the ownership of APN: 2833-014-015, which he believes is owned by The Master’s
College. Mr. Sloat questioned in the project would encroach upon areas that are maintained by the
Hidden Knolls Homeowners Association. He further noted that he and Mr. Correa love their side yards—
what is to become of landscape systems and land ownership. Mr. Sloat also stated that there would be a
loss of viewshed from Hidden Knolls, and he voiced a concern with regard to drainage issues. Mr. Sloat
indicated that the Draft EIR did not address land ownership, encroachment, loss of value, and stability of

the Hidden Knolls slopes.
Response 11

According the Los Angeles County Tax Assessor’s office, APN 2833-014-015 is owned by The Master’s
College. As part of the 2001 subdivision (Tract 53114) that created the 53 single-family homes, the
applicant for the Hidden Knoll subdivision proposed off-site grading onto the subject parcel, which
required the consent of The Master’s College, the property owner. The developer of the Hidden Knoll
subdivision also obtained an agreement with The Master’s College to maintain the graded slope located
on the subject parcel and immediately west of the homes along Matthew Place. City staff has also
researched the HOA’s concern regarding grading and development that would encroach upon the
existing manufactured slope. Staff’s research shows that there are no restrictions for development or

grading on the subject parcel; therefore, the applicant is allowed to encroach upon this landscaped area.

With regard to view impacts, a viewshed simulation from Deputy Jake Drive has been prepared and is
included as an attachment to the September 2, 2008, Planning Commission staff report. It should be noted
that the Draft EIR concluded that a significant and unavoidable visual impact would occur with

development of the proposed project during construction, project development, and under the
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cumulative scenario. Drainage impacts are mitigated to a level of less than significant and are addressed

in Section 5.5, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR.

The comment regarding loss of value expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be
included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the
proposed project. However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft

EIR, no further response is required.
Comment 12: Cam Noltemeyer (Santa Clarita Organization for Planning the Environment)

Ms. Noltemeyer questioned the timing of the project when One Valley-One Vision (OV-OV) General Plan
effort is proposed. Consequently, Ms. Noltemeyer suggests that this project be postponed until the
OV-OV efforts are adopted. Ms. Noltemeyer stated her concern with so many entitlements being
requested that are contrary to adopted codes and the general plan. Ms. Noltemeyer was concerned with

over building in the City.
Response 12

With regard to OV-OV timing and the suggestion to postpone review of the proposed project until OV-
OV is adopted, this comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included
as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed
project. However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no

further response is required.

The comment regarding overbuilding and entitlement requests raises economic, social, or political issues
that do not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as
part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed
project. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is

required.
Comment 13: Sandra Cattell (Placerita Canyon Property Owners Association)

Ms. Cattell stated a concern that only the Dockweiler Drive/Lyons Avenue was the only connection
shown, whereas there are vague references to the Via Princessa connection. Ms. Catell mentioned the
Bridge and Thoroughfare District (B&T). Ms. Catell questioned why the North Newhall Specific Plan is
discussed as if it is an approved plan. Lastly, Ms. Catell mentioned that through roads are not compatible

with a rural environment with respect to ridgeline modification and the Placerita Canyon.
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Response 13
Section 2.0, Project Description, addresses the Dockweiler Drive connection as follows:

The project includes the extension of Dockweiler Drive from the existing western terminus to the
east of The Master’s College campus to the western boundary of The Master’s College property. A
proposed amendment to the Circulation Element of the general plan would reclassify Dockweiler
Drive as a four-lane Secondary Highway. The Circulation Element includes the extension of
Dockweiler Drive from its existing terminus to Lyons Avenue and designates the connected
roadway as a six-lane major highway. According to the Circulation Element, a six-lane major
highway is designed to carry more than 50,000 average daily trips (ADT). However, the traffic
volume expected on Dockweiler Drive would range from 25,000 to 35000 ADT and the
Secondary Highway designation is consistent with such a volume. The proposed North Newhall
Specific Plan includes the extension and connection of Dockweiler Drive to allow for traffic flow
from Sierra Highway to I-5. However, the precise location within the proposed North Newhall
Specific Plan where Dockweiler Drive would be connected is still being determined. Options
under consideration by the City include connecting Dockweiler Drive at Lyons Avenue or 13t

Street and both of these options could also include an additional north/south trending connection
to Via Princessa.

B&T fees are discussed in detail in Section 5.10, Transportation and Circulation, page 5.10-15 of the
Draft EIR.

Overall use and discussion of the North Newhall Specific Plan raises economic, social, or political issues
that do not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment. The comment will be included as
part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed
project. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental issue, no further response is

required.

Comments regarding through-roads not being compatible with rural environments express the opinions
of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the
decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. However, because the comment does

not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.

Comment 14: Tim Ben Boyston

Mr. Boyston urged the City to level with residents regarding parking. Mr. Boyston also questioned the

at-grade crossing at Lyons Avenue/Via Princessa.
Response 14

Parking issues brought to the attention of the Planning Commission at the July 1, 2008, hearing were

addressed in the Planning Commission staff report of July 29, 2008. Additionally, a parking study was
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conducted for the proposed project, and the finding of the traffic study can be found in Section 5.10,
Transportation and Circulation, pages 5.10-16 and 5.1-35-37 of the Draft EIR.

Comment 15: Robert Werner (Valencia Vista Homeowners Association)

Mr. Werner stated that he was in general agreement regarding issues on Dockweiler Drive and traffic and
safety. Mr. Werner stated that he had no interest in putting a sidewalk on existing Dockweiler Drive. He
further stated that no other Secondary Highways in town have houses as close to the roadway as would
be with Dockweiler Drive, as they all have buffers. Mr. Werner stated that the existing section of
Dockweiler Drive was not suitable for four lanes given the proximity of homes. Mr. Werner believes that

Dockweiler Drive can be managed to handle more traffic without becoming four lanes.

Mr. Werner suggested that the City review alternatives for Dockweiler Drive and that a right-of-way for
116 feet is not possible. He also requested that the public be given notice for any work to be completed on

Dockweiler Drive.
Response 15

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.

With regarding to receiving public notification regarding work on Dockweiler Drive, the comment raises
economic, social, or political issues that do not appear to relate to any physical effect on the environment.
The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a
final decision on the proposed project. However, because the comment does not raise an environmental

issue, no further response is required.
Comment 16: Commissioner Burkhart

Commissioner Burkhart voiced his appreciation for the thorough presentation from the Hidden Knoll

HOA. He also requested a visual simulation from Deputy Jake Drive.
Response 16

A visual simulation from Deputy Jake Drive was prepared and included with the September 2, 2008, staff

report.
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Comment 17: Commissioner Ostrom

Commissioner Ostrom voiced his concern that the higher density proposed for the site is not shown on
the OV-OV plan. He noted that OV-OV allowed for 5 dwelling units per acre (du/ac) and why the
applicant did not consider single-family residential units on the site. Commissioner Ostrom wanted to be
certain that traffic is based on OV-OV. He also wanted to know how the applicant came up with

54 dwelling units.
Response 17

The 54 units are part of an ongoing discussion between the applicant and the Community Development
Department about what would be the most viable and appropriate housing type for this site. The City has
reviewed the proposed multifamily development and finds that the proposed subdivision is an
appropriate viable housing use type at this location. To assist in meeting the housing needs of the City,
the proposal provides a diverse mix of new housing opportunities for this community. Since the July 29,
2008, public hearing, the project applicant has revised the proposed site plan, reducing the number of
dwelling units proposed from 54 multi-family units to 42 single-family residential units. Both the density

and the height of the project are reduced with the proposed single-family residential units.
Comment 18: Commissioner Kennedy

Commissioner Kennedy requested clarification with regard to the encroachment question on Hidden
Knolls HOA property. He also wanted to know if Dockweiler Drive met the parameter of a Secondary
Highway.

Response 18

According the Los Angeles County Tax Assessor’s office, APN 2833-014-015 is owned by The Master’s
College. As part of the 2001 subdivision (Tract 53114) that created the 53 single-family homes, the
applicant for the Hidden Knoll subdivision proposed off-site grading onto the subject parcel, which
required the consent of The Master’s College, the property owner. The developer of the Hidden Knoll
subdivision also obtained an agreement with The Master’s College to maintain the graded slope located
on the subject parcel and immediately west of the homes along Matthew Place. City staff has also
researched the HOA’s concern regarding grading and development that would encroach upon the
existing manufactured slope. Staff’s research shows that there are no restrictions for development or

grading on the subject parcel; therefore, the applicant is allowed to encroach upon this landscaped area.

Draft EIR Section 5.6, Land Use and Planning, page 5.6-8 states, “Traffic volumes expected on Dockweiler
Drive are consistent with the Secondary Highway designation.” Existing Dockweiler meets the test for a

Secondary Highway for travel lanes, but no bike lanes and reduced parkway.
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Comment and Responses 19:  Commissioner Trautman

Commissioner Trautman provided written comments to the Draft EIR. Due to the number of comments
the comments have been listed and responses directly follow. This will allow the reader to more easily

follow the comment and response.

Project Description

1. Page 2.0-33: The statement is made that “The oak tree mitigation plan includes the replacement rather than the
relocation of oak trees on the site.” On page 2.0-38, under Phase 1, the second bullet reads “Removal of oak trees
to be transplanted” (Q) Are healthy trees being removed and planted elsewhere? What is the disposition of the
healthy trees?

Oak trees proposed to be removed will not be planted elsewhere (i.e., transplanted). The term “healthy”
oak trees, including those proposed to be removed, applies to all trees with the exception of a few trees
that are already dead or nearly so. Therefore, none of the oak trees that are proposed to be removed will

be transplanted.

As stated on Draft EIR page 5.3-37, “The applicant developed an oak tree mitigation plan in collaboration
with the City of Santa Clarita Oak Tree Specialist and Craig Crotty of Arbor Culture. The oak tree
mitigation plan proposes to mitigate the impacts to oak trees by planting 744 oak trees on site as
illustrated in Appendix 5.3 (Mitigation Measure 5.3-5). The oak tree mitigation plan includes the
replacement rather than the relocation of oak trees on the site according to the recommendation provided
in the February 2007 addendum to the 2005 oak tree report. The proposed locations, oak tree species, and
oak tree size were developed based on site-specific characteristics. As the proposed oak tree mitigation
plan was developed specifically for the project site by licensed arborists, the proposed plan is expected to
be highly effective. Additionally, the planting plan must be approved by the City Planning Commission

during the oak tree permit application review.”

Air Quality

1. Page 5.2-80: Recommend inclusion of Mitigation Measures 5.2-1 through 5.2-9.

These mitigation measures will be adopted for the purpose of this project. These mitigation measures will

be adopted through the adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program by the City of

Santa Clarita.
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2. Page 5.2-80: Recommend adding an additional Mitigation Measure (5.2-10): “Incorporate new technologies
during the construction if available and feasible.”

Mitigation Measure 5.2-7 could be revised to include new technologies. Mitigation Measure 5.2-7 already
includes emission control equipment, some of which may not be available at the present time but those
could be “new technologies” at a later day. We recommend that the mitigation measure stress alternative
technologies such as gas-fueled equipment or use of biodiesel. Specifically, Mitigation Measure 5.2-7

should be revised as follows:

Prior to use in construction, the project applicant will evaluate the feasibility of retrofitting the
large off-road construction equipment that will be operating for significant periods. Retrofit
technologies such as particulate traps, selective catalytic reduction, oxidation catalysts, air

enhancement technologies, etc., will be evaluated. Alternative technologies and fuels, such as

biodiesel and natural gas, shall also be evaluated. These technologies will be required if they are
certified by CARB and/or the US EPA and are commercially available and esn—feasibly—be

retrofitted-onto-constretionequipmentfeasible for the particular construction equipment.

3. Page 5.2-69: Will the recommended Mitigation Measures reduce “localized significant impacts of PMio and
PM:s” for existing residents and the population at J. Michael McGrath Elementary School? If so, to what
degree? If not, are other mitigation measures available?

The localized significance threshold analysis for particulate matter less than 10 and 2.5 microns in
diameter (PM10 and PM:s) assumes that disturbed areas will be watered three times per day and that
South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust) will be complied with. Rule 403
incorporates Best Available Control Measures for fugitive dust. While Mitigation Measures 5.2-1 through
5.2-9 will aid in reducing the impacts, their added benefit cannot be quantified but is likely to be small.
Accordingly, they would not reduce the localized PMio and PM:2s impacts to less than significant. It
should be noted, however, that the localized impacts were estimated using an air quality dispersion
model that tends to over predict impacts, especially at receptors close to a construction site. While
additional mitigation measures could be imposed (e.g., real-time PMi0o monitoring), they would tend to
ensure that the mitigation measures are being implemented sufficiently to control fugitive dust rather
than producing additional reductions in actual impacts. Furthermore, compliance with Rule 403 will
require no visible dust beyond the property line such that the real impacts are likely to be much less than

the estimated impacts.

4. Are there any possible toxics in the soil that could be released with grading?

Other than native materials in the soil, hazardous or toxic materials are not expected to be present or

released during grading.
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5. Is the Air Quality section in part a standard report used by Impact Sciences for the Southern California air
basin?

The air quality section was based on previous EIRs prepared for projects in the City of Santa Clarita, but
the text and data have been updated to reflect more recent environmental and regulatory conditions.
Because the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) is the primary agency responsible
for attaining air quality standards in the South Coast Air Basin, including the Santa Clarita Valley, the air
quality section tends to discuss regional plans and regulations. For example, attainment designations for
the National and California Ambient Air Quality Standards apply to the entire basin and not subregions,
such as the Santa Clarita Valley. Nonetheless, ambient air quality data are presented for the Santa Clarita
monitoring station in the Santa Clarita Valley. The air quality section also includes a discussion of a
subregional analysis for the Santa Clarita Valley prepared by the SCAQMD. While the discussion of
climate and meteorology could be expanded to include local characteristics, it should be noted that the
SCAQMD staff has reviewed several similar EIRs and has not commented on the adequacy of the

environmental setting section for air quality.

Biological Resources

1. Were all of the focused field surveys conducted during optimal periods for species?

Yes. Focused field surveys included presence/absence surveys for special-status plants and for the

California gnatcatcher.

Page 5.3-2 of the Draft EIR states, “On April 24, 2007, Impact Sciences biologists conducted focused
special-status plant surveys, with an emphasis on identifying whether any of the ten special-status plants
with the potential to occur on the site are present on the subject property.” These species share the

months of April and May in the overlapping of their flowering periods.

Page 5.3-3 of the Draft EIR states, “David Crawford of Compliance Biology, Inc., conducted focused
surveys for the coastal California gnatcatcher...Surveys were conducted on April 25, May 1, §, 15, 22, and
29, 2007.” The US Fish and Wildlife Service indicates that the breeding season for the coastal California
gnatcatcher extends from February 15 through August 30, with the peak nesting activity occurring from

mid March through mid May. Therefore, these surveys were conducted during the appropriate season.
2. Do alternative sites exist locally in which to relocate dislodged species? Where are those sites?
No off-site areas were analyzed in an effort to study the carrying capacity for wildlife species. However,

Mitigation Measure 5.3-1 on page 5.3-43 of the Draft EIR indicates that coastal sage scrub and chaparral

communities that are disturbed by construction of the proposed project shall be restored on a 1:1 ratio on
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open space areas of the project site or on other available property within the City of Santa Clarita.
Additionally, a restoration plan shall be completed that specifies the location of mitigation sites,
relocation sites for animals that would be displaced, procedures for creating additional habitat,
and contingency measures in the event that mitigation efforts are not successful. This restoration plan

shall be completed prior to the issuance of a grading permit for the proposed project.

Moreover, Mitigation Measure 5.3-2 on page 5.3-43 of the Draft EIR indicates that the 0.09 acre of Coastal
Prickly Pear Succulent Scrub impacted by the project shall be re-established on the project site in equal
area. The restoration of this plant community shall be described in a comprehensive restoration plan that
includes the replacement of coastal sage scrub and chaparral communities referenced above prior to the

issuance of grading permit to initiate project construction, as described in Mitigation Measure 5.3-1.

3. On page 53-34, it is stated that: The oak tree planting plan would mitigate for impacts to oak woodlands
on-site, because more than 2 acres of oak woodland would be created in remaining open space areas as part of
the oak tree planting plan (under Mitigation Measure 5.3-5). (Q) Would it be possible to relocate species named
in paragraph two on page 5.3-38 to oak woodlands created on site if the timing is coordinated?

It is anticipated that the timing of relocation (if needed) of the silvery legless lizard, coast horned lizard
coast patch-nosed snake, and/or coastal western whiptail (if present) would be prior to the establishment
of suitable habitat to support the aforementioned species. Therefore, relocation would need to occur to
suitable on-site or off-site locations where suitable habitat exists for any captured individuals to
successfully survive relocation. Establishment of oak woodland will require several years to achieve
functionality and the proposed project will be constructed before this habitat become suitable for

relocation of these species.

4. Page 5.3-35: Is there room to create new sage scrub habitat for the California gnatcatcher?

A total of 11.12 acres of non-native grassland would not be impacted and 25.27 acres of currently
disturbed areas would remain on the project site. Non-native grassland provides an opportunity to
revegetate these areas to native habitats, as long as these non-native grasslands do not support sensitive
or special status plant or animal species. Portions of the existing disturbed areas provide opportunities to
introduce native landscaping, such as sage scrub habitat. These areas should be assessed for restoration

potential in the restoration plan that is required per Mitigation Measure 5.3-1.

5. Page 5.3-43—49: Recommend inclusion of mitigation measures.

Mitigation measures are included in the Mitigation Monitoring Plan which, should the EIR be certified

and the project approved, would be adopted and approved by the City Council
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Geology and Soils

1. Page5.4-19: 5.4-13 — Under what circumstances would guniting be used to stabilize slopes? Has this been done
elsewhere in the SCV? How are MSE slopes constructed?

Gunite is typically used on unstable and oversteepened slopes (slopes that are steeper than 2 feet
horizontal to 1 foot vertical). For example, gunite has been used along Pacific Coast Highway where
the slopes have not been graded to create a stable situation. City code does not allow unstable and
oversteepened slopes; City code requires slopes be designed to be stable, and therefore gunite is not
necessary. Additionally, gunite is not aesthetically pleasing, as landscaping is not able to grow on or

through it.

2. Page 5.4-17—21: Recommend inclusion of all proposed mitigation measures.

These mitigation measures will be adopted for the purpose of this project. These mitigation measures will
be adopted through the adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program by the City of

Santa Clarita.

Hydrology and Water Quality

1. Page 5.5-8: The second paragraph concludes, “With the implementation of these basins, stormwater flows
would be reduced to acceptable levels.” (Q) What are acceptable levels? Could engineering on this project help
to alleviate future flooding from Newhall Creek? 1 am concerned about stormwater flows and flooding of
residences and businesses.

Acceptable levels are to mitigate the storm runoff rates to existing conditions. In the existing condition,
the 100-yr floodplain for Newhall Creek extends into the residential area southwesterly and adjacent to
Creekview Park. The proposed storm drain system and basins will have no affect on the limits of the
FEMA mapped floodplain or the actual flooding condition from Newhall Creek. The proposed
improvements will neither change the peak flow rate in Newhall Creek nor alter the hydraulics in the

creek from the existing condition.

Land Use and Planning

1. If upzoning of the parcel is approved to allow for 54 residential units, will the applicant set aside 10 percent for
below market housing to accommodate teachers and other members of the workforce or seniors?

According to The Master’s College, it is anticipated that 10 percent of the units would meet Moderate

Income levels for appropriate household sizes, based on the proposed product.
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Noise

1. Page 5.7-9: What methods of “mechanical ventilation” would be used to limit interior noise levels to 45 dB(A) if
that level can only be achieved with windows closed.

The mechanical ventilation that would be employed could either include roof or window mounted air
conditioning units. The intent is to provide person inside the building with adequate room temperatures
and thus allow for them to keep the window closed. By keeping the windows closed exterior noise level
would not be projected into the building and thus exterior to interior noise levels would be reduced to

acceptable levels.

2. Were the CNEL Noise Levels in Table 5.7-3 derived from averaging of noise levels over a 24-hour period? Was
the calculation weighted to acknowledge higher levels when people are most likely to be active? Were peak
periods and duration considered?

The noise levels in Table 5.7-3 were derived by using a Larson Model 720 sound level meter and taking
hourly noise measurements over a 24-hour period. Please refer to Appendix 5.7 of the Draft EIR for the
hourly noise measures at each monitored location. The noise levels presented in Table 5.7-3 are a
community noise equivalent level (CNEL) which is the average A-weighted sound level (dB(A))
measured over a 24-hour time period. These noise levels have been adjusted to account for some
individuals’ increased sensitivity to noise levels during the evening and nighttime hours. The CNEL
presented in Table 5.7-3 was derived by adding 5 decibels (dB) to the measured hourly Leq (equivalent
continuous noise level)(Leqw) occurring during the evening from 7:00 PM to 10:00 PM, and 10 dB to the
measured Leqn occurring during the nighttime from 10:00 PM to 7:00 AM. The 5 and 10 dB additions are
applied to account for people’s increased noise sensitivity during the evening and nighttime hours. The
logarithmic effect of adding the 5 and 10 dB increments results in a CNEL measurement that is within

approximately 3 dB(A) of the peak hour

3. Page 5.7-25: Recommend adoption of Noise Mitigation Measures 5.7.2 —5.7-5.

These mitigation measures will be adopted for the purpose of this project. These mitigation measures will
be adopted through the adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program by the City of

Santa Clarita.

4. Could noise and air quality issues near residences and McGrath be partially addressed by phasing of road and
residential development, with construction near these sites during summers when students are less likely to be
at school and residents may be away for vacations?

Given the length of the construction period it is highly unlikely that the phasing of the roads and

residences could be completed during a three month summer period. In consideration of this fact, the
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City of Santa Clarita has included mitigation measures to reduce impacts to on and off- site receptor
locations. For example, when construction operations occur within 300 feet of on- or off-site occupied
residences, and when it is determined by City staff during routine construction site inspections that the
construction equipment could generate a noise level at those residences that would be in excess of
normally acceptable noise levels of the City Land Use Compatibility Guidelines, the applicant shall
implement appropriate additional noise reduction measures. These measures shall include among other
things changing the location of stationary construction equipment, shutting off idling equipment,
notifying residents in advance of construction work, and installing temporary acoustic barriers around

stationary construction noise sources.

5. Would construction vehicles enter from 13t street only? Or also through the gate at the east end of Placerita
Canyon Road? At Reese Center parking lot? (See p. 5.9-1-7)

The primary entrance for construction vehicles to enter would be from 13t Street. The Master’s College
has neither discussed with the Placerita Canyon Property Owners Association (PCPOA), nor do they plan
on using the east end gate that goes to Sierra Highway. It is The Master’s College’s intent that grading
equipment would make their initial off-loading and entrance from the end of existing Dockweiler Drive
via a future pioneered grading access route. Construction vehicles would still access via 13 Street. Only

grading equipment would access via Dockweiler Drive.

Population and Housing

1. At the Community Meeting on the Housing Element on July 22, OVOV consultant Molly Bogh projected
9,598 new units between 2006-2014, but in this DEIR (p.5.8-3), projections include the addition of 10,901
units between 2006-2010 and 10,403 units from 2010-2020. (Q) Why do these projections differ?

With regard to the 9,598 new units projected between 2006 and 2014 that was discussed at the July 22,
2008, community meeting on the OV-OV Housing Element, these numbers are derived from the Regional
Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) that are assigned to the City of Santa Clarita for the January 2006 to
June 2014 period. This number reflects the total number of market-rate, moderate-income, low-income,
and very-low-income units that should be available in the City by June 2014. The 9,598-unit total is
assigned by the state agency and does not reflect the City’s local projections or projects currently
underway that comprise the City’s cumulative projects list. The projection of 10,901 units that The
Master’s College DEIR describes between the years 2006 to 2010 and 10,403 units between 2010 and 2020
are forecasts that are based upon the City’s projects currently underway that comprise the cumulative

projects list.
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2. If most housing construction is occurring in the unincorporated areas of the Valley, why would City housing
“represent 70.2 and 61.8 percent of the projected housing for the Santa Clarita Valley for 2010 and 20207 Is
this due to anticipated annexations?

Currently, there are approximately 57,500 housing units in the incorporated City area and 26,500 units
within the unincorporated Los Angeles County areas of the Santa Clarita Valley. The 57,500 units within
the City of Santa Clarita represent about 68.5 percent of the total number of units within the Santa Clarita
Valley. Although the majority of the growth in the Santa Clarita Valley is currently occurring in the
unincorporated areas of the Santa Clarita Valley, the City will have a higher number of total housing
units at buildout. Even with growth in the unincorporated areas, the City will still have the majority of

housing units at valley buildout.

3. Under the Cumulative Population, Housing and Employment Summary, the second bullet, I would suggest
that there will be net loss of jobs if we do not become proactive about creating housing for our workforce.

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.

4. Under that same heading, third bullet, the requirements of the RHNA alone will not be sufficient to create
affordable housing. Therefore, it cannot “be reasonably assumed that any loss of affordable housing that may
occur” would be replaced.

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.

Traffic and Circulation

1. How are average daily trips derived?

Trip generation estimates for a specific type of land use are generally derived by either utilizing standard
trip rates from respected industry sources such as the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip
Generation Report (e.g., 9.57 ADT per single-family dwelling unit is an ITE standard), or by a case study
of a comparable use. For The Master’s College traffic study, each approach was utilized due to the unique
nature of the project. A detailed discussion of the trip rate derivation process is provided in Section 3.1 of
the project’s traffic study, and can be summarized as follows: Traffic counts were collected for the

existing conditions at the project site, and from that data a trip generation rate—utilizing students as the
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independent variable—was derived for daily and peak hour traffic. These rates were compared to both
the standardized ITE trip rates for colleges and to the Santa Clarita Valley Consolidated Traffic Model’s
trip rates for colleges. As discussed in the traffic study, the need for a conservative estimate for the

purpose of the EIR resulted in selecting a blend of the traffic model and the field survey rate.

2. Page 21 of the staff report for July 29 states that the Vista Condominiums and the Terrace Apartments were
developed under the County in 1990 and 1991. Why was Dockweiler Drive designated as a Major Highway in
1997 (pages 2.0.11-12), when the existing portion of Dockweiler was not built to accommodate six lanes of
traffic and Valle Del Oro was not built as a collector road?

At the time the Circulation Element was adopted in 1997, traffic projections for buildout of the Santa
Clarita Valley indicated that Dockweiler Drive was on the threshold between requiring four lanes and six
lanes. Dockweiler Drive was adopted as a major (six-lane) arterial as a conservative approach to
accommodating future traffic volumes. The existing section of Dockweiler Drive was built under County
of Los Angeles jurisdiction prior to City incorporation. It was assumed that the right-of-way along the
existing section of Dockweiler Drive would be expanded at such time that those existing tracts came
through the City for redevelopment. Subsequent updates and refinements to the City/County joint traffic
model now indicate that six lanes will not be necessary on Dockweiler Drive and that four lanes will

adequately accommodate future traffic projections.

3. When would the Dockweiler connection to Lyons Avenue be completed? Please provide the ICU and LOS traffic
impacts for selected intersections for this interim period.

The City currently does not have an estimate for when the connection of Dockweiler to Lyons Avenue
will be made. As such, The Master’s College traffic study evaluates two distinct scenarios, one in which
the connection is made and one in which it is not made. Table 3-3 of the project’s traffic study includes
the ICU and LOS information for each scenario. The “Without Dockweiler Drive Extension” scenario is
listed in the first five columns of data, and the “With Dockweiler Drive Extension” scenario is listed in the

last five columns of data.

4. The North Newhall Specific Plan and Heritage Hills are included in Table 2-3: Cumulative Projects (Vol. 3
p. 2-9), but I don’t see traffic projections from the NNSP in relation to 13t Street on any of the trip projection
figures, nor is there any indication of traffic traveling through that project via a new street proposed to connect
Via Princessa to Dockweiler. How were cumulative impacts from the NNSP and Heritage Hills incorporated
into calculations for Intersection Capacity Utilization or Levels of Service?

Traffic generated by both the North Newhall Specific Plan (NNSP) and the Heritage Hills projects are
included in the traffic model forecasts utilized for The Master’s College traffic study. For example, the
AM peak hour turning movement volumes to and from 13t Street for Interim Year no-project conditions

(see Figure 3-3 of the traffic study), are significantly higher than the existing AM peak hour volumes (see
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Figure 2-3 of the traffic study). This increase in traffic is due to the NNSP land uses tabulated in the
cumulative projects list (see Table 2-3 of the traffic study). Likewise, the Heritage Hills project is also
included in the Interim Year traffic model; although traffic generation from Heritage Hills is much lower
than the NNSP project and the corresponding increase to traffic is not as apparent by just looking at the

exhibits.

5. Page 5.10-3 How frequently is the SCV Consolidated Traffic Model updated? This indicates that the 2004
model was used here.

The Santa Clarita Valley Consolidated Traffic Model (SCVCTM) is continually updated as new
cumulative project information becomes available. The traffic model runs utilized for The Master’s
College traffic study were prepared specifically for use in that study and were based on the most current
cumulative project information available at that time (refer to Table 2-3 of the traffic study for list of
cumulative projects). In addition to the regular updates in regard to cumulative projects, the SCVCTM is

also periodically recalibrated to existing conditions. The most recent calibration took place in 2004.

6. The intersection of Sierra Highway and Placerita Canyon is studied under the Congestion Management Plan
with the conclusion that the completion of the Dockweiler Drive extension will successfully reduce impacts at
that intersection, yet there are no numbers assigned for that intersection in the figures showing traffic
distribution with and without the project and the Dockweiler extension.

Complete traffic volume forecast data for the Sierra Highway/Placerita Canyon intersection is provided
within the ICU worksheets in Appendix A of the traffic study (refer to location #12). Specific mitigation
measures that optimize the capacity of the Sierra Highway/Placerita Canyon intersection by

reconfiguring the lane configurations and the traffic signal timing are recommended in the traffic study.

7. In our previous meeting, neighbors complained about the existing road width, lack of sidewalks and lack of
parking.

a. The 7/29 staff report describes the width of Dockweiler on the eastern portion with an 80° ROW and a 73’
ROW along the Vista condominium community. (Q) What is standard width for a four-lane secondary
highway?

The City’s standard right-of-way for an urban secondary is 88 feet. The standard for a suburban

secondary is 92 feet.

b.  Are the condominium buildings immediately adjacent to the 4.5" parkway area? If not, what is the distance
between the parkway to the residential units? What is the distance between the residential units and
Dockweiler?

No, the condo buildings aren’t immediately adjacent to the 4.5-foot parkway. The buildings are at least
15 feet from the front property line (parking) and about 20 feet from Dockweiler Drive.
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c¢. On handwritten page 21 of the 7/29 staff report, staff states that using "“more restrictive City
requirement(s) for parking... there would be a deficit of 42 parking spaces.” While the parking supply for
both multi-family communities may "exceed the Los Angeles County Zoning Code, under which they were
reviewed...” I believe we need to look for options that meet, rather than ignore, current realities. Otherwise,

we end up with more Benz Road-type problems.

The applicant’s parking consultant, Linscott, Law, and Greenspan, conducted parking counts of parking
on Dockweiler Drive as well as the Vista condominiums on Saturday, August 16, 2008, from 11:00 AM to
11:00 PM in order to obtain data at the peak hours for parking in the area. The information gathered from
this study will be presented by the applicant and/or their consultant in their presentation to the Planning
Commission. Linscott, Law, and Greenspan prepared a parking study which is included in Appendix A

to this Final EIR.

d. One of the residents indicated that the applicant is willing to make some concessions. What has the
applicant offered to the residents?

The Master’s College has not offered any specific defined concessions directly to the Deputy Jake
community as of this date. The Master’s College has indicated that they would be supportive of making
Deputy Jake Drive a local street only serving the proposed residential project with a cul-de-sac and
“Knox Box” or other emergency gate system between the existing Deputy Jake terminus and the new
extension. This would eliminate the through street configuration shown on the proposed tentative map.
Other items can be considered as part of a dialogue with the City Planning Commission and the

community during the hearing process.

8. In preparation of the Draft Circulation Element of the new General Plan, has there been any discussion of
additional roadways, such as the possible secondary roadway through the North Newhall Specific Plan? What
are the pros and cons of creating a new roadway providing a North/South connection between Dockweiler and
Newhall Avenue?? (The property to the south is zoned RS and CC according to the interactive mapping
system.) If the entrance to the college was realigned toward the eastern portion of the campus, the new road
could run south passing by or through Deputy Jake Drive and meeting Newhall Avenue after passing over the
floodway. In addition to helping alleviate traffic impacts for the residents on Dockweiler east and Valle Del Oro,
this could result in preservation of the Coast Prickly Pear Succulent Scrub, a sensitive plant community that is
slated for removal due to the currently proposed alignment of the new road descending from Dockweiler for the
Multifamily (or Single Family) development.

Analysis of NNSP specifics, such as a possible new roadway through the NNSP area, has not been
addressed by the preparation of the Draft Circulation Element of the new General Plan. In regard to
providing a new roadway between Dockweiler Drive and Newhall Avenue (through the property zoned
RS and CC), one downside of constructing of a road through that general area would appear to be the
roadway alignment coming within close proximity (e.g., 100 feet or less) to the back yards of the existing

homes along the Matthew Place cul-de-sac. Since Dockweiler Drive and Valle Del Oro have sufficient
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capacity to accommodate the traffic generated by the project, the construction of an additional roadway
directly behind the homes along Matthew Place would appear to introduce a new problem that would

otherwise be avoided.

9. Deputy Jake should remain in a cul-de-sac. Staff needs to investigate the fire department’s concern of driving
over the low-curbs of the cul-de-sac.

Following the July 29, 2008, Planning Commission meeting, City staff contacted Wally Collins with the
Los Angeles County Fire Department, Fire Prevention Unit, who expressed several concerns with the
potential of the Deputy Jake Drive extension becoming another cul-de-sac. Concerns that were raised by
the fire department regarding the potential cul-de-sac for the Deputy Jake Drive extension include the fire
department’s response time without a thru street, the lack of a second evacuation route in case of an
emergency, and concerns related to fire department turnaround requirements. A representative from the
Los Angeles County Fire Department was present at the September 2, 2008, meeting to address any

additional questions the Planning Commission had.

Water

1. Page 5.11.1-3: In the event of an extended drought and permanent reduction of SWP water, how long can the
Saugus Formation be pumped before the natural recharge processes are reduced or the Formation collapses?

As indicated in the Draft EIR (page 5.11.1-3), and as reported in the Santa Clarita Valley Water Reports
(2005-07) and the 2005 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), pumping from the Saugus Formation
was about 7,700 af in 2007; on average, Saugus pumping has been about 6,800 acre-feet per year (afy)
since 1980. Both rates are near the lower end of the range included in the 2005 UWMP. As a result of
long-term relatively low pumping from the Saugus Formation, groundwater levels in that aquifer have
remained generally constant to slightly increasing over the last 35 to 40 years; those trends continued in
2007. Based on background information referenced in the UWMP and Draft EIR, the report titles of which
are listed in the Draft EIR on pages 5.11.1-7 and 8, pumping from the Saugus Formation in a given year is
tied directly to the availability of other water supplies, particularly from the SWP. The comment refers to
a condition described as a “permanent reduction of SWP water.” Without specific information regarding
such a reduction (e.g., the amount of the reduction), it is not possible to specifically determine what
impact a reduction in SWP water would have on the local groundwater basins beyond that presented in
the EIR. However, the UWMP and Draft EIR do present scenarios relating to reductions in SWP water

deliveries and extended periods of drought.

Regarding reductions in SWP water, the Draft EIR estimates the amount of SWP deliveries that would
occur in average, single-dry- and multiple-dry-year conditions. As shown on Table 5.11.1-1, the EIR does
present water delivery information assuming permanent reductions in SWP deliveries as compared to
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CLWA'’s Table A entitlement of 95,200 afy. As shown, it is assumed that in average years, SWP deliveries
would range from about 63 to 66 percent of the full entitlement. In multiple dry years, deliveries would
range only from about 32 to 35 percent of the full entitlement. In a critical dry year, deliveries would

range only from about 6 to 7 percent of the full entitlement.

Planned dry-year pumping from the Saugus Formation ranges between 15,000 and 25,000 afy during a
dry year and can increase to between 21,000 and 25000 afy if SWP deliveries are reduced for two
consecutive dry years and between 21,000 and 35,000 afy if SWP deliveries are reduced for three
consecutive dry years. Such pumping would be followed by periods of reduced (average-year) pumping,
at rates between 7,500 and 15,000 afy, to further enhance the effectiveness of natural recharge processes
that would recover water levels and groundwater storage volumes after the higher pumping during dry

years.

Based on this information, the 2005 UWMP and Santa Clarita Valley Water Report, and hence the EIR, do
not predict a scenario, even with permanent reduction in SWP deliveries and extended drought
conditions, that would cause the Saugus Formation to no longer be a sustainable local source of water.
Furthermore, no “collapse” (presumably caused by a state of overdraft) of the local groundwater basins is

anticipated under such scenarios.

2. If SWP water were to be permanently reduced, which would in turn reduce some of the banked water that might
have been purchased, what measures would be taken to sustain existing users? The operating plan is premised
on fluctuations, not on sustained water reductions. (See p. 5.11.1-8, p. 5.11.1-26, p. 5.11.1-27, p. 5.11.1-28
regarding assumed conditions.)

Measures to sustain adequate water supplies under a variety of conditions are presented in the 2005
UWMP and Draft EIR. CLWA adopted the Groundwater Management Plan (GWMP) on December 10,
2003.1 These conditions assume sustained reductions in SWP deliveries as compared with the full Table A

entitlement of 95,200 afy (see, Response 1 above). As presented in the Draft EIR on pages 5.11.1-15
through 18,

The GWMP contains four management objectives, or goals, for the basin, including
(1) development of an integrated surface water, groundwater and recycled water supply to meet
existing and projected demands for municipal, agricultural and other water uses; (2) assessment of
basin conditions to determine a range of operational yield values that use local groundwater
conjunctively with supplemental SWP supplies and recycled water to avoid groundwater
overdraft; (3) preservation of groundwater quality, and active characterization and resolution of
groundwater contamination problems, including perchlorate; and (4) preservation of interrelated

1 CLWA’s Groundwater Management Plan, adopted December 10, 2003, is available at the City of Santa Clarita
Community Development Department.
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surface water resources, which includes managing groundwater in a manner that does not
adversely impact surface and groundwater discharges or quality to downstream basins.

As indicated in the EIR, elements aimed at accomplishing basin management objectives include:
e Monitoring of groundwater levels, quality, production and subsidence

e Monitoring and management of surface water flows and quality

¢ Determination of basin yield and avoidance of overdraft

e Development of regular and dry-year emergency water supply

e Continuation of conjunctive use operations

¢ Long-term salinity management

¢ Integration of recycled water

e Identification and mitigation of soil and groundwater contamination, including involvement with
other local agencies in investigation, cleanup, and closure

e Development and continuation of local, state, and federal agency relationships
¢ Groundwater management reports

¢ Continuation of public education and water conservation programs

o Identification and management of recharge areas and wellhead protection areas
o Identification of well construction, abandonment, and destruction policies

e DProvisions to update the groundwater management plan (see Draft EIR page 5.11.1-16)

An important aspect of the GWMP was completion of the 2005 Basin Yield Report. The primary
determinations made in the 2005 Basin Yield Report are that (1) both the alluvial aquifer and the Saugus
Formation are sustainable sources at the operational plan yields stated in the 2005 UWMP over the next
25 years; (2) the yields are not overstated and will not deplete or “dry up” the groundwater basin; and
(3) there is no need to reduce the yields shown in the 2005 UWMP. Additionally, the 2005 Basin Yield
Report concluded that neither the alluvial aquifer nor the Saugus Formation is in an overdraft condition,

or projected to become overdrafted (see Draft EIR page 5.11.1-18).
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3. Page 5.11.2-34: What “provisions are in place to respond to perchlorate contamination if it should occur’?

The Draft EIR presents information on the types of technologies available to treat perchlorate

contamination should it occur in the future. See EIR pages 5.11.1-37-40. As shown,

Effective technologies presently exist to treat perchlorate in water in order to meet drinking water

standards. In a publication from the US EPA, Region 9 Perchlorate Update? the US EPA
discussed the current state of perchlorate treatment technology, and the current and planned
treatment development efforts being carried out as part of US EPA Superfund program studies,
US Air Force research, water utility-funded studies, and the federally funded research effort
underway by the East Valley Water District, California and the American Water Works
Association Research Foundation (AWWARF). The US EPA also summarized two of the
technologies that are in use today, which are capable of removing perchlorate from groundwater
supplies, the ion exchange, and biological treatment methods.

A number of full-scale perchlorate treatment systems have been implemented in California and
other states. In an effort to evaluate the various available treatment technologies, CLWA
commissioned an investigation to identify and evaluate alternative treatment processes effective in
removing perchlorate. The scope of that investigation included resolving permitting issues
pertaining to the construction and certification of a treatment facility, conducting bench-scale and
pilot-scale tests to determine treatment process performance, and preparing preliminary capital
and operations and maintenance cost estimates.

Three treatment technologies, an ion exchange system and two biological systems, were selected
for study. All three systems were determined to be effective in removing perchlorate.3 However,
there was considerable uncertainty with respect to the capital and operations and maintenance
costs associated with each process. Therefore, a technical group comprised of representatives from
CLWA, the retail water purveyors, and consultants retained by Whittaker-Bermite agreed to
solicit competitive bids for the design, construction, and operation of both ion exchange and
biological treatment systems. After thorough evaluation of several bids, the technical group
determined that ion exchange is the preferred technology based upon treatment performance, ease
of regulatory compliance, and comparison of costs associated with construction and operations and
maintenance.

The preferred single-pass ion exchange treatment technology does not generate a concentrated
perchlorate waste stream that would require additional treatment before discharge to a sanitary
sewer or a brine line (if one is available). This technology incorporates an active resin (a material
that attracts perchlorate molecules) that safely removes the perchlorate from water. The resin is
contained in pressure vessels and the water is pumped through the vessel. The resin is eventually
replaced with new resin after a period of time. The old resin is removed and transported by truck

2 See, US EPA website, Perchlorate, and Region 9 Perchlorate Update, found at http://www.epa.gov/
ogwdw/ccl/perchlor/perchlo.htmll and available at the City of Santa Clarita Community Development
Department.

3 Sce, Treatment of Perchlorate Contaminated Groundwater from the Saugus Aquifer, TM 3 Bench and Pilot Test Results,

Carollo Engineers, February 2004. A copy of this report is available at the City of Santa Clarita Community
Development Department.
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to an approved waste disposal site where it is safely destroyed. This technology is robust and
reliable for use in drinking water systems.

DPH has approved operation of perchlorate treatment plants, and those plants currently in
operation are listed in Table 5.11.1-9, Perchlorate Treatment Summary.

Based on (1) the results of CLWA's investigation of perchlorate removal technologies; (2) the
technical group’s evaluation; and (3) DPH’ approval of single-pass ion exchange for treatment in
other settings, CLWA and the local retail water purveyors are planning single-pass ion exchange
for the treatment technology for restoration of impacted capacity (wells) in accordance with the
permitting, testing, and installation process described in the 2005 UWMP. The wellhead
treatment installed at Valencia Water Company’s Well Q2 in October 2005 is the same single-
pass ion exchange as is planned for restoration of impacted Saugus well capacity.

4. Page 5.11.1-51, Table 5.11.1-11: In this and the tables that follow, how does “Wholesale” differ from “Table A
Supply” and other banked water?

SWP Table A Supply refers to the portion of CLWA'’s 95,200 afy Table A entitlement that is projected to
be delivered. Wholesale (Imported) supplies include that SWP Table A Supply, plus supply from Buena
Vista — Rosedale and Nickel Water to be delivered to Newhall Ranch. Together those sources of supply
total between 73,007 and 75,407 afy from 2010 to 2030.

5. How does Grounduwater differ from water from the Aquifer and Formation?

The groundwater supplied from the Alluvial Aquifer and Saugus Formation is described in the Draft EIR
generally on page 5.11.1-15. As described,

The project area lies within the groundwater basin identified in DWR Bulletin 118 (2003 Update)
as the Santa Clara River Valley Groundwater Basin, East Subbasin (basin). The basin is
comprised of two aquifer systems, the Alluvium (also referred to as the alluvial aquifer), and the
Saugus Formation. The Alluvium generally underlies the Santa Clara River and its several
tributaries, and the Saugus Formation underlies practically the entire upper Santa Clara River
area. Some scattered outcrops of terrace deposits in the basin are also likely to contain limited
amounts of groundwater. Since these deposits are located in limited areas situated at elevations
above the regional water table and are of limited thickness, they are of no practical significance as
aquifers and, consequently, have not been developed for any significant water supply. Figure
5.11.1-3, Santa Clara River Valley East Groundwater Basin — East Subbasin, illustrates
the mapped extent of the Santa Clara River Valley East Subbasin, which approximately coincides
with the outer extent of the Alluvium and Saugus Formation. The CLWA service area and the
location of the two existing water reclamation plants (WRPs) in the Valley are also shown on
Figure 5.11.1-3.

The location of the shallower Alluvial Aquifer is illustrated on Figure 5.11.1-4, Municipal
Alluvial Well Locations; Santa Clara River Valley, East Groundwater Subbasin, and the
location of the deeper Saugus Formation is illustrated on Figure 5.11.1-5, Saugus Well
Locations; Santa Clara River Valley, East Groundwater Subbasin.
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For more detailed descriptions of the Alluvial Aquifer and Saugus Formation, please see Draft EIR pages

5.11.1-18 through 37.

6. A few years ago, the projected recycled water supply for the Newhall Ranch project was 17,000 afy. When and
why was it reduced to 5400 af maximum?

City staff is unfamiliar with references to the Newhall Ranch recycled water supply being 17,000 afy. The
Additional Analysis prepared for the Newhall Ranch Specific Plan and Water Reclamation Plant (2003)
indicated that approximately 5,400 to just over 7,000 afy of reclaimed water may be available from the
Newhall Ranch Water Reclamation Plant (WRP), not 17,000 afy. (see Newhall Ranch Additional Analysis,
2003, page 2.5-134). The Draft EIR, therefore, correctly indicates that approximately 5,400 afy of reclaimed
water will be available from the Newhall Ranch WRP. Perhaps the commentator is referring to the
recycled water that would be available from County Sanitation District Plants 26 and 32 via CLWA, in
addition to the Newhall Ranch WRP. The EIR indicates that the County plants (via CLWA) would
provide approximately 15,700 afy of recycled water by 2030.

7. Page5.11.1-56: How long would it take to replenish storage in the Saugus Formation?

As indicated in the Draft EIR,

The Saugus Formation contains much greater quantities of groundwater than the alluvial aquifer.
Storage capacity within the Saugus Formation is estimated to be 1.65 million af (Slade 2002).
Based on the amount of water in storage and the historic aquifer performance, Slade (2002)
identified that production from the Saugus Formation for dry period water supply could be
increased from 15,000 to 20,000 afy, and ultimately to 35,000 afy if dry conditions continue. The
increase to 35,000 afy would be temporary and would need to return to, or be reduced below, the
historical range of 7,500 to 15,000 afy once rainfall patterns returned to normal in order to

naturally replenish storage and avoid long-term adverse effects to the aquifer.” [Emphasis
Added] (see, page 5.11.1-56)

Based on studies performed by Slade (2002), the amounts indicated above result in a sustainable
yield from the Saugus Formation. This is based on a repeat of historic rainfall levels over the Santa
Clarita Valley and region. In wet years, formation replenishment occurs faster, in dry years
slower.

8. Page 5.11.1-54: Where will 6500 afy of groundwater come from under planned supplies in Table 5.13.1-13
when maximum amounts for the Aquifer and the Formation are already listed above this under local supplies?
(Also see Table 5.11.1-20 on page 5.11.1-81.)

The 6,500 afy referred to in this comment consists of (1) the planned restoration of well capacity from
Saugus Formation wells that were taken out of service due to perchlorate contamination, and

(2) groundwater from new Saugus Formation wells that would be installed in the future. These sources of
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groundwater would be in addition to the 15,000 afy of Saugus Formation water listed higher in the

referenced table (Table 5.11.1-13 of the Draft EIR).

9. Page 5.11.1-56: Where in Tables 5.11.1-11, 12, and 13 is replacement of water from flexible storage
demonstrated?

As indicated in the Draft EIR,

In its SWP flexible storage account, CLWA has access to 4,684 af of water in Castaic Lake. Under
the terms of the Monterey Amendments to the SWP water supply contract, CLWA may withdraw
up to this amount of water from flexible storage and use it in addition to its Table A supply, and
must then replace any water withdrawn within five years of withdrawal. CLWA has recently
negotiated with Ventura County water agencies to obtain the use of their flexible storage account.
This will allow CLWA access to another 1,376 af of storage in Castaic Lake (rounded to 1,380 af
in Table 5.11.1-12 above). CLWA access to this additional storage will be available on a year-to-
year basis for 10 years, beginning in 2006. Consequently, for the 10-year period, CLWA could

have access to up to an additional 6,060 af annually from this program.” (see, Draft EIR page
5.11.1-56 and 57)

As reflected in Draft EIR Tables 5.11.1-13, 5.11.1-12, and 5.11.1-13, the portion of water from the Flexible
Storage Account from Ventura County is available through 2015. CLWA'’s portion of the Flexible Storage
Account is a permanent source of water. As indicated in the Draft EIR, CLWA is required to replace this
water, if used, within five years of withdrawal. As indicated, CLWA participates in numerous programs
to augment its primary sources of supply. These programs are listed in the aforementioned Tables. Draft
EIR Tables 5.11.1-18, 5.11.1-19, and 5.11.1-20 present projected water supplies and demands for normal,
single-dry and multiple-dry years. As shown, each of these scenarios results in surpluses. CLWA would

use such surpluses in normal years to replace the used flexible storage account water.

10. Page 5.11.1-21: SWP Table A amounts for an average year and for a single dry year agree with the 2030
numbers under Tables 5.11.1-18 and 5.11.1-19, respectively; but the Multiple-Dry Year SWP Table A amount
in this table is 6,700 af, while the 2030 Projected Multiple Dry Year Supplies in Table 5.11.1-20 puts SWP
Table A at 30,500 af. Why is there a difference in Multiple-Dry Year projections?

As indicated in the Draft EIR (page 5.11.1-4),

CLWA'’s annual Table A Amount is 95,200 af.%

While Table A identifies the maximum annual amount of water an SWP contractor may request,
the amount of SWP water actually available and allocated to SWP Contractors each year is

4 CLWA's original SWP water supply contract with DWR was amended in 1966 for a maximum annual Table A
Amount of 41,500 af. In 1991, CLWA purchased 12,700 af of annual Table A Amount from a Kern County water
district, and in 1999 purchased an additional 41,000 af of annual Table A Amount from another Kern County
water district, for a current total annual Table A Amount of 95,200 af.
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dependent upon the factors described above and can vary significantly from year to year. The
availability of SWP supplies to CLWA and the other SWP Contractors is generally less than their
full Table A amounts in many years and can be significantly less in dry years.

In an effort to assess the impacts of these varying conditions on SWP supply reliability, DWR
issued the Draft State Water Project Delivery Reliability Report 2007, dated December 2007. The
report assists SWP Contractors, cities, counties, local water agencies, and other local agencies in
assessing the reliability of the SWP component of their overall supplies. Applying DWR’s
computer-based reliability projections to CLWA’s maximum Table A Amount yields the following
amounts of SWP water availability, shown in Table 5.11.1-1.”

Table 5.11.1-1
Projected CLWA Table A Amounts Available

CLWA SWP Water
Table A Amount (acre-feet per year)
Total Contractual Amount 95,200
Available in Average Year (63.45 to 66%) 60,400 to 62,800
Available in Multiple Dry Years (32 to 34.55%) 30,500 to 32,900
Available in Critical Dry Year (6 to 7%) 5,700 to 6,700

This information is provided by DWR. DWR modeling indicates that the single critical dry year (such as
that that occurred in 1976/77) would see the largest reductions in SWP deliveries (down to approximately
6 to 7 percent of full entitlement, or 5,700 to 6,700 af). Modeling indicates that multiple-dry-year scenarios
would see smaller reductions than the critical dry year (down to approximately 32 to 34 percent of full
entitlement, or 30,500 to 32,900 af). This is due to the dryer conditions occurring during the critical dry

year.

Wastewater Disposal

1. Page 5.11.3-3: (Second paragraph) “According to CSDLAC estimates, total flows projected from the Santa
Clarita Valley in 2015, exclusive of Newhall Ranch, would be 34.1 mgd.” (Q) Will the Newhall Ranch project

create its own sanitation facility?

Newhall Ranch will construct its own wastewater disposal treatment facility. LAFCO has approved the
formation of a Sanitation District for the facility and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board
— Los Angeles Region, has issued a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System NPDES permit for
the Newhall Ranch Water Reclamation Plant.
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Effects Found Not To Be Significant

1. Schools: There are impacts to schools from infill development. I want the applicant to meet with Dr. Winger and
his staff to work out a “fair share” fee agreement for the Newhall School District. (Please see Dr. Winger’s letter
dated July 2, 2008.)

A meeting occurred on August 5, 2008, with the Newhall School District and the project applicant to

come to an agreement regarding school fees.

Project Alternatives

1. Page 7.0-34: Why would Dockweiler Drive remain as a Major Highway in the General Plan under
Alternative 57

Alternative 5 was included in the EIR to comply with Section 15126(2)(4) of the State CEQA Guidelines,
which requires an evaluation of what may reasonably be expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the
project were not approved, based on current plans and consistent with available infrastructure and
community services. Dockweiler Drive is currently designated as a six-lane Major Highway in the

General Plan and was, therefore, defined as a Major Highway in Alternative 5.

2. Page 7.0-43: The last paragraph contains a statement that the objectives for Creekview Park and adjacent Open
space components would not be achieved under the Ridgeline Alternative, but on page 7.0-6 the description tells
us that the Ridgeline Alternative also includes the Creekview Park and adjacent Open Space Dedication and
water tank replacement.

The text in the last paragraph on page 7.0-43 of the Draft EIR incorrectly states that the objectives of the
Creekview Park and adjacent Open Space component would not be met under Alternative 5. On page
7.0-43, under the second paragraph under the Conclusion subheading, the text accurately states that the
Creekview Park and adjacent Open Space component would be met under Alternative 5. This correction

can be found in Section 3.0 Revised Draft EIR Pages in the Final EIR.
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3. Twould like a matrix that contains a summary of the pros and cons of each of the alternatives.

Please see the table below, which summarizes the conclusions of the alternatives analysis.

Comparison of Alternatives to the Proposed Project

Alt. 5 -
Proposed Existing
Project Impact Alt. 2 - Alt. 3 - Oak Alt. 4- General
(After Alt. 1- Ridgeline Tree Single-Family = Plan/Zoning
Environmental Issue Area Mitigation) No Project Alternative Alternative Alternative Designation
VISUAL RESOURCES Significant and Less Less (Reduced Less, but still Similar Similar
(const, oper., cumul.) Unavoidable to Less than Significant and
Significant) Unavoidable
AIR QUALITY Significant and Less Less (Reduced Similar Similar Similar
(const.) Unavoidable to Less than
Significant)
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Significant and Less Less (Reduced Less, but still Similar Similar
(cumul.) Unavoidable to Less than Significant and
Significant) Unavoidable
GEOLOGY AND SOILS Less than Less Less Less Similar Greater
Significant
HYDROLOGY AND WATER Less than Less Less Less Similar Less
QUALITY Significant
LAND USE AND PLANNING Less than Less Similar Similar Similar Similar
Significant
NOISE Significant and Less Less, but still Similar Similar Similar
(const.) Unavoidable Significant and
Unavoidable
POPULATION AND Less than Less Greater Greater Greater Greater
HOUSING Significant
PUBLIC SERVICES - FIRE Less than Less Less Less Greater Less
SERVICES Significant
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Alt. 5 -
Proposed Existing
Project Impact Alt. 2 - Alt. 3 - Oak Alt. 4- General
(After Alt. 1- Ridgeline Tree Single-Family = Plan/Zoning
Environmental Issue Area Mitigation) No Project Alternative Alternative Alternative Designation
PUBLIC SERVICES - SHERIFF Less than Less Less Less Similar Less
SERVICES Significant
TRANSPORTATION AND Less than Less Greater (New Less Less Less
CIRCULATION Significant Significant
Impact)
UTILITIES - WATER Less than Less Less Less Less Less
SERVICES Significant
UTILITIES - SOLID WASTE Significant and Less Less, but still Less, but still Less, but still Less, but still
(const., oper., cumul.) Unavoidable Significant and Significant and Significant and Significant and
Unavoidable Unavoidable Unavoidable Unavoidable
UTILITIES - WASTEWATER Less than Less Less Less Less Less
DISPOSAL Significant
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Comment 20: Linda Townsley

Ms. Townsley stated that she is in full support of The Master’s College Master Plan as proposed.
Response 20

The City acknowledges your input and comment. The comment will be included as part of the record and

made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
Comment 21: Lois Botchet

Ms. Botchet did not want Dockweiler Drive to be opened due to more traffic. Ms. Botchet does not mind

if the college uses it.
Response 21

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.
Comment 22: Martha Romanelli (Valencia Vista Condominiums)

Ms. Romanelli suggested that an inspection be conducted at night to come up with a plan on what to do
with the parked cars. Ms. Romanelli stated that she “had been told by a City representative that is not
legal to make a street in this City ‘private’.” So why can Placerita Canyon residents have their own
“private” street with a gate and they are the only ones using it? The perfect solution to The Master’s
College expansion is to open the street to Master’s only. Why is it we are expected to make a bad parking

situation worse by losing more spots so those few residents can keep their “private street?”
Response 22

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.
Comment 23: A.]. Romanelli (Valencia Vista Condos)

A.J. Romanelli states that the Master’s extension plan is OK but they have to have an alternative plan and

not extend Dockweiler Drive.
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Response 23

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.

Comment 24: Gary Correa (Hidden Knoll resident)

1. Mr. Correa contends that he was confused by a previous presentation by Master’s College stating that
they had contacted all of the residents in the area. Mr. Correa stated that it wasn’t until fliers were
placed on the cars of the Vista Condominiums and Terrace Apartments that they were advised of the
July 1, 2008, meeting. Mr. Correa contends that it is only the residents in Placerita canyon who have
had any real input into the plan because most of the traffic will be diverted from them to Dockweiler
Drive and possible Deputy Jake Drive.

2. Mr. Correa wants to know what is going to happen to his property if Deputy Jake Drive is extended.
He wants to know if his property is going to be taken for street expansion. If so, will he get
reimbursed for that property. Who will be responsible for changes that will need to be made to his
irrigation system. How much extra construction traffic will he have to deal with?

3. Mr. Correa is concerned with the proposed grading and extension of Dockweiler Drive. He
referenced the erosions issues discussed in the Hidden Hills HOA commissioned soils report by
American Geotechnical, Inc. Mr. Correa stated that he is concerned that this report was not addressed
in the Draft EIR and that the slope could not tolerate an grading.

4. Mr. Correa is concerned that condominiums and not single-family units are proposed for the site. He
does not believe that the area needs any more multifamily units in the area. He believes that
condominiums would lower his and his community’s property values. Furthermore he sees no need
for Deputy Jake Drive to be extended. He stated that the fire department has not had any problem
accessing this area and there is an alternative access for them. Mr. Correa strongly urges the Planning
Commission to adopt the single-family alternative.

5. Mr. Correa reiterated his concern that if Deputy Jake Drive was to be extended the issue of HOA
property must be addressed. This includes the property that would be taken for the extension and all
of the v-ditches and irrigation adjustments that would have to be made.

Response 24

1. Mr. Correa’s statements concerning who would most benefit from the Dockweiler Drive extension
and who was notified expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as
part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed
project. However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no
further response is required.

2. According the Los Angeles County Tax Assessor’s office, APN 2833-014-015 is owned by The
Master’s College. As part of the 2001 subdivision (Tract 53114) that created the 53 single-family
homes, the applicant for the Hidden Knoll subdivision proposed off-site grading onto the subject
parcel, which required the consent of The Master’s College, the property owner. The developer of the
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Hidden Knoll subdivision also obtained an agreement with The Master’s College to maintain the
graded slope located on the subject parcel and immediately west of the homes along Matthew Place.
City staff has also researched the HOA’s concern regarding grading and development that would
encroach upon the existing manufactured slope. Staff’s research shows that there are no restrictions
for development or grading on the subject parcel, therefore, the applicant is allowed to encroach
upon this landscaped area.

3. As with all development approved by the City, the Hidden Knoll slopes were designed to be stable.
Additionally, City code requires slopes be jute netted, landscaped and irrigated. Jute netting aids in
preventing surficial erosion (surficial stability) until the plants’ roots have been established and take
over this role. It typically takes several years for root establishment, during which time jute netting
may begin to deteriorate. Until root establishment, it is common to have debris from the slopes
accumulate in the terrace drains and toe drains. The Hidden Knoll slopes were certified by the
engineer and landscape architect of record for Tract 53114, indicating the slopes, including the jute
netting, irrigation and landscaping were constructed in accordance with the approved grading plan
and soils report.

Failures in surficial stability, which refers to the upper four feet of soil, typically do not pose safety
hazards, whereas failures that are caused by gross instability are deep-seated in nature, and can pose
a safety hazard (i.e, the La Conchita landslide north of Ventura).

As indicated in the Geological Report prepared by American Geotechnical on behalf of Hidden Knoll
HOA, the observed failures are minor and surficial in nature. The report recommends mitigation
measures, which according to Mr. Kosmal (Hidden Knoll resident), the HOA does not have the funds
to implement. However, as required by the conditions of approval for Tract 53114, the HOA is
responsible for maintenance of slopes, which includes landscaping, irrigation, erosion, and
terrace/down/toe drains. With routine maintenance, these slopes will perform as designed.

During the entitlement phase of a project, a preliminary soils report is prepared by the applicant’s
engineer to ensure the proposed project is feasible. The preliminary soils report for The Master’s
College Master Plan project is included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report, along with a
review from the City’s soils engineer indicating concurrence with the applicant’s report. After the
project is entitled, the applicant’s engineer will prepare a grading plan with an accompanying soils
report. This soils report is a more in-depth engineering analysis than that prepared during the
entitlement process, and must prove the proposed and existing slopes will be stable. A grading
permit is not issued until the City’s soils engineer reviews this report to ensure the analysis was
performed in accordance with City code.

4. Mr. Correa’s comments regarding not having a need for more condominiums in the area, lowering of
property values, and adoption of the single-family alternative expresses the opinions of the
commentator. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision
makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. However, because the comment does not
address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.

Since the July 29, 2008, public hearing, the project applicant has revised the proposed site plan,
reducing the number of dwelling units proposed from 54 multi-family units to 42 single-family
residential units. Both the density and the height of the project are reduced with the proposed single-
family residential units.
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The Fire Department has stated that for fire safety and access purposes that Deputy Jake Drive by
extended to the college.
5. Please see Response 24-3, above.
Comment 25: Ari Kosmal
Ms. Kosmal requested that her speaking time be donated to Michael Kosmal.
Response 25
This comment is an introduction to comments that were listed above. No further response is required.
Comment 26: Connie Ragsdale
Ms. Ragsdale requested that her speaking time be donated to Michael Kosmal.
Response 26
This comment is an introduction to comments that were listed above. No further response is required.
Comment 27: James Kim
Mr. Kim requested that his speaking time be donated to Michael Kosmal.
Response 26
This comment is an introduction to comments that were listed above. No further response is required.
Comment 28: Randall Tamburino
Mr. Tamburino requested that his speaking time be donated to Michael Kosmal.
Response 26
This comment is an introduction to comments that were listed above. No further response is required.
Comment 29: Teri Werner
Ms. Werner requested that her speaking time be donated to Bob Werner.
Response 29
This comment is an introduction to comments that were listed above. No further response is required.
Comment 30: Supratim Roy Chaudhury

Mr. Chaudhury provided information regarding the proposed amendment reclassifying Dockweiler
Drive form a six-lane major highway to a four-lane secondary highway. Mr. Chaudhury contended that

this roadway already contains many parked cars and that the additional traffic flow would add severe
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congestion to the road. Mr. Chaudhury stated that the only alternative to the congested traffic would be
to take a detour through the proposed extension of Deputy Jake Drive. Mr. Chaudhury concern is that the
additional flow of traffic would detour from Dockweiler Drive to Deputy Jake Drive and would cripple
Deputy Jake Drive and threaten the safety of the residences and kids going to McGrath Elementary
School. He further requested that these issues be taken under consideration and propose alternative plans

that would minimize significant risk to his community.
Response 30

Section 5.10, Transportation and Circulation, of the Draft EIR addressed the issue of capacity of
roadways. Specifically, Table 5.10-6 of the Draft EIR provides documentation that if the project were to be
constructed with the Dockweiler Drive extension the intersection counts at Deputy Jake Drive and Valle
Del Oro would be greater than if the project were constructed and Dockweiler Drive Extension were to
take place. In either circumstance, the Level of Service would remain “A,” as described on page 5.10-7 of
the Draft EIR as, “Describes primarily free-flow operations at average travel speeds, usually about
90 percent of free-flow speed for the given street class. Vehicles are completely unimpeded in their ability

to maneuver within the traffic stream. Control delay at signalized intersections is minimal.”

Furthermore, page 5.10-35 of the Draft EIR states, “The Master’s College Master Plan and TTM No. 66503
would be reviewed by City Transportation and Engineering staff for hazards and emergency access and
required to comply with relevant UDC requirements and staff recommendations. This review process
would assure that the project would not result in a hazardous design feature, inadequate emergency
access, or cause a hazard or barrier for pedestrians or bicyclists. Impacts would be less than significant.
Additionally, as the proposed extension of Dockweiler and Deputy Jake Drives, parkland/open space
dedication, and water tank replacement would not generate a hazard impact, associated impacts would

be less than significant.”
Comment 31: Peripydig Leela Prasad

Ms. Prasad stated concerns regarding the air quality, noise, traffic, and views from her street (Matthew

Place).

Response 31

The comment addresses general subject areas, which received extensive analysis in the Draft EIR. The
comment does not raise any specific issue regarding that analysis and, therefore, no more specific
response can be provided or is required. However, the comment will be included as part of the record

and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
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Nonetheless, an additional visual simulation from Deputy Jake Drive is being prepared and will be

available for review at the September 2, 2008, hearing.
Comment 32: Ernesto and Sandra Smith

Mr. and Mrs. Smith expressed their concern with the proposed Dockweiler Drive extension. Mr. and Mrs.
Smith noted a concern for safety and stated that presently there are no bike lanes or sidewalks. The
Smiths believe that the roadway is not large enough to accommodate four lanes, a sidewalk, and a bike

lane with it running through their living room.

Mr. and Mrs. Smith are also concerned with the lack of traffic control measures along Dockweiler Drive
and Valle Del Oro. They contend that with additional vehicles would cause concern for more accidents,
including the children who use the roadway to get to McGrath Elementary School. Mr. and Mrs. Smith
also feel that the extension of Deputy Jake Drive would also cause more issues with traffic and safety

concerns.

Given the proximity of the roadway, noise would be an issue as well as the parking that would be

eliminated on the street. The street extension would also eliminate resources that are currently enjoyed.
Response 32

With regarding to the adequacy of roadway width, the existing portion of Dockweiler Drive consists of
80 feet of right-of-way along the eastern portion of the roadway (near Sierra Highway) and 73 feet of
right-of-way along the Vista condominium community. Attached to this staff report is an exhibit showing
the typical street sections of existing Dockweiler Drive. As shown in this exhibit, there is 64 feet of
pavement, no center landscaped median, and 8 feet of parkway area (without any public sidewalks) on
either side of Dockweiler Drive (near Sierra Highway). The portion of Dockweiler Drive right-of-way
along the Vista community consists of a 14-foot landscaped median, 25 feet of pavement on either side of
the median, or 4.5 feet of parkway (without any public sidewalks) on either side. As mentioned at the
July 1, 2008, Planning Commission meeting, this project would not require the widening or restriping of
the existing portion of Dockweiler Drive. Restriping of the roadway would not occur until traffic volumes

warrant the striping of four lanes.

Regarding noise impacts, DEIR Section 5.7, Noise, evaluates the noise impacts associated with the
proposed project. The DEIR, on page 5.7-13, identifies vehicular traffic as the primary existing noise
source in the project area. Other sources of noise in the area that could potentially affect noise levels on
the project site include nearby residential and non-residential uses. Pages 5.7-13 to 5.7-15 summarizes the
sound level measurements that were taken from nine locations on and near the project site to characterize

the ambient noise environment.
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The City of Santa Clarita has set land use standards for noise in its General Plan Noise Element. One of
the City’s goals in the Noise Element is to prevent and mitigate significant noise levels in residential
neighborhoods. It requires project applicants to mitigate, if feasible, ambient noise levels that exceed
55 dB(A) (night) and 65 dB(A) (day). Additionally, the City’s Noise Ordinance, Section 11.44.080 of the
Municipal Code, controls point source noise. This ordinance would be both applicable to the project
during construction activities and during the operational phase of the project (after project
implementation). The Ordinance also establishes permitted hours of operation for construction activities
- 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM Monday through Friday, and between 8:00 AM and 6:00 PM on Saturday.

Construction is prohibited on Sundays and certain public holidays.

Page 5.7-17 of the Draft EIR, begins the discussion on project impacts associated with construction
activities. Noise caused from construction activities on site are considered to be potentially significant.
Recommended mitigation measures have been included in the Draft EIR and in summary require
adherence to the City’s Noise Ordinance, and the locating of construction staging areas away from
existing residential uses. These measures would reduce the magnitude of the project’s construction-
related noise impacts, however, construction-related noise impacts are considered unavoidably

significant. Thus, a Statement of Overriding Considerations would be necessary.

Project operational traffic noise impacts are discussed on pages 5.7-24 to 5.7-25. This analysis uses the
projected traffic generation numbers for project area roadways from the Austin Foust Traffic Study. Due
to a redistribution of traffic away from Placerita Canyon Road and onto Dockweiler Drive with the
proposed project, a reduction of noise level would occur along Placerita Canyon Road. Conversely, noise
levels along the Dockweiler Drive extension east of TMC would increase by at least four decibels, but
would not be considered significant because it would not meet the criteria for off-site noise impact

significance. Recommended mitigation measures would reduce impacts to a less than significant level.

As discussed on page 5.7-28, no significant cumulative noise impacts would result from Valley buildout,

which would include the proposed project.

Furthermore, page 5.10-35 of the Draft EIR states, “The Master’s College Master Plan and TTM No. 66503
would be reviewed by City Transportation and Engineering staff for hazards and emergency access and
required to comply with relevant UDC requirements and staff recommendations. This review process
would assure that the project would not result in a hazardous design feature, inadequate emergency
access, or cause a hazard or barrier for pedestrians or bicyclists. Impacts would be less than significant.
Additionally, as the proposed extension of Dockweiler and Deputy Jake Drives, parkland/open space
dedication, and water tank replacement would not generate a hazard impact, associated impacts would

be less than significant.”
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Comment 33: Guta Dunlap (Form Letter)

Ms. Dunlap stated that safety, traffic, noise, and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive and that any proposed project should preserve the quality of life in the existing
neighborhood. The Master Plan must be amended to not change the configuration of the existing portion
of Dockweiler Drive and well as to remove any discussion of widening or restriping as they are not a plan

of this project or plan.

Ms. Dunlap states that the designation of Dockweiler Drive as a “secondary artery” is disturbing as the
roadway does not have this kind of roadway characteristics. Ms. Dunlap states that Dockweiler Drive is a

neighborhood street no matter what any map states.
Safety, such as crosswalks and stop signs are a concern given the additional traffic in the area.

Ms. Dunlap does not believe that noise is adequately mitigated in the Draft EIR. Ms. Dunlap does not
concur that the conclusion that noise impacts are unavoidably significant is appropriate and that the

quality of life for existing residents must not be impacted.

Ms. Dunlap concludes that she does not consider the project acceptable until all of the above noted issues

have been successfully mitigated.
Response 33

Ms. Dunlap’s comment regarding Dockweiler Drive as a secondary artery, no restriping expresses the
opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to
the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. However, because the comment

does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.

The purpose of an EIR is to determine the impacts of a project (Section 15126.2) and to provide mitigation
measures that would reduce impacts to less than significant, if possible (Section 15126.4). Section 15126.2
acknowledges that some impacts cannot be mitigated and they are considered “unavoidable and
significant.” The purpose of the EIR is to discuss the impacts of a project, suggest mitigation, if possible
and conclude if said impacts can be mitigated and to what extent. If impacts cannot be mitigated, the

decision makers must make findings with regard to impacts that cannot be mitigated.

Please see Response 32 above with regard to safety.

Ms. Dunlap’s comment’s regarding project acceptability subject to mitigation of noted issues expresses

the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available
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to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. However, because the comment

does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.
Comment 34: James Kim

Mr. Kim stated that he is a homeowner on the Hidden Knoll tract and has reviewed the Draft EIR with

regard to plans to extend Deputy Jake Drive.

Mr. Kim states that the extension of Deputy Jake Drive will likely invite more cars to pass through the
tract. Mr. Kim states that the Draft EIR does not address increased traffic or potential hazards to

pedestrians within the tract or McGrath Elementary School.

Mr. Kim is opposed to the extension of Deputy Jake Drive.
Response 34

Section 5.10, Transportation and Circulation, of the Draft EIR, addressed the issue of capacity of
roadways. Specifically Table 5.10-6 of the Draft EIR provides documentation that if the project were to be
constructed with the Dockweiler Drive extension the intersection counts at Deputy Jake Drive and Valle
Del Oro would be greater than if the project were constructed and Dockweiler Drive Extension were to
take place. In either circumstance the Level of Service would remain “A,” as described on page 5.10-7 of
the Draft EIR as, “Describes primarily free-flow operations at average travel speeds, usually about
90 percent of free-flow speed for the given street class. Vehicles are completely unimpeded in their ability

to maneuver within the traffic stream. Control delay at signalized intersections is minimal.”

Furthermore, page 5.10-35 of the Draft EIR states, “The Master’s College Master Plan and TTM No. 66503
would be reviewed by City Transportation and Engineering staff for hazards and emergency access and
required to comply with relevant UDC requirements and staff recommendations. This review process
would assure that the project would not result in a hazardous design feature, inadequate emergency
access, or cause a hazard or barrier for pedestrians or bicyclists. Impacts would be less than significant.
Additionally, as the proposed extension of Dockweiler and Deputy Jake Drives, parkland/open space
dedication, and water tank replacement would not generate a hazard impact, associated impacts would

be less than significant.”

The comment opposing the extension of Deputy Jake Drive expresses the opinions of the commentator.
The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a
final decision on the proposed project. However, because the comment does not address or question the

content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.
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Comment 35: Katherine Squires (Conservation Chair for the Sierra Club)

Mr. Squires requested that the EIR consider an alternative to the removal of 121 oak trees. Ms. Squires
stated that fill could be moved off-site to protect oak trees. Ms. Squires requested that the ridgelines be

preserved in order to maintain wildlife corridors.
Ms. Squires requested that green building standards be included as conditions of approval.

Ms. Squires states that the proposed project will drastically increase the amount of traffic on nearby
streets and intersections, especially on Lyons. Ms. Squires opposed the extension of Dockweiler Drive
and Lyons Avenue. Ms. Squires does not feel that the traffic concerns have been mitigated in the Draft

EIR. She also requested public transportation for commuters that will live in the project.
Response 35

The Draft EIR addresses five alternatives to the proposed project. Section 15126.6 of the State CEQA
Guidelines states that “An EIR shall describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or the
location of a project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would
avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project.” The Draft EIR concludes that
mitigation measures are adequate to reduce impacts to a level of less than significant; therefore, an
alternative for oak trees would not meet the State CEQA Guidelines requirements of analyzing alternatives

that would reduce significant impacts.

The Draft EIR Section 5.3, Biological Resources, page 5.3-28 does not conclude that the ridgeline is a

wildlife corridor for habitat; rather, Newhall Creek serves as a wildlife corridor.

The project site is entirely surrounded by development, including road networks, and therefore is
not connected to other habitat patches. However, Newhall Creek runs through the southern end of
the site and could be considered a wildlife corridor. Stream corridors are usually important
movement corridors for wildlife, because they provide water, food, and often cover by riparian
vegetation for protection from predators. Newhall Creek does not flow year-round, and riparian
vegetation is limited to sparse shrubs; therefore, it is not an ideal movement corridor. Newhall
Creek is the only undeveloped pathway that connects open spaces through the region, but the
nearest open spaces to the project site are limited in size, and residential, commercial, and
industrial uses surround Newhall Creek upstream and downstream of the project site.

Ms. Squires comment regarding requiring green building standards as a condition of approval expresses
the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available
to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. However, because the comment

does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.
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The Draft EIR concludes that impacts to roadways can be mitigated to less than significant. Ms. Squire’s
comments regarding the extension of Dockweiler Drive and Lyons Avenue expresses the opinions of the
commentator. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision
makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. However, because the comment does not

address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further response is required.

With regard to public transportation for proposed project residents, Draft EIR Section 5.10,
Transportation and Circulation, page 5.10-37: “The proposed project incorporates bus standards and
design features that support and facilitate transit use. The City of Santa Clarita Transit Division has
determined that with transit provisions designed into the project and with the payment of fees, the

project will not have a significant transit impact.”
Comment 36: Erik Butcher (Form Letter)

Mr. Butcher stated that safety, traffic, noise, and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive and that any proposed project should preserve the quality of life in the existing
neighborhood. The Master Plan must be amended to not change the configuration of the existing portion
of Dockweiler Drive and well as to remove any discussion of widening or restriping as they are not a plan

of this project or plan.

Mr. Butcher states that the designation of Dockweiler Drive as a “secondary artery” is disturbing as the
roadway does not have this kind of roadway characteristics. Mr. Butcher states that Dockweiler Drive is a

neighborhood street no matter what any map states.
Safety, such as crosswalks and stop signs are a concern given the additional traffic in the area.

Mr. Butcher does not believe that noise is adequately mitigated in the Draft EIR. Mr. Butcher does not
concur that the conclusion that noise impacts are unavoidably significant is appropriate and that the

quality of life for existing residents must not be impacted.

Mr. Butcher concludes that she does not consider the project acceptable until all of the above noted issues
have been successfully mitigated.

Response 36

Please see Response 33 above regarding form letter responses.

Comment 37: Ann Marie Tidwell (Written Comments and Form Letter)

Ms. Tidwell stated that a Dockweiler Drive extension to Lyons Avenue would not improve traffic but

would create a nightmare for residents. Ms. Tidwell stated that sidewalks on Valle Del Oro do not help.
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She noted that they have private walkways near units —not sidewalks near street. She further noted that
she already has speeding, non-stopping issues, no crosswalk or four-way stop at the intersection. She

stated that this is a residential neighborhood that would be ruined by an extension to Lyons Avenue.

Ms. Tidwell suggested an alternative entrance via Downtown Newhall into The Master’s College as it is
already a business district, rather than residential. Ms. Tidwell stated that the existing 13% Street access

should be improved upon or expanded rather than disruption many residents and the quality of life.
Response 37

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.
Please see Response 33 above with regard to form letter responses.

Comment 38: Ozzie Gonzalez

Mr. Gonzalez stated that safety, traffic, noise, and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents
of Dockweiler Drive and that any proposed project should preserve the quality of life in the existing
neighborhood. The Master Plan must be amended to not change the configuration of the existing portion
of Dockweiler Drive and well as to remove any discussion of widening or restriping as they are not a plan

of this project or plan.

Mr. Gonzalez states that the designation of Dockweiler Drive as a “secondary artery” is disturbing as the
roadway does not have this kind of roadway characteristics. Mr. Gonzalez states that Dockweiler Drive is

a neighborhood street no matter what any map states.
Safety, such as crosswalks and stop signs, are a concern given the additional traffic in the area.

Mr. Gonzalez does not believe that noise is adequately mitigated in the Draft EIR. Mr. Gonzalez does not
concur that the conclusion that noise impacts are unavoidably significant is appropriate and that the

quality of life for existing residents must not be impacted.

Mr. Gonzalez concludes that she does not consider the project acceptable until all of the above noted
issues have been successfully mitigated.

Response 38

Please see Response 33 above with regard to form letter response.

Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-46 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
0112.020 October 2008



Minutes from the Planning Commission Meeting of July 29, 2008

Comment 39: Lori Stoll (Form Letter)

Ms. Stoll stated that safety, traffic, noise, and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive and that any proposed project should preserve the quality of life in the existing
neighborhood. The Master Plan must be amended to not change the configuration of the existing portion
of Dockweiler Drive and well as to remove any discussion of widening or restriping as they are not a plan

of this project or plan.

Ms. Stoll states that the designation of Dockweiler Drive as a “secondary artery” is disturbing as the
roadway does not have this kind of roadway characteristics. Ms. Stoll states that Dockweiler Drive is a

neighborhood street no matter what any map states.
Safety, such as crosswalks and stop signs, are a concern given the additional traffic in the area.

Ms. Stoll does not believe that noise is adequately mitigated in the Draft EIR. Ms. Stoll does not concur
that the conclusion that noise impacts are unavoidably significant is appropriate and that the quality of

life for existing residents must not be impacted.

Ms. Stoll concludes that she does not consider the project acceptable until all of the above noted issues
have been successfully mitigated.

Response 39

Please see Response 33 above with regard to form letter response.

Comment 40: Edward Stoll

Mr. Stoll stated that safety, traffic, noise, and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive and that any proposed project should preserve the quality of life in the existing
neighborhood. The Master Plan must be amended to not change the configuration of the existing portion
of Dockweiler Drive and well as to remove any discussion of widening or restriping as they are not a plan

of this project or plan.

Mr. Stoll states that the designation of Dockweiler Drive as a “secondary artery” is disturbing as the
roadway does not have this kind of roadway characteristics. Mr. Stoll states that Dockweiler Drive is a

neighborhood street no matter what any map states.

Safety, such as crosswalks and stop signs, are a concern given the additional traffic in the area.
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Mr. Stoll does not believe that noise is adequately mitigated in the Draft EIR. Mr. Stoll does not concur
that the conclusion that noise impacts are unavoidably significant is appropriate and that the quality of

life for existing residents must not be impacted.

Mr. Stoll concludes that she does not consider the project acceptable until all of the above noted issues

have been successfully mitigated.

Response 40

Please see Response 33 above with regard to form letter response.
Comment 41: David Sloat

Mr. Sloat questioned the ownership of APN 2833-014-015, which he believes is owned by The Master’s
College. Mr. Sloat questioned in the project would encroach upon areas that are maintained by the
Hidden Knolls Homeowners Association. He further noted that he and Mr. Correa love their side yards—
what is to become of landscape systems and land ownership. Mr. Sloat also stated that there would be a
loss of viewshed from Hidden Knolls and he voiced a concern with regard to drainage issues. Mr. Sloat
indicated that the Draft EIR did not address land ownership, encroachment, loss of value and stability of

the Hidden Knolls slopes.

Response 41

According the Los Angeles County Tax Assessor’s office, APN 2833-014-015 is owned by The Master’s
College. As part of the 2001 subdivision (Tract 53114) that created the 53 single-family homes, the
applicant for the Hidden Knoll subdivision proposed off-site grading onto the subject parcel, which
required the consent of The Master’s College, the property owner. The developer of the Hidden Knoll
subdivision also obtained an agreement with The Master’s College to maintain the graded slope located
on the subject parcel and immediately west of the homes along Matthew Place. City staff has also
researched the HOA'’s concern regarding grading and development that would encroach upon the
existing manufactured slope. Staff’s research shows that there are no restrictions for development or

grading on the subject parcel; therefore, the applicant is allowed to encroach upon this landscaped area.

With regard to view impacts, a viewshed simulation from Deputy Jake Drive has been prepared and is
included as an attachment to the September 2, 2008, Planning Commission staff report. It should be noted
that the Draft EIR concluded that a significant and unavoidable visual impact would occur with
development of the proposed project during construction, project development and under the cumulative
scenario. Drainage impacts are mitigated to a level of less than significant and are addressed in

Section 5.5, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR.
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The comment regarding loss of value expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be
included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the
proposed project. However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft

EIR, no further response is required.
Comment 42: Rhonda “Rikki” Kirchner (Form Letter)

Ms. Kirchner stated that safety, traffic, noise, and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive and that any proposed project should preserve the quality of life in the existing
neighborhood. The Master Plan must be amended to not change the configuration of the existing portion
of Dockweiler Drive and well as to remove any discussion of widening or restriping as they are not a plan

of this project or plan.

Ms. Kirchner states that the designation of Dockweiler Drive as a “secondary artery” is disturbing as the
roadway does not have this kind of roadway characteristics. Ms. Kirchner states that Dockweiler Drive is

a neighborhood street no matter what any map states.
Safety, such as crosswalks and stop signs, are a concern given the additional traffic in the area.

Ms. Kirchner does not believe that noise is adequately mitigated in the Draft EIR. Ms. Kirchner does not
concur that the conclusion that noise impacts are unavoidably significant is appropriate and that the

quality of life for existing residents must not be impacted.

Ms. Kirchner concludes that she does not consider the project acceptable until all of the above noted
issues have been successfully mitigated.

Response 42

Please see Response 33 above with regard to form letter response.

Comment 43: Boddu Padmaja Reddy

The commenter stated because of the project there would be a safety issue and there would be air and

noise pollution.
Response 43

The comment addresses general subject areas, which received extensive analysis in the Draft EIR. The
comment does not raise any specific issue regarding that analysis and, therefore, no more specific
response can be provided or is required. However, the comment will be included as part of the record

and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
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Comment 44: Poulami Majumder

The commenter stated that this project would generate traffic conditions on Deputy Jake Drive, causing

safety and air quality concerns.
Response 44

The comment addresses general subject areas, which received extensive analysis in the Draft EIR. The
comment does not raise any specific issue regarding that analysis and, therefore, no more specific
response can be provided or is required. However, the comment will be included as part of the record

and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
Comment 45: Don Valentine (Valencia Vista Homeowners Association)

Mr. Valentine stated that he had no problem with the college expanding their campus. He stated however
that he does have a problem with widening of Dockweiler Drive. He contends that widening of the street
will create traffic and noise and the potential for more accidents (one fatality that he is aware of). He
further indicated that many children live in the area and cross the street to the nearby elementary school.
He stated that speeders are observed regularly on the street and it would get worse if the street is made
into a main connector, not to mention the peace and safety of the neighborhood. He stated that people

here expected this to stay a quiet neighborhood.
Response 45

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.
Comment 46: John Makishimo

Mr. Makishimo stated that noise and air pollution are not thoroughly addressed and traffic concerns are

not truly presented. Why subject the children to significant air pollution for the years of construction.
Response 46

The comment addresses general subject areas, which received extensive analysis in Sections 5.2 Air
Quality; 5.7 Noise; and 5.10, Transportation and Circulation, in the Draft EIR. The comment does not raise
any specific issue regarding that analysis and, therefore, no more specific response can be provided or is
required. However, the comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the

decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
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Comment 47: Mark Powell

Mr. Powell stated that he opposed the plan solely on the classification of Dockweiler Drive as a secondary
arterial. It is a neighborhood street. He stated that there is simply not enough right-of-way through the
Vistas community for a secondary arterial. Dockweiler Drive through the Vistas community does not

meet the requirements necessary for a secondary arterial.
Response 47

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.

The right-of-way for a Secondary Highway with a center median is 92 feet. All new sections of
Dockweiler Drive will be built with a 92-foot right-of-way. The existing sections, therefore, have
insufficient right-of-way. As has been the City's practice and policy, as parcels along the existing section
are submitted for redevelopment, the City will require that additional ROW be dedicated along that
parcels frontage to provide the required half-section of 46 feet. The City would not typically widen a road
until we have acquired the additional right-of-way along enough contiguous parcels so that it makes

sense.
Comment 48: Brenda Kardock

Ms. Kardock is primarily concerned with turning her neighborhood street into a major throughway.
Ms. Kardock stated that she and others walk and run along Dockweiler Drive and she is concerned with
safety. High speeds will increase accidents and she fears a loss of life. She is also concerned with noise
and smog pollution and the loss of natural land/beauty. Ms. Kardock stated that widening Dockweiler
Drive and increasing traffic needs to be looked at carefully to insure the safety and pleasantness of her
neighborhood. She asked if traffic lights would be installed to protect pedestrians and asked what the

speed limit would be.
Response 48

The comment addresses general subject areas, which received extensive analysis in the Draft EIR. The
comment does not raise any specific issue regarding that analysis and, therefore, no more specific
response can be provided or is required. However, the comment will be included as part of the record

and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.

At this time a signal is not warranted at the project location. The design speed for a Secondary Highway

is 55 mph, and the actual posted speed limit would typically be 10 miles per hour (mph) under the design
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speed, however, this is not a hard and fast rule. Speed limits are not set simply by subtracting 10 mph
from the design speed. Per state law, speed limits must be set by measuring the speed of vehicles actually
on the road. We typically wait until a new road has been open for several months, allowing traffic
patterns to settle, and then perform an Engineering and Traffic Survey. Speed limits are set based on the
85t percentile of existing vehicular speeds. It is probably safe to assume that the future speed limit on
Dockweiler Drive, once it is open all the way down to Lyons, would be 40 mph or 45 mph, but we can't

say for sure at the present time.
Comment 49: Jim Sojka

Mr. Sojka stated that the project should be passed as it will lessen the traffic and make the community

safer and more pleasing to the eye.
Response 49

The City acknowledges your input and comment. The comment will be included as part of the record and

made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
Comment 50: Claire Blackwell

Ms. Blackwell stated that she supported The Master’s College Master Plan as requested. The Master’s
College is not responsible for parking needs within other residential areas. Additional traffic from
54 condominiums is not significant when an outlet on the other end is also provided. Ms. Blackwell stated
that speed bumps can help as well. Ms. Blackwell stated that the ridgeline has very little change in the

overall picture.
Response 50

The City acknowledges your input and comment. The comment will be included as part of the record and

made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
Comment 51: David Blackwell

Mr. Blackwell stated that 13th Street is only two lanes, yet if it can bear virtually 100 percent of Master’s
and half of Placerita traffic it seems very unlikely that Dockweiler Drive would need more than two lanes
until it goes through to Lyons Avenue. The real traffic issue is determined by the City’s decision to
connect to Lyons Avenue. The Master's College contribution to traffic is insignificant. Even if all
1,700 students had cars (which they don’t) most of them park their cars on campus and rarely drive them
(since they can’t afford gas). Traffic will not divert from Dockweiler Drive to Deputy Jake Drive if you

put speed bumps on Deputy Jake Drive.
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Response 51

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.
Comment 52: Ozzie Gonzalez

Mr. Gonzalez stated that safety, high traffic in a mainly residential neighborhood and noise are his
primary concerns. He stated that there are currently no sidewalks or crosswalks on Dockweiler Drive.
Consequently, expanding Dockweiler Drive will lower the current standard of life in the neighborhood,

which is primarily residential.
Response 53

The comment addresses general subject areas, which received extensive analysis in the Draft EIR. The
comment does not raise any specific issue regarding that analysis and, therefore, no more specific
response can be provided or is required. However, the comment will be included as part of the record

and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.

Comments regarding the quality of life express the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be
included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the
proposed project. However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft

EIR, no further response is required.
Comment 54: Renee Berglund

Ms. Berglund asked not to close the 13 Street entrance to Placerita Canyon. Lyons Avenue and Railroad

Avenue is not adequate enough. Master’s plan is workable —the City’s plans give me concerns.
Response 54

The comment expresses the opinions of the commentator. The comment will be included as part of the
record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
However, because the comment does not address or question the content of the Draft EIR, no further

response is required.
Comment 55: Glen Means

Mr. Means stated that he supported the Ridgeline Alternative.
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Response 56

The City acknowledges your input and comment. The comment will be included as part of the record and

made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project.
Comment 57: Belinda Butcher (Form Letter)

Ms. Butcher stated that safety, traffic, noise, and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive and that any proposed project should preserve the quality of life in the existing
neighborhood. The Master Plan must be amended to not change the configuration of the existing portion
of Dockweiler Drive and well as to remove any discussion of widening or restriping as they are not a plan

of this project or plan.

Ms. Butcher states that the designation of Dockweiler Drive as a “secondary artery” is disturbing as the
roadway does not have this kind of roadway characteristics. Ms. Butcher states that Dockweiler Drive is a

neighborhood street no matter what any map states.
Safety, such as crosswalks and stop signs, are a concern given the additional traffic in the area.

Ms. Butcher does not believe that noise is adequately mitigated in the Draft EIR. Mr. Butcher does not
concur that the conclusion that noise impacts are unavoidably significant is appropriate and that the

quality of life for existing residents must not be impacted.

Ms. Butcher concludes that she does not consider the project acceptable until all of the above noted issues
have been successfully mitigated.

Response 57

Please see Response 33 above regarding form letter responses.
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Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-60 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR

0112.020

October 2008



City of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)
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Clty Of Planning Commission
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Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
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0O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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" Please complete this form to register your written comments fo the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly,)
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Q Please check here If you are a registered Iobpyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Clerk’s Office.
A “lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective
-or appointed official, any officer or employee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose

of influencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicating to the City during the course of their employment, an individual communicating
on behalf of a group or organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.
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Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)
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Clty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments fo the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meseting date: l_—/i/ Z—Q / OK Agenda item number: «j!:‘/\/ l
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: M’@W lS CE\ \'Q,QVZ. '/MV'E"%{V gylﬁfl/\ m

Please check one: O Support Recommendation §f Oppose Recommendation 0 Neutral

~

Name: (\AO\MA ({\‘(‘V‘@ﬁ
Strest Address: g(ﬂqg ht’,ﬁDin’V\ WA\LLD/City: (?W/\“%'(?{ ( ),if A A(F’( :

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary). 5.2 ( Ul)r @\CJAO OQ

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: I\‘l’\d&i’«m LI/)D} l ﬁ_Q_S([)LU/C%/ Signature: _ 582 L"Lﬁ(‘l(j/l 4 /J(

QO Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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Gary J. Correa’ : 29 Jul 2008

21643 Deputy Jake Drive

Newhall, Ca 91231 : . v

Dear Chairperson Berger and Members of the Planning Commission,

First | would like to thank all of you for taking the time to hear from all of us that are being affected
by the Teachers College’s Master Plan. 1am not able to attend tonight’s meeting but I do have
some concerns and issues 1 would like addressed. ' ' ’

1.

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.020

I was a bit confused during the presentation by Masters College. They were saying that they
had talked with all of the residents in the area. The Hidden Knolls community was under
construction during that time frame and maybe a handful of homes had been completed.
Further the residents in the Vista Condominiums and Terrace Apartments were not aware of
this plan until fliers were placed on their cars a few weeks before the July 1% meeting. It
appears that dnly those residents in the Placerita Canyon had any real input into this
proposed plan and they will be the only ones, except for the college, who will reap any
beheﬁt from it as most of the traffic will be diverdjt from them to Dockweiler Drive and
possibly Deputy Jake Drive.

As l1am the resident in the last house at the end of the cul-de-sac on Deputy jake Drive |
haven’t seen anything in the DEIR that addresses’ what, if anything, is going to happen to

_my property if Deputy Jake is extended. 1 need to know, and should be asked, exactly what

to expect. Is part of my existing property going to taken for the street expansion. If so do I
get reimbursed for that property? Who is going to be responsible for the changes that will
need to be made with my irrigation system? Also how much extra construction traffic are
we going to have to deal with? '

. The proposed grading and extension of Dockweiler Drive is of grave concern. In 2006, due

to erosion issued on the hill side that was graded for this development just below were the
proposed extension is, the Hidden Knolls HOA commissioned American Geotechincal, Inc.,
to do'a study of the hills sides and surrounding area. In their report, which you will be given
a copy of, they were concernéd about the slope and its stability; This is not addressed in the
DEIR and | am concerned that this hillside will not tolerate any grading above it or any;
traffic, especially heavy construction vehicles. )

The construction of 54 condominiums is a concern. From what | have been told the original
plan was for signal family homes not condominiums. This is not conducive with our
neighborhood. We are aiready surrounded with Condominiums and apartments. We do
not need any more multifamily housing in the area. Further in thetime of depressed real
estate additional condominiums is just going to lower mine and my commuhity’s property
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values. This is not acceptable! Furthermore | do not see any need for Deputy Jake Drive to
be extended. The fire department has not had any problem accessing this area and there is
an alternate entrance and exit for them. | would strongly urge the commission to adopt the
alternate plan for the SINGLE FAMILY ALTERNATIVE which provides for 21 homes of a max
of 2 stories and the street would be a cul-de-sac. That is what is best for this community.

5. One last point. Ifitis decided that Deputy Jack Drive is to be extended then the issue of the
HOA property has not been addressed. This includes the property that would be taken for -
the extension and all of the V-Ditches and irrigation adjustments that will have to be made.
These are important to all of the homeowners here at Hidden Knolls as it effects their
pocket book,

‘1look forwarded to a response.

Thank you for your time.
;%
Gary J.Cofrea
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Clty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA Request to Speak

If you wish to speak before the Planning Commission, please complete the following information
and turn this form in to the Planning Commission Secretary. (Please print clearly.)

h i1
Meeting date: 7/2'6? 08 Agenda item number: ::f; !
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: f ‘I A/t QW 5 L ( [ o{yk( l\i\{/ﬁ‘\) ;r> lm Al gzg\

Please check one: O Support Recommendation ppose Recommendation O Neutral

vame AL LEmal_— e mu\ Lime 40 Michau! KOS;’MZ
Street Address: Z.\ Lﬂg D@D { K&_U\ \X\M b Y
City: ﬁO\J’\'}’VA C/‘(mi/\)(ﬁk O Phone: (1? G \ / (007"’ ZZJSK

The Planning Commission requires that speakers who represent other individuals,
groups or rgamzatlons disclose that relationship. ‘

Representing: V\()\lre- M SANG. A’l\ f V\l (\j/\ N Q K—O%W\&(
| DECLAR/\ THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT

Under State law, matters raised under Public Comments cannot have immediate
action. The Planning Commission will refer the matter to staff, or it may be scheduled i W [r M‘JL/(
on a subsequent Planning Commission Agenda.

Signature of Speaker i /

For tips on making your presentation, see reverse side.

U Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

City Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA Request to Speak

If you wish to speak before the Planning Commission, please complete the following information
and turn this form in to the Planning Commission Secretary. (Please print clearly.)

7
Meeting date: 7" O—’L / = 0 V . Agenda item number:
L-),) . ’ :
Agenda title or subject to be addressed:__ @ i 2Zene’ C—«M&W

Y
Please chfyne- ] Support Rﬁommenda‘non >onse Recommendation =~ [ Neutral

Name:___{ 3/"4./14/1/(.4/ /(467

Street Add(ress &Wéﬁ Mﬁ/%é/ / /{/M( .
City: Ww/ /u// Phone: é;é/ 515“740@275’.5/

The Planning Commission requires that speakers who represent other mdwnduals,
groups or organizations dlsclose that relationship.

Representing: )&Z ,/9/44/7// J 2.0l
. | DEC‘LARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND 9@?0’1—.

Under State law, matters raised under Public Comments cannot have immediate
action. The Planning Commission will refer the matter to staff, orlt nay be scheduled 74 /\/ izf S8 AT ’,

nnasubsequent Planining Commlssmn Agenda . ﬁw,@ » SeRatrS of Spﬂé ]

6) /‘VZ"/ / i
For ips on rhaking your presentation, see reverse side.

0 Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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Czty Of . Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Request to Speak

If you wish to speak before the Planning Commission, please complete the following informatio
and trm this form in to the Planning Commission Secretary. (Please print clearly.)

Mesting date: N t A ! o Agenda item number: | ! %m%
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: W\KTE‘(L‘S Gusge ClR_

Please checkone: O Support Recommendation XOppose Recommendation O Neutral
Name___JAMATY lAm O
Strest Addressr__ Bt1b) ‘s oy (T ‘ : {Y\i@%,jf\(\ﬂ/\, i
oy Nadwe oy A3y oroner__bbl- 15y— 00 33

The Planning Commission requires that speakers who represent other individuals,
groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

Representing: L (l;' V&~ M\f Time To  MACHAT !4-() S MAL_ -

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRU D CORRECT.

Under State law, matters raised under Public Comments cannot have immediate [
action. The Planning Commission will refer the matter to staff, or it may be scheduled [S—
on a subsequent Planning Commission Agenda. "

q 9 9 Signature‘ef'Shdiker

For tips on making your presentation, see reverse side.

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

City of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA Request to Speak

If you wish to speak before the Planning Commission, please complete the following information -
and turn this form in to the Planning Commission Secretary. (Risage print clearly.) = i
h\a‘- y

Meeting date: 7—2 7‘0 g Agenda item number

Agenda title or subject to be addressed: /-&4'46//1} (N~ (ot ST/AX m-éf/"; LV =

Please check one: T Support Recommendation ﬁ Oppose Recommendation O Neutral

Name: /2/4%//),4-/ [ T T AmBUALind
StreetAddress:azq/ 7% %4#/7"' /'/%”4‘/ / Z. =
City: <t4/U7# CAM[7ZL/ ﬂ,/4 Phone: @é / 2{5@7 £7[(é

The Planning Commission requires that $peakers who represent other individuals,
groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

Representing: 74// &/7 £. X /Z A d/ / -

_ 77 /
) | DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS E AND CORRECT.
Under State law, matters raised under Public Comments cannot have immediate =
action. The Planning Gommission will refer the matter to staff, or it may be scheduted 7, /

on a subsequent Planning Commission Agenda. 7
d 9 fon Agenca Signature of Speaker

For tips on making your presentation, see reverse side.

" O Please chack here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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City Of | Planning Co;nmission
SANTA CLARITA Request to Speak

If you wish to speak before the Planning Commission, please complete the following information
and turn this form in to the Planning Commission Secrétary. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: _'}/ '2?/ % ? : Agenda item number:
/! ol [,
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: /’)7 as !‘@/' ¢ (oite Lo %7”"?" Winsr i I

Please checyg‘)one: O Support Recommendation 00 Oppose Recommendation }EDNeutral
Kolert 1 :
Name: D 1€ (A &y 80

N !
iy [ | @ St L) e
Street Address:_7_ &A1 = O / ’/ 5.11 € ¥ kj} i
N L~ 3 o

4 I . . Ty ey Lp oy

City: __ ™90 1T & e s 2t Phone: :7: g a4
The Planning Commission requires that speakers who represent other individuals,
groups or organizations disclose that relationship..

’ a . . Vg
Representing: MC& .[CI/JC,) (2 V)5 f!'& ~ 0 7? -
| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Under State law, matters raised under Public Comments cannot have immediate
action. The Planning Commission will refer the matter to staff, or it may be scheduled
on a subsequent Planning Commission Agenda.

N

S

- -

nature of Speaker

For tips on making your presentation, see reverse side.

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Clty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA Request to Speak

If you wish to speak before the Planning Commission, please complete the following information
and turrythis form in to the Planning Commission Secretary. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: 7 / Z ﬁ D 5? Agenda item number:
Agenda title 6r subject to be addressed: /775(, ‘;7L€I’5 Cn //\éﬂ ¢ Mﬂl §7/L4/‘ %//A;/?

Please check one:_ 0O Support Recommendation 0 Oppose Recommendation /Q)Neutral

Name: er Qtf‘h@\” . i :
Street Address:__ <, &1 MO) [/‘//,(/ //‘g Dp/ DV() #‘Zﬁi/
;’.‘.ity: S/A)’)\f\&( C/dr:\/’% Phlone: éé/ ‘3@ 244{ 2 70/

The Planning Commission requires that speakers who represent other individuals,
groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

Representing:

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Under State law, matters raised under Public Comments cannot have immediate . e
action. The Planning Commission will refer the matter to staff, or it may be scheduled j /i
on a subsequent Planning Commission Agenda. - 4

I

Signature of Speaker

For tips on making your presentation, see reverse side.

QO Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-69 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
0112.020 October 2008



City Of Planning Commission
SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: © q—/ 1q / Agenda item number:

o T g
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: _\_('\!L Ma‘&)‘{n‘ 3 Cé\A eﬁ(ﬁ (\f\m—@f/\. pl .~ ' ~
Please check one: O Support Recommendation E\!/Oppose Recommendation O Neutral

Name: SuPeATIM RG“'\, C\'H BUDBVYEY
Strest Address: 24186 Matthew ‘O\ﬂ'oe_ City: _ Soeunda CJLM a”’\

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): ‘PY Mk@ é .=

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

' | DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND COR?%CT. g
Representing: Signature:

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

City of Planning Commission
SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.) .

1
Meeting date: s:lL ! .Qq ! oR Agenda item number:

Agenda title or subject to be addressed: the M™Moster's colle 3: Moslkex I’P Loy EIR
Please check one: O Support Recommendation EJ/:Oppose Recommendation Q Neutral

Name: Pext -’.Pa A, Leela f? Yo Sed

Street Address:__ 2 1419¢  Molhew ‘?\a ce oty ___ [enda Navida .

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): Vhece Coxe Sorme ConClns r@c& et r\& o

£ > . o A
285 C‘\\}\&O-\\.“"'&q Potse  “Tvolle and Milews -b’ﬁom ooy SAveek -

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: )/6 e\Q ﬂ\?‘f a.Sad Signature: C? . 'Leezl"‘» (?‘PO-%QQ\

T

QO Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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Lefter. £xt 4 OQVVWV)CVH' | 2008-07-29
TO y ’ RN ) . . . .

The: Planning Commission, - ; C}ﬁAﬂZi NA&ﬂ€i7

NewHall, Santa Clarita : F)Cﬁ"fﬂkkﬁq4(+KZf

Iama homeowner of 24186 Matthew Place " Santa Clarlta My house is in the area
which would be affected by the Masters College extension plan and extension of
Deputy Jake street. I have reviewed the Master’s College Master Plan Draft
Environmental Impact Report created by Impact Sciences, Inc. and would like to
bring to your attention one of the impact that was overlooked by the report.
The plan includes designating Dockweiler Drive to be a "Six lane major
highway". I quote from the report "A proposed amendment to the Circulation
Element of the general plan would reclassify Dockweiler Drive as a four- lane
Secondary Highway. The Circulation Element includes the extension of Dockweiler
Drive from its existing terminus to Lyons Avenue and designates the connected
roadway as a six -lane major highway. According to the Circulation Element, a
6- lane major hlghway is de51gned to carry more than 50,000 average daily trips
(ADT)." s
However I would like to point out that the part of Dockweiler drive that goes
through the residential areas are currently clogged by parked cars and
residential traffic in and out of the entries to the apartments on both side.
So the road is going to be extended to link to Lyons Avenue, the increased
traffic flow would add severe congestion to the road. The only alternative to
that congested traffic would be to take a detour through the proposed extension
" of Deputy Jake, through our community. The Deputy Jake drive is a small street
through the school and residential community and already overburdened by parked
traffic from school. I quote from the EIR : "Deputy Jake Drive was developed as
part of Tract Map 53114, approved in 2001. Deputy Jake
Drive begins at Valle Del Oro and terminates in a cul-de- sac at The Master’s
College property. Deputy : :
Jake Drive is the main access for McGrath Elementary School, also created as
part of Tract Map 53114.
Deputy Jake Drive is c10551F1ed as a 64-foot right-of-way residential street.
The entry has a landscaped -
median for access to school and serves as an entry point for the re51dentlal
development.”

‘Therefore, my major concern is that additional flow of traffic that would try
to take a detour from the congestion on Dockweiler Drive extension towards
Lyons Ave would cripple the Deputy Jake and would seriously threaten the safety
of the residence of our communlty as well as the kids 901ng to McGrath
Elementary School :
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Letter.txt I ~ 2008-07-29
I hope you would take this into consideration and propose alternative plans
that would mitigate this significant risk to my community.

Thanking you,

7/29 /205

Supratim Roy Chaudhury

24186 Matthew Place

Santa Clarita
| A, 91321
|
| 2
|

[
N — = 2/2 -
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, 7 e 794
Clty Of PlanangéJ qbz::ion ’ ?

SANTA CLARITA Writfen Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: :ﬂﬁ L\Il Z? Z COR Agenda item number: i
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: "/’44/5 7 ERS CO/ (EEE

Please check one: [ Support Recommendation O Oppose Recommendation O Neutral

Name:__ L) AN 1D AZMS’TIZOA/E;
Strest Address: 1760 E . M 4 74\) City: _ \v/ Zn TUM’

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary):

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering writien comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT

Representing: ’!' &5 | ELS ( ‘;d LLEoE Signatm \ A

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

DAL
Clty Of P!annmg Commission
SANTA CLARI’@AOf Request to Speak A

If you wish to speak before the Planning Commission, please complete the following information
and turn this form in to the Planning Commission Secretary. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: /Z/ $ Q O g » Agenda item number:
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: 7&/%%"9 Cb L{&@ z

Please check one: i Support Recommendation O Oppose Recommendation T Neutg

Name:__ D@k HM&S(‘M — HADGRRUL. —
swestadaress___ 051 Vs Alonles %y . _

City: Cowsr Mo oA 83002 oo 05 Y384 303 *

The Planning Commission requires that speakers who represent other individuals,
groups or orgamzatlons disclose that relationship.

Representing: T‘/‘-"/M CO ( 1_(Ld

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE ARID)JCORRECT.

Undler State law, matters raised under Public Cormments cannot have immediate
action, The Planning Commission will refer the matter to staff, or it may be scheduled i
on a subsequent Planning Commission Agenda.

Signature of Speaker

For tips on making your presentation, see reverse side.

. O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Gero Wblic Nowant
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Clty Of Planning Commission
SANTA CLARITA Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in fieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commissi n Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: Zq ” Y Agenda item number:
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: W M%.{{%j /z /pl/e M&” '71{/’ Wﬂm/
Please check one: O Suppo Recommendatbon b8 Oppose Recommendatlon ) O Neutral

Name: @Mf;glﬂ 0’0//'/ ﬂn m f‘///]
Street Address: ZL/"HZ Va, Z Dé/ O."D UV:'” / 01 City: N@u&)h@l/{

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary):

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

[ DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: Signature:

d Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

City of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA Written Comment card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secyetary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.) .

Meseting date: 7 5\7 ﬁ g{ Agenda item number:

Py 4
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: Oﬁm

O
Please check one: O Support Regommendation % Oppose Recommendation O Neutral
Name:_&m__m :

Street Address: /;2 /V g”‘" WMJ #/ﬂClty _ MM :

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary):

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: Signature:

O Please check here if you are a registered iobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-74 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
0112.020 October 2008



POSITION STATEMENT
Masters College Master Plan
Presented by Valencia Vista Residents — 7/29/08

Safety, traffic, noise and parking rerhain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive with respect to the Masters College project, and we wish to once again
state to the Planning Commission that any approved project must preserve the quality of
life of the existing neighborhood of Dockweiler Drive.

We are encouraged by the statement, both in the hearing on 7/1 and in the Planning staff
report of 7/29 that the Masters College Master Plan will not implement any changes to
the configuration of the existing portion of Dockweiler Drive. It is imperative that the
Master Plan be amended to include this declaration, as well as to remove any mention of
widening or re-striping, as they are not part of this plan or project.

“The designation of Dockweiler Drive as a ‘secondary artery’ continues to be disturbing;

Dockweiler Drive does not have any of the characteristics found in the rest of the
secondary arteries in Santa Clarita: it is to narrow (64 feet), the homes are too close to the
curb (15 feet) and face the street, children cross it to' walk to school, etc. Dockweiler
Drive is a residential street and has been for 18 years, regardless of what appears on any
planning map, and the failure of the City to accept the reality of the nature of our
neighborhood street is a contmumg source of concern to the residents of our
neighborhood.

Safety is our paramount concern, and we are discussing critical additions to Dockweiler
Drive, such as stop signs and cross-walks, with the City traffic department. These
improvements are particularly important because of the additional traffic generated by
this project, and it is imperative that the C1ty follow through on ensuring the safety of
Dockweiler Drive residents.

Noise, particularly construction noise from the project site, is not adequately mitigated in
the Environmental Impact Report. Merely stating that excessive noise is ‘unavoidable’®
should not relieve the City or the college of their responsibility to make sure that the
quality of life for residents of Dockweﬂer Drive and Deputy Jake Drive is not impacted.

We are also concerned by the issues being raised by our ne1ghbors on Deputy Jake Drive,
which they will discuss at the hearing tonight.

We stand together with our nei;ghbors and cannot regard this project as acceptable until,
all of our issues have been successfully mitigated.

21305 ZW /M 7703
ok 7/3%

Lilopai Vi
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July 25, 2008
To the Santa Clarita Planning Commission and others this may concetrm:

This letter is to express our concerns with the proposed Dockweiler Drive
extension for the Master Plan for Master’s College. My husband and I are residents of the
Valencia Vistas community located on Dockweiler Drive and Valle Del Oro. We have
lived here for approximately 3 years. We have enjoyed living in this quite and friendly
community. When we heard of the proposed extension of Dockweiler Drive we grew
extremely concerned with the impact this would have on our community. This street is a
neighborhood/residential street where at any time of the day you can walk out side and
see people walking their dogs, jogging, or children playing. We would like to keep it this
way. Our understanding is that if the extension happens the street will be turned into a 4
lane road. This would cause many problems within our commuiity.

Safety is extremely important for our community. Currently there are 1o side
walks or bikes lane on either side of the road, so people walk or bike on the edge of the

" street. If there are vehicles driving in a four lane Toad where are the pedestrians and bike

riders to.go? It would only be a matter of time before someone got hurt. The street is.not
big enough to accommodate four lanes, a side walk, and bike laie without it running
through my living room. Traffic would be another is‘sﬁe. At this time there is only one
stop sign on Dockweiler Drive at Valle Del Oro that cars rarely stop at as it is. There are
no other traffic control measures on the street. Our homes face the street and are
extremely close to the street. The addition of more vehicles on Dockweiler Drive would
cause concerns with more accidents, imagine a car ending up in your living room or
child’s bedroom while they sleep. There are also children that walk to school in the
mornings and late afternoons and a four lane road would cause great concerns with the
addition of vehicles and lack of traffic measures. McGrath Elementary School is located
on Deputy Jake Drive, which is a street also proposed for extension in the Master Plan,
that gets bombarded with vehicles now when parents drop off and pick up their children.
The extension of Dockweiler and Deputy Jake Drive would cause more issues with trafﬁc

. at these times of the day and a dangerous situation for the children.

The fact that our homes face the street and are only a few feet away from the road also
would create more noise pollution within our community. Parking would also be an issue.
If the street became a four lane road it would eliminate parking on the street, which -
would displace over a hundred vehicles. This extension would also eliminate visual
resources we currently enjoy in our community. If you walk over to the current end of the

road or en the backside of our buildings you would erijoy a wonderful view of the Santa

Clarita Valley. This beautiful view would be eliminated because of this proposed
extension.
Safety should be of up most priotity and extending Dockweiler Dr1ve would be unsafe.

- This extension would cause a négative impact on our community and

neighborhood/residential street. We hope that you will take our concerns into
consideration.

Regards,

Ermesto and Sandra Smith
24412 Valle Del Oro Unit 102
Newhall, CA 91321

(818) 631-1931

sandraevelinl @yahoo.com
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) City Of Planning Commission
SANTA CLARITA Wriiten Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Sechary. Your writien comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)
M ° 8 Agenda item number: ' .

Meeting date: f\ 13 |
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: H “’ D?}\) ‘V’N L Bl &..

Please check one: O Support Recommendation X Oppose Recommendation 0 Neutral

Name: \M—e& hM
Street Address:’LLh {’\ ‘QP«S W C‘f City: _ N’wa "(Kb(/ ' CA q ‘ 37_71
Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): Q-EG ATTA' CHED

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORREC

ing: Signature: 4
Representing ignature i

0 Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

City of Planning Commission :

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Gommission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Ptanning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.) .

Meeting datezmw Q'q; ng Agenda item number: l

Agenda title or subject to be addressed: L‘ .&J A A / A INWAJ

Please check onje: Q Support Recommendation XOp se Recommendatio O Neutral
e Salires 7 (8 propoied)

Name: 'g.) g

Street Address: y: ‘ l

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): _émhaj

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

X anjm Chﬂ,b{' MARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND GORRECT.
Represenﬁng:mgaﬂmwm&gnmum: B)v AV

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the Gity of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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FOUNDED 1892 - (213) 387-4287 phone

| 3435 Wilshire Boulevard 1 ‘ /
! : Suite 320 ' Angeles Chapter (213) 387-5383 fax

Los Angeles, CA 90010-1904 : www.angeles.sierraclub.ozg

Proposed Masters Co]lege Expans10n Comments

Biology and Wildlife Movement
‘We request that the City look for an alternative to the pro_posed removal of 121 oak trees.
It would appear that fill from grading could be moved off-site to protect as many oak
trees as possible. Additionally, we request that the ridgelines be preserved. Itis
important to protect ridgelines for the purposes of maintaining wildlife corridors and as

- scenic vistas.

¢ .

Green Building Standards
The Sierra Club requests that green buﬂdmg sta.ndards be included as condltions of any
approval that might be conSIdered. ,

Traffic

The proposed development WllI also d.rastlca]ly increase the arnount of traffic on nearby .
streets and intersections, especially on Lyons. We definitely oppose the extension of
Dockweiler into an unbelievably large 4 lane secondary highway and the extension of
Lyons into a 6 lane major highway. Creating these highways in the heart of the city,

where traffic is already congested, is unacceptable. These extensions are extreinely
disconcerting considering the amount of time the average Santa Claritan already spends

in traffic commufing to and from the San F ernando Valley. We do not feel that the traffic
concerns have been mitigated in this EIR. ' o

Conclusion ' _
We therefore requiest that you not approve this project without addressing the above
issues in the EIR. Please remove the possibility of extending Dockweiler or Lyons. -
Also, it is requested that mitigation (including green building standards, a larger corridor

- for wildlife movement, and public transportation for commuters that will live in the
project) be provided that would reduce the disclosed impacts.

Sincerely,
Katherine Squires ‘
Conservation Chair :
Santa Clarita Valley Sierra Club B L
T | - S
&
Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-78 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR

0112.020 October 2008



James Kim

24161 Kirsch Court

Newhall, CA 91321-4689
Telephone: 661. 254. 0033
Facsimile: 661. 254. 0039

E-mail: agent301992@yahoo.com

July 28, 2008

City Council
City of Santa Clarita

Dear Cﬁy Council:
I am a homeowner residing on Kirsch Court in the Hidden Knoll tract.

I have received and reviewed the Direct Environmental Impact Report
(“DEIR") associated with Master's College plan to extend Deputy Jake
Drive. '

The extension of Deputy Jake Drive will likely invite more cars passing
through the tract. And yet the “DEIR” doesn’t address the issues or
remedies on pollution generated by the increased traffic or potential
hazards to pedestrians within the fract or students of McGrath Elementary
School located at the mouth of Deputy Jake Drive.

As a homeowner impacted by the plan, | am deeply concerned with the
plan. As such, | sirongly oppose Master’s College's plan to extend the
Deputy Jake Drive.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,
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Clty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA Written: Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: '{S\‘\V\ 7/0\ ’L'OOOD Agenda item number:
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: Q{\AS \\’(k g CJIF)I L&()é \(\(\(3( g—\’ E K P M)Q
Please check one: 0 Support Recommendation M Oppose Recommendation Q Neutral

Name: \/ Q\ K %\)’G@\A/E e
Street Address:Z\ 22//1 T‘P\UWW 9& ﬁ( 20 ( City: M‘Q\NMUJ v C ,A— O‘ Kglk

Wiritten Comment (Use other side if necessary):

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: \[N\/&ML\R \r\'fﬂ\ Signature: é/MJq @%\/

Q Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Clty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Mesting date: l\\m\(\) % Agenda item number\) 1 ~OD |

LY f \
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: £§ kﬂé §’§ Cg“& Q“i Klﬂﬁdxﬂ) . :QLO&A/—/

Please check one: O Support Recommendation 1 Oppose Recommendation O Neutral

Name: G x\mﬂf\(}‘.ﬂ;\bzﬁ R)UJ Q D%

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary):@.__\ A R ;: D W diXx ‘,i
YN ) " CARDASLAY VAAY:

QR YR ¢ émob&& CAyplE Q,c\\,}\n}m&)&/xqw Qo/MALQ}n’E’S .=

The Planning Commlssmn requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: Signature:

0 Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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(written comment contmued)w%fma‘m mﬁg&ﬂﬁ c@;ﬁﬁ %M MD//‘W
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Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Clerk’s Office.
A “lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective

‘or.appointed official, any officer or employee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose
of infiluencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicatmg to the City during the course of their employment, an mdlwdual communicating
on behalf of a group or organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.
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POSITION STATEMENT
Masters College Master Plan
Presented by Valencia Vista Residents — 7/29/08

Safety, traffic, noise and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive with respect to the Masters College project, and we wish to once again
state to the Planning Commission that any approved project must preserve the quality of
life of the existing neighborhood of Dockweiler Drive.

We are encouraged by the statement, both in the hearing on 7/1 and in the Planning staff
report of 7/29 that the Masters College Master Plan will not implement any changes to
the configuration of the existing portion of Dockweiler Drive. It is imperative that the
Master Plan be amended to include this declaration, as well as to remove any mention of
widening or re-striping, as they are not part of this plan or project.

The designation of Dockweiler Drive as a ‘secondary artery’ continues to be disturbing;
Dockweiler Drive does not have any of the characteristics found in the rest of the
secondary arteries in Santa Clarita: it is to narrow (64 feet), the homes are too close to the
curb (15 feet) and face the street, children cross it to walk to school, etc. Dockweiler
Drive is a residential street and has been for 18 years, regardless of what appears on any
planning map, and the failure of the City to accept the reality of the nature of our

" neighborhood street is a continuing source of concern to the residents of our

neighborhood.

Safety is our paramount concern, and we are discussing critical additions to Dockweiler
Drive, such as stop signs and cross-walks, with the City traffic department. These
improvements are particularly important because of the additional traffic generated by
this project, and it is imperative that the City follow through on ensuring the safety of
Dockweiler Drive-residents.

Noise, particularly construction noise from the project site, is not adequately mitigated in
the Environmental Impact Report. Merely stating that excessive noise is “‘unavoidable’
should not relieve the City or the college of their responsibility to make sure that the
quality of life for residents of Dockweiler Drive and Deputy Jake Drive is not impacted.

We are also concerned by the issues being raised by our neighbors on Deputy Jake Drive,

" which they will discuss at the hearing tonight.

We stand together with our neighbors and cannot regard this project as acceptable until .
all of our issues have been successfully mitigated.
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TALID CONCLRA LOITH THE PELOW MENTHONED Powns
POSITION STATEMENT
Masters College Master Plan OW &GY\,

Presemed by Valencia Vista Residents—7/29/08

Safety, traffic, noise and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive with respect to the Masters College project, and we wish to once again
state to the Plapning Commission that any approved project must preserve the quality of
Tife of the existing neighborhood of Dockweiler Drive.

We are encouraged by the statement, both in the hearing on 7/1 and in the Planning staff
report of 7/29 that the Masters College Master Plan will not implement any changes to
the configuration of the existing portion of Dockweiler Drive. It is imperative that the
Master Plan be amended to include this declaration, as well as to remove any mention of
widening or re-striping, as they are not part of this plan or project.

The designation of Dockweiler Drive as a ‘secondary artery’ continues to be disturbing;
Dockweiler Drive does not have any of the characteristics found in the rest of the
secondary arteries in Santa Clarita: it is to narrow (64 feef), the homes are too close to the
curb (15 feet) and face the street, children cross it to walk to school, etc. Dockweiler
Drive is a residential street and has been for 18 years, regardless of what appears on any
planning map, and the failure of the City to accept the reality of the nature of our
neighborhood street is a continuing source of concern to the residents of our
neighborhood. '

Safety is our paramounf concern, and we are discussing critical additions to Dockweiler
Drive, such as stop signs and cross-walks, with the City traffic department. These
improvements are paruclﬂarly important because of the additional traffic generated by
this project, and it is imperative that the City follow through on ensuring the safety of
Dockweiler Drive residents. .

Noise, particularly construction noise from the project site, is not adequately mitigated in
the Environmental Fmpact Report. Merely stating that excessive noise is “unavoidable’
should not relieve the City or the college of their responsibility to make sure that the
quality of life for residents of Dockweiler Drive and Deputy Jake Drive is not impacted.

‘We are also concerned by the issues being raised by our nelghbors on Deputy Jake Drive,
which they will discuss at the heanng tonight.

‘We stand together with our neighbors and cannot regard this project as acceptable unﬁl
all of our issues have been successfully mitigated.
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C“ty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: 7 / aﬁ / O % Agenda item number: ‘
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: N\C\ Q\ZF\S C,OHQQ e, N\o\&ﬁtr p\a(\ ‘Dm( €¢

Please check one: U Support Recommendation \91\ Oppose Recommendation O Neutral

Name: LO r; S—‘—O“
Strest Address:_2 AH Q4 L@Q_ngcd Yree LD* D\ City: _ N@Uhq “

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): §'€ e a',H—a OheA\,

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

' Tjged
o, i
R ting: Signature: %/Q N\
epresenting ig (A

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

City of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA ‘ Written Comment Card

Please compiete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedmgs (Please print clearly.)

Mesting date: 7’/&4 9/ /6 Agenda item number: (2EX L

Agenda title or subject to be addressed: %(7&/7 )0/ AL )/,/72 ok T

Please check one: Q Support Recommendation Mpose Recommendation =~ 0 Neutral
Name:___/ZAlasime ) S72 /7

Street Address:_2 &/¢/ 24/ [ FoymRD Frp ;&_ /a) City: _ ANVE WK //;L// x

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): SFE_ A2 7"7'/!-6/4/7 )

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: Signature: %é_\v

a— (W]

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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POSITION STATEMENT
Masters College Master Plan
Presented by Valencia Vista Residents — 7/29/08

Safety, traffic, noise and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive with respect to the Masters College project, and we wish to once again
state to the Planning Commission that any approved project must preserve the quality of
life of the existing neighborhood of Dockweiler Drive.

‘We are encouraged by the statement, both in the hearing on 7/1 and in the Planning staff
report of 7/29 that the Masters College Master Plan will not implement any changes to
the configuration of the existing portion of Dockweiler Drive. It is imperative that the
Master Plan be amended to include this declaration, as well as to remove any mention of
widening or re-striping, as they are not part of this plan or project.

The designation of Dockweiler Drive as a ‘secondary artery’ continues to be disturbing;
Dockweiler Drive does not have any of the characteristics found in the rest of the
secondary arteries in Santa Clarita: it is to narrow (64 feet), the homes are too close to the
curb (15 feet) and face the street, children cross it to walk to school, etc. Dockweiler
Drive is a residential street and has been for 18 years, regardless of what appears on any
planning map, and the failure of the City to accept the reality of the nature of our
neighborhood street is a continuing source of concern to the residents of our
neighborhood.

Safety is our paramount concern, and we are discussing critical additions to Dockweiler
Drive, such as stop signs and cross-walks, with the City traffic department. These
improvements are particularly important because of the additional traffic generated by
this project, and it is imperative that the City follow through on ensuring the safety of -
Dockweiler Drive residents. ’

Noise, particularly construction noise from the project site, is not adequately mitigated in
the Environmental Impact Report. Merely stating that excessive noise is ‘unavoidable’
should not relieve the City or the college of their responsibility to make sure that the
quality of life for residents of Dockweiler Drive and Deputy Jake Drive is not impacted.

We are also concerned by the issues being raised by our ﬁeighbors on Deputy Jake Drive,
which they will discuss at the hearing tonight.

‘We stand together with our neighbors and cannot regard this project as acceptable until .
all of our issues have been successfully mitigated.
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POSITION STATEMENT
Masters College Master Plan
Presented by Valencia Vista Residents — 7/29/08

Safety, traffic, noise and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive with respect to the Masters College project, and we wish to once again
state to the Planning Commission that any approved project must preserve the quality of
life of the existing neighborhood of Dockweiler Drive.

We are encouraged by the statement, both in the hearing on 7/1 and in the Planning staff
report of 7/29 that the Masters College Master Plan will not implement any changes to
the configuration of the existing portion of Dockweiler Drive. It is imperative that the
Master Plan be amended to include this declaration, as well as to remove any mention of
widening or re-striping, as they are not part of this plan or project.

The designation of Dockweiler Drive as a “secondary artery’ continues to be disturbing;
Dockweiler Drive does not have any of the characteristics found in the rest of the
secondary arteries in Santa Clarita: it is to narrow (64 feet), the homes are too close to the
curb (15 feet) and face the street, children cross it to walk to school, etc. Dockweiler
Drive is a residential street and has been for 18 years, regardless of what appears on any
planning map, and the failure of the City to accept the reality of the nature of our
neighborhood street is a continuing source of concern to the residents of our
neighborhood.

Safety is our paramount concern, and we are discussing critical additions to Dockweiler
Drive, such as stop signs and cross-walks, with the City traffic department. These
improvements are particularly important because of the additional traffic generated by
this project, and it is imperative that the City follow through on ensuring the safety of
Dockweiler Drive residents.

Noise, particularly construction noise from the project site, is not adequately mitigated in
the Environmental Impact Report. Merely stating that excessive noise is ‘unavoidable’
should not relieve the City or the college of their responsibility to make sure that the
quality of life for residents of Dockweiler Drive and Deputy Jake Drive is not impacted.

We are also concerned by the issues being raised by our neighbors on Deputy Jake Drive,
which they will discuss at the hearing tonight. .

We stand together with our neighbors and cannot regard this project as acceptable until
all of our issues have been successfully mitigated.
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City of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: 7 /Z 7//(9 Agenda item number: #/
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: W )d J M -if co N4 é% E”

Please check one: O Support Recommendation )ﬁ‘\ Oppose Recommendation 3 Neutral

Name:, /Oﬂ///ﬂ féﬂ/ﬂ 7_
Street Address: Zg‘/ 7 7%/{7 #é:ﬂ/ /ﬂ [ City: /W é’ﬂ/ﬁL/ﬁ /(
Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): '-(é‘Z: W M 6?

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

' " | DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.
Representing: Tﬁ[ / WMJ l/{{ﬂ yols C Signature: / f J é?é;

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Clty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA ’ Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: :TUJ\'I 29{ Q/O(’)g Agt;.nda item number: ‘

Agenda title or subject to be addressed: A { \ ) N

Please check one: §¢ Support Recommendation O Oppose Recommendation )‘3{ Neutral

Name: Rhﬁ‘ﬂd(h . Ri KKJ‘ ! Kj'rﬂhn@/
Street Address: LI'LILLtB \/Qﬂi M OYO?‘:ZDS City: T\I@D‘ﬂ&u q 32]
Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): / &QP, QJH'f ¢ ho A\

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE ANB

Representing: \)Q_/\ M)C/lou \/{S+a HDH Signature:

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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POSITION STATEMENT
Masters College Master Plan
Presented by Valencia Vista Residents — 7/29/08

Safety, traffic, noise and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive with respect to the Masters College project, and we wish to once again
state to the Planning Commission that any approved project must preserve the quality of
life of the existing neighborhood of Dockweiler Drive.

We are encouraged by the statement, both in the hearing on 7/1 and in the Planning staff
report of 7/29 that the Masters College Master Plan will not implement any changes to
the configuration of the existing portion of Dockweiler Drive. It is imperative that the
Master Plan be amended to include this declaration, as well as to remove any mention of
widening or re-striping, as they are not part of this plan or project.

The designation of Dockweiler Drive as a ‘secondary artery” continues to be disturbing;
Dockweiler Drive does not have any of the characteristics found in the rest of the
secondary arteries in Santa Clarita: it is too narrow (64 feet), the homes are too close to
the curb (15 feet) and face the street, children cross it to walk to school, ete. Dockweiler
Drive is a residential street and has been for 18 years, regardless of what appears on any
planning map, and the failure of the City to accept the reality of the nature of our
neighborhood street is a continuing source of concern to the residents of our
neighborhood.

Safety is our paramount concern, and we are discussing critical additions to Dockweiler
Drive, such as stop signs and cross-walks, with the City traffic department. These
improvements are particularly important because of the additional traffic generated by
this project, and it is imperative that the City follow through on ensuring the safety of
Dockweiler Drive residents.

Noise, particularly construction noise from the project site, is not adequately mitigated in
the Environmental Fmpact Report. Merely stating that excessive noise is “unavoidable’
should not relieve the City or the college of their responsijbility to make sure that the
quality of life for residents of Dockweiler Drive and Deputy Jake Drive is not impacted.

We are also concerned by the issues being raised by our neighbors on Deputy Jake Drive,
which they will discuss at the hearing tonight.

We stand together with our nei_ghbors and cannot regard this project as acceptable until
all of our issues have been successfully mitigated.
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Ownership Issues concerning the Draft Environmental
Impact Report to Hidden Knoll HOA from the Master’s
College Proposed Development. '

Presented by David Sloat
Hidden Knoll Homeowner
24199 Matthew Place
(at the corner of Matthew Place and Deputy Jake Drive)

e Ownership Issues: Ownership to the land immediately
abutting the Hidden Knoll development changed hands
9/11/2007, from Ramiro & Gladys Castel to Master’s College

- and Seminary, via a grant deed for an undisclosed amount.
APN 2833-014-015 is shown on the County tax roll as being
owned by Master’s College which encompasses our slopes. I
contend that the portion of land abutting to Hidden Knoll is -
HOA owned land and has been for the past 5+ years when
control was turned over from the developer, DR Horton, to
the HOA. The Hidden Knoll HOA has maintained these
slopes at a cost of thousands of dollars per year. It is
inconceivable that our project could have been built without
giving ownership . and maintenance responsibility to the
HOA. A myriad of city, county and state regulatory agencies
would have required adequate development of these hillside
slopes with responsible maintenance, including set backs for
fire breaks, grading and engineering for adequate drainage
and erosion control, green belt enhancement with required
landscaping and maintenance, and development buffers.
Among others, these agencies include the CA Department of
Real Estate which would never have issued a White Slip for
the developer to sell the units as a CID (Common Interest
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Development) without guaranteeing that fractional, common
interests be safeguarded. '
Encroachment: The proposed development plans will build
within 10 feet of our existing fences. The encroachment upon
our common area is unacceptable. The plan as proposed
would build on our common owned land which we maintain
and is intended to provide a buffer as well as environmental
protection from fire danger, erosion, and damage to the
stability of these slopes.

View Amenity: Our views will be affected. I bought my
house for the view. I can see the Tehachapi Mountains, the
Santa Susana’s, Magic Mountain, Stevenson Ranch,
Newhall, and Valencia, which encompasses a good portion of
the SCV. I will suffer a diminution in value from the loss of
these HOA lands which serve as a buffer and protection for
my view.

Slopes: As noted in the submitted Geotechnical Report our
slopes are unstable due to sandy soil and inadequate
landscaping to help stabilize the slopes. To further develop
above and below these slopes would only exacerbate the
ongoing erosion and slope instability and would endanger our
homes.

Drainage: Any additional grading will affect the poorly
engineered slopes around our development. The existing
drainage is already inadequate, resulting in some extreme
erosion in places, and any additional run-off, from new
streets above and below, will only increase our existing
erosion problems.

Side Yards: Both Gary Correa and I will loose our side
yards. What is to become of our landscaping, sprinkler
systems, and land ownership?

The submitted DEIR has not addressed land ownership,
encroachment, loss of value, or the stability of our slopes:
These ownership and encroachment issues must be addressed
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before this project can continue. Ownership of these slopes
must be addressed since you can’t build on land you don’t
own and you can’t install sprinklers, water and electrical
service, and landscaping, and maintain property that you
don’t own. I contend that Master’s College proposes to
encroach upon our HOA land. I will not allow them to take
our land. Also, the immediate environmental impact due to
engineering and soil stability issues must be addressed. The
impact to our development and our environmental security is
at stake.
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RealQuest.com ® - Report Page1of'1
Property Detail Report . T
For Property Located At Rea'QHEStKCﬂm
,CA

Owner Information: .
Owner Name: MASTERS COLLEGE & SEMINARY
Mailing Address: 21726 PLACERITA CANYON RD, SANTA CLARITA CA 91321-1235 C014
Phone Number: (818) 367-6193 Vesting Codes: 1/1CO
Location Information:
Legal Description: ST JOHN SUB LOT COM AT MOST N COR OF LOT 39 TH N 58\46" W 449 FT
TH N 74\54' W TO A LINE PARALLEL WITH AND DIST NE AT RIA 125 FT
FROM A LINE WHICH BEARS S 35125'33" E FROM A PT N 74\54' W
County: LOS ANGELES, CA APN: 2833-014-015
Census Tract/Block: [/ Alternate APN:
Township-Range-Sect: Subdivision: ST JOHN
Legal Book/Page: Map Reference: 127-E4 | 4641-B1
Legal Lot: 41 Tract #:
Legal Block: School District: VALLIAM S HART
Market Area: Munic/Township:
Neighbor Code:
Owner Transfer Information: )
Recording/Sale Date: 09/11/2007 / 08/31/2007 Deed Type: GRANT DEED
Sale Price: 1st Mtg Document #: .
Document #: 2094556
Last Market Sale Information:
Recording/Sale Date:  10/17/2002 / 08/28/2002 1st Mitg Amount/Type: $226,446 / FHA
Sale Price: $230,000 1st Mtg Int. Rate/Type: | FIXED
Sale Type: FULL 1st Mtg Document #: 2438701
Document #: 2438700 2nd Mtg Amount/Type: )
- Deed Type: GRANT DEED 2nd Mtg Int. Rate/Type: )
Transfer Document #: Price Per SqgFt:
New Construction: Muiti/Split Sale: MULTIPLE
Title Company: FIDELITY TITLE
Lender: INTERNATIONAL HM CAP CORP
Seller Name: CASTEL RAMIRO & GLADYS A
Prior Sale Information:
Prior Rec/Sale Date: 05/20/1987 | 05/1887 Prior Lender:
Prior Sale Price: $625,000 Prior 1st Mtg Amt/Type: !
Prior Doc Number: 793027 Prior 1st Mig Rate/Type: 1
Prior Deed Type: GRANT DEED
Property Characteristics:
Gross Area: Parking Type: Construction:
Living Area: Garage Area: Heat Type:
Tot Adj Area: Garage Capacity: Exterior wall:
Above Grade: Parking Spaces: Porch Type:
Total Rooms: Basement Area: Patio Type:
Bedrooms: Finish Bsmnt Area: Pool:
Bath(F/H): I Basement Type: Air Cond:
Year Built / Eff: 1 Roof Type: Style:
Fireplace: I Foundation: Quality:
# of Storles: Roof Material: Condition:
Other Improvements:
Site Information:
) LCA11- VACANT
Zoning: A120000* Acres: 23.64 County Use: RESIDENTIAL
{010V)
Flood Zone: Lot Area: 1,029,758 State Use:
Flood Panel: Lot Widih/Depth: X Site Influence:
Flood Panel! Date: Res/Comm Units:  / Sewer Type:
Land Use: Eg?lDENTIAL Water Type:
Tax Information:
Total Value: $330,985 Assessed Year: 2007 Property Tax:  $671.23
Land Value: $330,985 Improve %: Tax Area: 219
Improvement Value: Tax Year: 2007 Tax Exemption: MISC
Total Taxable Value: .

http://www realquest.com/jsp/report.jsp? &client=&action=confirm&type=getreport&recor... 7/28/2008

PCM1-92

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.020

The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
October 2008



Czty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA ‘ Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the ofﬁmal proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Mesting date: O.:" ‘ Qq , Og . Agenda item number:

Agenda title or subject to be addressed: ™og¥es 's @J@C“ CO\\eq < \‘ﬁeJAe-r (}) (Qh g \Q
Please check one: 0 Support Recommenda’tion Q/’Z)pgose Recommendation O Neutral

Name: %o Adw &&mmgx QQ@*\

Street Address: T otkhen Q \ace Clty: — Cax e ¢ \0\':: da

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): De Eor Q-\ o /Ruz,u_ will ke
S«%e&% “ssus, oxnd  Nue Wil e svd hotse "'JPO\\ o

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT. .

. . . —-

Representing: Q&A TS Signature: (’?'/&/Aﬁfi"':
\ \ X v

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Clty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Pianning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.) .

Meeting date: ¢ q’ / ’L’Ci / J? Agenda item number:
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: ’Y"\Q_ Mal MA C,o\te%L M h fl&"‘\ g \R\

Please check one: Q Support Recommendaﬂon E/Oppose Recommendation 0 Neutral

Name: P a1y M&\’\M’\ Qe

Street Address;_2M L R L Madkthes €lece iy S A Clare }’z\

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): ‘Vf\%\g m@}% ‘DM ﬁ%@m ’bW»&‘JC;
CondBoms an DepudJake, , Corrding &a—%\-\q emad B Qualily

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments QoL ey <-
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: S“*:Pr‘\—hwt QNC’QLMCL\'\M’I Signature: ﬁ]/\@-kh—%’\

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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City Of Planning Commission
SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commisslon Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: 2~ 2%~ €& Agenda item number: __£

o P .
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: ___##4 S5 Cprr 6L A sTrr— S

Please check one: 3 Support Recommendation 1 Oppose Recommendation D Neutral

Name:_ 20N i Brepn 7t Iféfméﬁﬂ"’/bu/a«f—(

Streot Address:_ 21 G shhins Do G207 203 City: _ Awnippic—

Written Comment (Use other side-if necessary): _Z— AvE A0 /Roftrn wmit THE ColeESE

ExPartvas, THER. Gumpox, T= DD e g Arofecr] wAnd LiDoniel =7

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: _ #22ENCiA VT STH i Signature: %\_——————

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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(written comment continued)

Lrccblresd DL,  THIS (S & FRmey pNELHEOE0D pre CADEMG

THE STNEET wWite (HAGTE  THAFFIS  frr2 AOISE  Angd IFE FRFENT Il
7

£o7F oF
o MoSE pecs EnTS (A7 ioagr [ AT Ty TMET L o) oF ), " Cttiearnet

Lt (0 THS RSy |, Ane CrosSs NME SPREEST 7D o > THE ARREy
LLEMGTHNT  SPtfool. .  SPecdot e SBSERAED [SSitgecy pavns
Dot E&l. S (7 (S — (T wveed orpy EF7 (orts & g7 THE

STREET™ ;S MAPE (2T A RN CorwEcyeR , AP7 7P agsazg7on”
Ruopind, 7 PERcE Ao SPFETY OF 7ME NE/ExBogpo ob . P

il OCEHTT PES [flee EpolEeiBrs FHIS D STAHY 4 QueEF ATTEHBoR—
: Ao p.

Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Clerk’s Office,
A “lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective
-or appointed official, any officer or employee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose
of influencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicating to the Gity during the course of their employment, an individual communicating
on behalf of a group or organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.
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City of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in fieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: _ 7~22 - 05 Agenda item number: # [

Agenda title or subject to be addressed: Masrers Coueet lM.dé—réR, B.NJ

Please check one: O Support Recommendation ¥ Oppose Recommendation O Neutral
Name:_Jeze) MIAKistIMa

L e Lw P20/ o, K
Street Address: 299/ T Léornry Ipee LK City: _ ELHALL

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): /{./0/5 £ ,Zl &b A (R jDD LeITI 0 ﬁ OLICERLIS ,Z}PF /(/ar‘

Tarovew e Apppecced , Teortic Covcerws Pre Nor  TZusey Feeseured

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: Signature:

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

s +£7

Clty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commissjon Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: T'z? ﬂ ﬁ Agenda item number: /
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: W{W S &&W = /%/45/% p&ﬁ/‘/

Please check one: 0 _Support Recommendation /M Oppose Recommendation 0O Neutral

Neme:__/VIAR K / Jwet

Street Address: 244/ Z Z@Nﬂﬁb 7—;’5 é/’V %LCity /(/ 2l el i P

Written Comment {Use other side if necessary): j oI55 7///5 /’M/t./ ShFLY SN THE LunssrFIeATIN
IF DOtlweET . [DEIVE A5 A Q?Mlt/bﬁ/éyﬁ%%#&/ L7 I35 A NEITHBN DD STREY

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments L_;s
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: Signature:

Q Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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(written comment continued) SieiEICoTE
-

: ¢ }
h/ﬂy Surper 77#» (1 Hieptey  To Ae Poccvrion For THE Yeres Jr Gopsrever s

Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Clerk’s Office.
A “lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective
“or appointed official, any officer or employee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose
of influencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicating to the City during the course of their employment, an individual communicating
on behalf of a group or organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.

(written comment continued)

THERE TS STUPLY [y~ ENOVEH RIGHY -OF -ty THlpres) 7HE VIS7AS
Loust ONTTY Foe A setonbly AETEmil , DEKwelzed BELyE Tremes
YHE UBIFS [oMMYNITY PIES MIT HMEET THE KERVIRGIENTS
_NEMEARY 2R A SECONMARY ARTESIA L.

Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Clerk’s Office.
A “lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective
-or appointed official, any officer or empioyee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose
of influencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicating to the City during the course of their employment, an individual communicating
on behalf of a group or organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.
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Planning Commission

Written Comment Card

i i ] ion, in li i d turn it in to the
Please complete this form to register your written comments to the P[annlng Commlsston,. in lieu of sps'eaklng, an !
Planning Cgmmission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: q‘ 2‘9)06 - Agenda ltem number: l
' WASTRES o e6e MasTEr. DL sl

Agenda title or subject to be addr d:
)&/ Oppose Recommendation X Neutral

Please check one; QO Support Recommendation

Name:__ £ RENPA WKARIDDUL
stsetacresss_ Y LEDNAZD TLEE Wiy, NEAS WAt L

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): PAMALY T A CONCURNED W T
AN oe NEH EDZMDID BT INTD e MASDHZ THCOWGHWRAY >

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Signature:

Representing:

[} F;‘Iease check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

City of Planning Commission
SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: _ 7/~29-0% Agenda item number: !

Agenda title or subject to be addressed: W\%‘?Ms Co ” ('jje, Constrooh ™
Please check one: % Support Recommendation O Oppose Recommendation O Neutral

Name: h) 154} SO\) Ke
Street Address:_2 | §R & Plagerwa C}/n RD Gity: _ AMewhal/]

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): ’ﬂms shevid he Padéed ac i will Les; S

dheteafic and matee $he Comm unty Cafer  and pove ;{\L@ﬁ_(l‘hj Jo e e (a

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

. | DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND GZVF‘{,R\E? 57
Representing: Signature: = . )

d

0 Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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(written comment continued)

T NG uhl e srees Lihe 4 PN koné Dodd eI ER
T/ LONCENED W Tk SheeTY. et SPERS Wil INCReNsE

A2 JOBRTS AND T8 (255 OF (UFE., T ASp M CONCEegtn
A NO)SEZA/MDK‘MVOQ/ oOLLCTIN “FTHE oS OF NAVEAT. LAD/
Py, WIDENING DDUCNg 28— D INCLRERSIA G TERATE Co
NEED 1o 2 [(oKED AT (AREFULY TD (NSUEE. s

BTV fol PLEASKI NS oF o0 NELHBSRAED.

AN YD) PR VERNG APOUT WY ConNce? \S -

o
WL o) 4if) TLATAL (AG#TS T PO %jz/ﬂ/fﬁ
R eAinS . e WD e see0 umt gE7 &

Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Glerk’s Office.
A “lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective
-or appointed official, any officer or employee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose
of influencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicating to the City during the course of their employment, an individual communicating
on behalf of a group or organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.
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Clt)/ Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments 1o the Planning Commission; in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: Qrbu@q 07 ? 40?’() Agenda itern number:
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: / ié m M é"eé’% (P W P/ﬂ/w W Jmﬁ&d
Please check one: i Support Recommendation O Oppose Recommendatlon ] Neutral

Namer_ Claire. Blachiwe(

strest Adaress._ 2.3 PR Sarcla e, City: _ Sante Clarila

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): Q/ W »@fv Ny loeo &'«4{&70 Wpodiv Plar

20 Ack weited . The Mlusher’s &//ege, ‘3 ﬂozéresloons/'/,/p, for parking aeeds within other »

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: sel £ ] Signature: AM&W,/

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

City of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA ‘ Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: 7 Z? 0 8/ - Agenda ftem number:

Agenda title or subject to be addressed: ﬂ 4 M‘f §7l@ ¢S5 / / / fG\(’ MG}%OV (P/ aa

Please che one. ﬁ Support Recommendation 0 Oppose Recommendation Q0 Neutral

Name: u)a i ﬂ;?oo/xf e //7

Street Address: 15927 S “ YG@Q LEX % Sity: _ /G« [ Car /> CA ?/ 353’

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): jj’s Llodw be MM + }44+ 5‘7LV~M7L IS o4 ?T 2 |aues
quF fCaw bear v W Tue //er 1007, —C/uos‘h(s+ /b leeetly hvaSic s2 /%555;4,;

The Planning Commlssmn requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE ANDﬁRRECT

Representing: 5 e [Q Signature:

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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(written comment continued)

pesiclentiz| aress.

Aftion frete of 5Y Comdominiums /s nof'sz‘?nfﬁcmg{— when an outlet onthe otherend is als>
. pmv!c(eel, Speed bumps ean hel\lp alse
“The ch?)t‘ne has very I:T\‘fee,/umjb in overal( }é;‘c:]—ur‘&.

Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Clerk’s Office.
A “lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective
-or appointed official, any officer or employee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose
of influencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicating to the City during the course of their employment, an individual communicating
on behalf of a group or organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.

(written comment continued)

Very bCVl}‘kf[}/%aV’/ Dockwielr woold noed move Hha 2 lanes uytf
7L40€S 7’/6v0t/q(4 B quu . ﬂara«»/ ﬁq?q}c Bepe IS Xe?%fm/lmo/
bqf‘%ﬁé Crt % o?ecBJZQM B cegbor connee] B [-qoﬂgv The //(c:sfew
‘/d/!m (wﬂir%u?%m g2 ﬁ&'ﬂgc S /ksa’%af-gaaf Eyew Cc, [ ). 7c0 S%Jalé‘
Aac@ Cars, //a/éro/} “/fw/ dou 71) mostolthem pavly Hooi- cakS_gu (ompes zud
Mm/w %YJV(Q %Cméﬁ’lca%a&/fﬁh %qu&S\ ,
/mﬁg‘c Uy // ﬁo%oQ/VtﬁV%—ﬂVM ﬁaol&wzQ 7; 1966%79/ Jawéc /\L
Yo P“fSPC?Cf [)uwo; on Depb?(x JWLC

Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Clerk’s Office.
A “lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective
-or appointed official, any officer or employee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose
of influencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicating to the City during-the course of their employment, an individual communicating
on behalf of a group or organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.
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City of . | - | ]

Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: e ;q o % Agenda item number: 07 = QO\
' MASTEN s CotlEow
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: ____MASTER PLAW

Please check one: O Support Recommendation 3 Oppose Recommendation \A Neutral

Name: O Z\NE CTLCD Nz Reez
AHUEO LEGNARD TREE :
Street Address:__LONE ¥ 263 city: _NEWRML en  #N\ 32

)

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): &x* L TRWVEFEFL | ] LN

Remloemime NEBHRORWEOD, AND Nows e Bk M PRIMBRY

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: Signature:

Q Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Clty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments fo the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

—
Meeting date: \)UL." &ql 2088 Agenda item number:
{
Agenda title or subject to be addressed:_mwe MTEE_ & Lfrs)
Please check one: 0O Support Recommendation 0O Oppose Recommendation B/Neutral

’
Name: //?Eldﬁﬁ %Luﬂﬂ
Street Address: &ZSSE Mm Q‘Q % City: _u&JM-LA- s

-

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): ] ). T cros& ] 3#/ S7EET EIRMLE

/P wh 7] ot /120, S #o FRUBTE A 0U4Y

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING 1S TRUE AND CORRECT.

g% ’ % Z z g
Representing: Signature: &%

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).
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(written comment continued)

OONRERWS = THCRE ARE CORREWTLH HNO %mewmwﬁf G ROSS ynlks
ON DOCELSELLER. DRUSE % EVYPBKDWeG  DoticELSN ,; T

| REUGOE  LOILL LOLSER THE CORRENT STRNDARD o

LiFe (N Tue WEIGHBOR LoD (HRIEW 1S PRIMARILY

RESIDSUTLAL

/
N/
/\
[\
—~

i
Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Clerk's Office.
A “lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective

“or appointed official, any officer or employee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose
of influencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicating to the City during the course of their employment, an individual communicating
on behalf of a group or organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.

(written cormment continued)

Mistee's Ran) 1S wokkdles— THE 7S PLavs fyylis me  CowcseniS

Lobbyist Registration: Under § 7.03.010 of the Santa Clarita Municipal Code, lobbyists are required to register with the City Clerk’s Office.
A "lobbyist” means any individual or entity employed, retained or otherwise engaged for compensation to communicate with any elective
‘or appointed official, any officer or employee or any task force, committee, board, commission, or other body of the City for the purpose

- of influencing any legislative or administrative action.

A regular employee of an organization, communicating to the City during the course of their employment, an individual communicating
on behalf of a group cr organization and not receiving compensation for such action, or an individual communicating on their own behalf
would NOT be considered a lobbyist.
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City Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA ' Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Plannihg Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: ? '3’9'/ @!g) Agenda item number:
Dock wel 1ER M&v«)

@ease check one: 0O Support Recommendation 3 Oppose Recommendation T Neutral
a

me: @ff%?/]\) W S’ S
Street Address: QJ#’/ M (/ MJ"@ D éL ‘7RD City: 5 M @LM&H/A
Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): gm OO R(r R\J DEE A.,IIJ £ ﬂ#fﬁt\/,érh' Vf

Agenda title or subject to be addressed:

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Representing: - Signature: /Q’a‘-d md""“—)

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Czty Of Planning Commission

SANTA CLARITA | Written Comment Card

Please complete this form to register your written comments to the Planning Commission, in lieu of speaking, and turn it in to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Your written comments will be considered part of the official proceedings. (Please print clearly.)

Meeting date: 1-24-08 i Agenda item number:
Agenda title or subject to be addressed: Nassiers C{YVLQ%I_/ fnoster flan
Please check one: O Support Recommendation E!/Oppose Recommendation L Neutral
Name: @&(M&L— 6\})"&9‘{/ .
— # -
Street Adcress:_4227] 1oumper 0. Y201 oty _(\anael

Written Comment (Use other side if necessary): _( AM/MW\CA

The Planning Commission requires that persons registering written comments
who represent other individuals, groups or organizations disclose that relationship.

| DECLARE THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND GORRECT.

Signature:{ ﬁr‘"
LA

O Please check here if you are a registered lobbyist with the City of Santa Clarita (see back of card for more information).

Representing:
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POSITION STATEMENT
Masters College Master Plan
Presented by Valencia Vista Residents — 7/29/08

Safety, traffic, noise and parking remain the primary concerns of the residents of
Dockweiler Drive with respect to the Masters College project, and we wish to once again
state to the Planning Commission that any approved project must preserve the quality of
life of the existing neighborhood of Dockweiler Drive.

We are encouraged by the statement, both in the hearing on 7/1 and in the Planning staff
report of 7/29 that the Masters College Master Plan will not implement any changes to
the configuration of the existing portion of Dockweiler Drive. It is imperative that the
Master Plan be amended to include this declaration, as well as to remove any mention of
widening or re-stnpmg, as they are not part of thls plan-or prOJect

The designation of Dockweﬂer Drive as a secondary artery contmues to be disturbing;
Dockweiler Drive does not have any of the characteristics found in the rest of the
secondary arteries in Santa Clarita: it is to narrow (64 feet), the homes are too close to the
curb (15 feet) and face the street, children cross it to walk to school, etc. Dockweiler
Drive is a residential street and has been for 18 years, regardless of what appears on any
planning map, and the failure of the City to accept the reality of the nature of our
neighborhood street is a continuing source of concern to the residents of our
neighborhood.

Safety is our paramount concern, and we are discussing critical additions to Dockweiler
Drive, such as stop signs and cross-walks, with the City traffic department. These
improvements are particularly important because of the additional traffic generated by
this project, and it is imperative that the City follow through on ensuring the safety of
Dockweiler Drive residents.

Noise, particularly construction noise from the project site, is not adequately mitigated in
the Environmental Impact Report. Merely stating that excessive noise is ‘unavoidable’
should not relieve the City or the college of their responsibility to make sure that the

‘quality of life for residents of Dockweiler Drive and Deputy Jake Drive is not impacted.

We are also concerned by the issues being raised by our neighbors on Deputy Jake Drive,

- which they will discuss at the hearing tonight.

- We stand together with our neighbors and cannot regard this project as acceptable unnl

all of our issues have been successfully mitigated.
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LORDON

MANAGEMENT CO.

DIVISION OF LORDON ENTERPRISES, INC.

RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL MANAGEMENT

AN (W]
i

May 12, 2006

D.R. Horton
4100 Guardian Street, Ste 100
Simi Valley, Ca. 93063

RE: Hidden Knoll HOA- Common Slope Erosion

Dear Karen Simondet:

Enclosed you will find a copy of the American Geotechnical report on the common area
slopes for the above-referenced association regarding erosion and surficial failures. We
ask that you please review the report and provide a written response to the Hidden Knoll
HOA Board of Directors with your written comments within 10 days of the date of this
letter. The Board of Directors expects that DR Horton take the appropriate actions
necessary to in order to remedy the problems as noted in the report.

The Board, feels as the developer of this community, D.R. Horton should be held
accountable for the failures and anticipates that D.R. Horton will assume sole responsible
for all costs, pertaining to the true fix and repairs to the common area slopes.
Furthermore, the Board of Directors is extremely concerned that, with the inclement
weather, there will be further erosion to the slopes.

If you should have any questions please contact me at 818-707-0200 ext. 2006 Monday
through Friday 8:30 a.m. to 12:30 p.m. '

Respectfully,
2 m&dd%v
Frances Marquez

Community Manager For
Hidden Knoll HOA :

Enclosure: Geotechnical Report
Cc: HOA file
Board of Directors

1275 CENTER COURT DRIVE 17772 E. 17TH ST, STE. 204 31416 AGOURA RD., STE. 105
COVINA, CA 91724 » (626) 967-7921 TUSTIN, CA 92780 » (714) 505-1444 WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA 91361 * (818) 707-0200
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23929 W VALENCIA BLAD.. STE. 411
VALENCIA, CA 91355
TELEPHONE 16Gh 287-9994
FACSIMILE 18181 §84-1087

RGB

RAPKIN GITLIN
BEAUMONT

AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS INCLUDING A PROFESSIONAL CORMORATION

21650 OXNARD STREET. SUTE 1620
WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91367
TELEPHONE (8181 884-9998

FACSIMILE (818) 8§84-1087

1299 OCEAN AME., STE. 900
SANTA MONICA, CA 90101
TELEPHONE 3101 656-7880
FACSIMILE 13101 656-7583

LAWOFFICE@RGBLAWYERS.COM
WWW.RCBLAWYERS.COM

REPLY TO

Woodland Hills File No.: 3609

June 5, 2008
VIA FACSIMILE ((818-707-0200) & U S. FIRST CLASS MAIL

Board of Directors

HIDDEN KNOLLS HOMEOWNERS ASSN.
c/o Lordon Management

31416 Agoura Road, Suite 105

Westlake Village, CA 91361

Attn: Rita Cornelius

RE: HIDDEN KNOLLS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

Dear Board of Directors:

The purpose of this letter is to discuss the issues the Association is experiencing with
various common area slopes.

I am in receipt of a collection of documents forwarded to me, including an American
Geotechnical Report dated February 17, 2008, and various maps. It appears that the Association
is experiencing failures within several common area siopes.

Before | begin any work on this matter | would like to confirm that you would like me to
review the documents provided to me and to provide you with the Association’s legal options. To
that end, | would analyze the Association’s governing documents, including its recorded
Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions ("CC&Rs"), as well as the American Geotechnical report
and various maps. | would further provide you with a list of the Association’s legal options
including a list identifying any further work needed to fully evaluate this matter and/or an evaluation
of the Association's case, if any.

Please review this letter and contact me to discuss this matter further.

Very truly yours,

RAPKIN GITLI

JAB:cb

F*WPR\E - H\Hidden Knolls HOA - #360912005 Correspondencell-Board 060605- re evaluatior: proposat for slope failure wpd
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Bl American Geotechnical, Inc.

Protecting Your Future

February 17, 2006 File No. 5085.01

31416 Agoura Road, Suite 105
Westlake Village, CA 91361

Hidden Knoll Homeowners Association ()
c/o Lordon Management O/o

Attention: Ms. Jamie McGinnis

Subject: LIMITED REVIEW
Hidden Knoll Homeowner’s Association
Santa Clarita, California

Dear Ms. McGinnis:

At your request, American Geotechnical performed a limited visual review of the common area slopes
maintained by the homeowner’s association. The purpose of this review was to document the site
conditions with regard to the reported slope erosion and surficial failures as well as other geotechnically-
related problems. The scope of our work included observation and photo documentation of the site
conditions, and preparation of this report. Subsurface investigation and laboratory testing were outside
the scope of this investigation. Photographs along with the associated descriptive field notes taken at the
time of our review are included at the back of this report for reference.

Our review of the site was performed on January 25, 2006. Mr. Robert Mooney from SLM Services, Inc.
who provides landscape maintenance services for the association, was present during our review. Our
findings are summarized below.

SLOPE BEHIND LOTS 50 & 51

The common area slope behind Lots 50 and 51 is approximately 50 feet high and ascends northerly at an
approximate slope ratio of 2:1 (horizontal to vertical). Our review indicated surficial erosional features
throughout the slope face. The depth of the erosional gullies formed on the slope face is up to one foot
deep. Our examination indicated that the surface soil in the slope area generally consists of silty sand to
sandy materials. Our review also indicated that most of the slope surface has a bare soil condition
without any vegetation. The existing jute netting on the slope face was found to be torn apart at several
locations.

It is evident that the existing surficial erosion on the slope occurred as the result of surface water runoff
from previous rains. In our opinion, the contributing factors for the slope erosion are the lack of
vegetation on the slope and the generally sandy nature of the site soil. .The existing jute netting has been
damaged at severa) areas and is not adequate to prevent erosion. It is our recommendation that the
existing erosional gullies be infilled with native soil followed with proper compaction. Prior to infilling;
the existing loose surficial soil is to be removed and recompacted. Following this, an erosion control grid
should be placed on the slope surface and the slope area should be planted with adequate vegetation. We
suggest a synthetic erosion control grid (e.g., Contech Turf Reinforcement Mat) for long-term
performance. The grid should be adequately pinned to the slope surface by utilizing galvanized anchor
pins spaced not more than a four-foot spacing in two directions.

22725 Old Canal Road, Yorba Linda, CA 92887 » (714) 685-3900 * FAX (714) 685-3909
5600 Spring Mountain Road, Suite 201, Las Vegas, NV 89146 » (702) 562-5046 » FAX (702) 562-2457
5764 Pacific Center Blvd., Suite 112, San Diego, CA 92121 » (858) 450-4040 » FAX (858) 457-0814
712 Fifth Street, Suite #B, Davis, CA 95616 » (530) 758-2088 « FAX (530) 758-3288
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File No. 5085.01 Il American Geotechnical, Inc.
February 17, 2006
Page 2

BEHIND LOT 6
Within a relatively level area behind Lot 6, an approximately 5 foot deep and 30 to 36 inches in diameter
hole was observed on the ground. This open hole appears to be from previous soil borings performed by

others. We recommend that this hole be properly backfilled with the native soil.

TOP OF THE SLOPE AREA BEHIND LOTS 7-15

The top of the slope area behind the property line fences for Lots 7 through 15 was reviewed. At some
locations, the dirt along the top of the slope appears to be locally settled and tilting slightly toward the
slope. These factors appear to be from slope creep and localized settlement. Behind Lots 8 and 9,
relatively loose soil conditions were noted along the top of the slope. The loose soil in this area appears
to be the excesses material improperly disposed of by others on the slope area. An approximately 3/16-
inch wide ground crack was also noted behind the fence for Lot 8. This cracking appears to occur within
the loose soil. :

In our opinion, the above discussed features are minor in nature and do not have any significant impact on
the site improvements. We recommend at this time that the top of the slope area be monitored for any
future problems. If desired, all the existing loose soil near the top-of the slope area may be removed to

the contact with the original ground and be properly disposed of. Continued minor settlement and erosion
of the loose material is likely if this loose material is not removed.

SLOPE AREA BEHIND LOTS 16 & 38

Our review indicated three separate surficial slope failures behind Lots 16 and 38. Two of these failures
are located on the southeasterly descending slope located behind Lot 16. These failures are about 210 3
feet deep located just below the top of the slope and within the upper 15 to 20 feet of the slope area.

The third failure is located just below the middle terrace drain on the southeasterly descending slope near
Lot 38. The affected area covers about a 15-foot high and 30-foot wide slope area. The depth of the
failure appears to be about 2 to 3 feet. The failure mass was found to have slid down into an existing
terrace drain below. We recommend that the debris collected within this terrace drain be cleaned for
proper water flow in the terrace drain.

All of the above-mentioned slope failures are located offsite and away from any residential properties.
These failures have occurred within the top surface materials and could be classified as surficial slump.
Surficial slumps occur when the slopes have been exposed to prolonged heavy rainfall and/or other
moisture introduction which serves to saturate the slope and initiate seepage. The strength of the soil is
greatly reduced in response to the saturation and seepage. Based on our site review, the. surface soil
within the development consists of sandy material that is prone to surficial instability.

Specific recommendations for the slope repair are outside the scope of the current consulting. A
geotechnical investigation to evaluate the surficial stability of the slopes is necessary prior to providing
detailed recommendations for remedial slope repairs, However, repair options available to treat the
surficial slope failures at the site are discussed below for general information.
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File No. 5085.01 Il American Geotechnical, Inc.

February 17, 2006
Page 3

OPTION 1 Geogird

One option is to repair the failure area by conventional grading techniques and using geogrid to enhance
surficial stability. Geogrid is a polymer grid material, which has very high tensile strength. Its grid '
allows it to be embedded within the compacted fill and gripped by the soil, thereby transferring its
strength to the soil. When geogrid is utilized in a slope repair, the engineering concept is to physically tie
the weakened soil zone at the face of the slope to the material, which is more competent at depth. The
attached Plate 1 illustrates a typical geogrid repair. This detail can be modified as needed to
accommodate the actual slope conditions and the improvements at the top-of-slope.

OPTION 2 Soil-Cement Method

As an alternative to geogrid, the slope could be reconstructed using a soil-cement mixture as fill material.
A soil-cement repair is simply a compacted fill placed with a small fraction of cement blended in to
provide for strength that the soil inherently lacks. A disadvantage of the soil-cement system is the
difficulty associated with uniformly blending cement into the soil. For machine operation blending,
generally about 4 percent of the cement is adequate to reinforce the soil. When it is attempted to spread
and blend material in each compacted fill layer utilizing rotor tillers or similar, generally we recommend
the cement fraction be increased to about 6 percent to account for the more difficult blending process and
the more typically non-uniformed result. Plate 2 illustrates a common soil-cement slope repair.

Of the two options discussed above, the geogrid repair method is the better-option. At this time, the
existing failures are not affecting any critical improvements. However, if no repairs are performed, the
failure area may enlarge in the future and cause additional failures.

TOP OF THE SLOPE AREA SOUTH OF LOT 39

Sloughing of soil and minor ground cracking was noted within the top of the slope that descends northerly
from Lot 39. In addition, wet soil conditions were also ebserved near the existing wrought-iron fence. It
is evident that this wetness is due to the excessive landscape irrigation in the backyard of the home. We
recommend that the homeowner be notified to reduce the landscape irrigation and improve the drainage
within the backyard to prevent flooding/water seepage at the top of the slope area. We also recommend at
this time that the slope area be monitored for any future signs of instability or problems. :

SLOPE AREA EAST OF LOT 40

Our review indicated water seepage on the face of the slope that descends easterly from Lot 40. This
seepage was noted at about 10 feet below the existing property line wrought-iron fence. Near this
Jocation, continuing water flow exists from one of the subdrain pipes that daylights within a terrace drain.
The source of the observed water seepage as well as the water flow from the subdrain pipe appears to be
from possible excessive landscape irrigation of the upsiope property. We suggest that the landscape
irrigation of the upslope property be reduced to the minimum needed for plans/lawn areas. In addition,
the possibility of any leaks in buried pipes should also be investigated and corrected, if necessary. If the
water seepage problem persists, we recommend a geotechnical investigation of the site. This
investigation should include test pit excavation at the location of the seepage.
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File No. 5085.01 Bl American Geotechnical, Inc.
February 17, 2006
Page 4

CLOSURE

The conclusions and repair concepts presented herein are based upon a limited review of the site, review
of available information, our experience and judgment. Subsurface investigation testing is outside the
scope of this investigation. This report has been prepared to advise the concerned parties regarding the
existing geotechnical conditions of the slope areas. No warranty of future site performance is expressed,
implied, or otherwise intended.

The opportunity to work with you on this project has been greatly appreciated. Should you have any
questions regarding the contents of this report, please do not hesitate to call.

Respectfully submitted,

AMERICAN GEOTEC n..".f's; pb
N R\

Milai,

B
o

Arumugam Al¥ap
Senior Engineer

Principal Engind Q,t
G.E. 2504

G.E. 2199

Enclosures: Plate 1 — Surficial Slope Repair Using Geogrid Reinforcement
Plate 2 — Surficial Slope Reconstruction Using Soil — Cement
Site Photographs

Distribution: 2 — Addressee (Fax & Mail - Fax No. 818-707-4530)

AA/MF: njb
wpdata/orange/1a/5085.01.aa.mj.njb
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EROSION CONTROL GRID AS 4 MTENSAR BX1200 GEOGRID AT 1.5 FT.
ACCEPTED BY ENGINEER PINNED VERTICAL SPACING; TIP BACK AT ABOUT 10%
ON SLOPE FACE; 4 FT. EACH WAY; ROLL OUT ALONG SLOPE TO PROVIDE

GRID OF 12 IN. MiN. ANCHOR PINS CONTINUOUS LAYERS

OVERFILL SLOPE AND CUT BACK . " SLOPE
TO COMPACTED CORE EXPOSING . i
EDGE OF GEOGRID

4/ KEEP CHIMNEY
EXISTING FIRM DRAINS 2-3 FT.
NATURAL GROUND BELOW GRADE
OR COMPACTED FILL .
1FT. MIN. NG BENCH 4 FT. %

CHIMNEY DRAIN SYSTEM 30 FT.O.C.+ -
CONSTRUCT WITH 3/4 ROCK IN GEOFABRIC
BAGS (E.G. MIRAFI 140, NICOLON 40-30)

~ TYPICAL HORIZONTAL BACKDRAIN: 12.5 FT.*

- VERTICAL SPACING; TIP OUT OF SLOPE AT 4%;
PLACE AT AS LOW AN ELEVATION AS POSSIBLE

TO ALLOW FOR OUTLETTING. THE DRAIN SHOULD
CONSIST OF A 4" SCH 40 PERFORATED PIPE WITHIN
1 1/2 CU.FT./FT. 3/4 ROCK WRAPPED IN SUITABLE
GEOFABRIC (E.G. MIRAFI 140, NICOLON 40-30) AS
DIRECTED BY SOIL ENGINEERS REPRESENTATIVE.
OUTLET PIPE SHALL BE SOLID, 4" SCH 40.

2 FT. MIN. KEY DEPTH WITHIN THE FIRM
NATURAL GROUND, BELOW ANY EXISTING FILL
(ACTUAL DEPTH OF OVER EXCAVATION SHOULD BE
VERIFIED BY THE GEOTEHNICAL CONSULTANT AT KEY WIDTH CONTROLLED BY
TIME OF GRADING) GEOGRID (14 FT.4)

Surficial Slope Repair Using Geogrid Reinforcement Plate 1

AMERICAN GEOTECHNICAL _ FN. 5085.01 _ FEB 2006

October 2008
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RECONSTRUCT SLOPE USING SOIL-CEMENT
(MINIMUM RELATIVE COMPACTION OF 90%)
USE 4% MINIMUM CEMENT CONTENT FOR
MACHINE MIXED SOIL-CEMENT) E.G. SEPARATE
HOPPER, MIXING CHAMBER) . USE 6% MIN.
CEMENT CONTENT FOR FIELD MIXED SOIL CEMENT,

KEEP CHIMNEY

(E.G. SPREADING PLUS ROTOTILLING). DRAINS 2-3 FT.
BELOW GRADE
OVERFILL SLOPE AND CUT BACK
TO COMPACTED CORE BENCH 4 FT.

CHIMNEY DRAIN SYSTEM
(SEE FIGURE 2)

TYPICAL HORIZONTAL BACKDRAIN: (SEE FIGURE 2)

KEY WIDTH (12 FT.+)

2 FT. MIN. KEY DEPTH WITHIN THE FIRM MATERIAL
(ACTUAL DEPTH OF OVER EXCAVATION SHOULD BE
VERIFIED BY THE GEOTEHNICAL CONSULTANT AT
TIME OF GRADING)

Surficial Slope Reconstruction Using Soil - Cement

Plate 2

AMERICAN GEOTECHNICAL | ensossor | FEB.2006

October 2008
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Address: Kirsch Couri, Lot 39
Exterior, overview (near top-of-slope; note sloughing and minor ground cracks; also note wet
soil conditions and apparent water seepage from the side yard of the home).
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Exterior, overview (seepage/wet soil condition on the slope face, above the V-ditch, east side
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Address: Mathew Place, Lot B8
Exterior, overview (loose soil in the top-of-slope area).
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HmpEN KNoLL HOA .
CONCERNS ABOUT THE MASTERS COLLEGE MASTER PLAN
AND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

July 29, 2008
Presented by Michael Kosmal

Good evening Chairperson Bei'ger, members of the Planning Commission,

My name is Michael Kosmal, I am here tonight as a representative for the Hidden Knoll
HOA. Hidden Knoll is comprised of 53 homes located on Deputy Jake Drive, Kirsch
Court and Matthew Place, a neighborhood that borders the South-East side of the
proposed project site.

My neighbors and I were first made aware of The Master’s College Master Plan proposal
in November 2006, when we received Notices Of Preparation in the mail. At the time, we
identified a variety of concerns and presented those concerns to this Commission at the
public Scoping Meeting on November 30, 2006.

We expressed concerns regarding the following potential impacts to Hidden Knoll:

Noise Impacts

Air Quality Impacts (Dust)

Traffic Impacts

Visual Resource Impacts (Reduced/Restricted Views)

In em'ly July 2008, the Draft Environmental Impact Report became available for public
review. My nelghbors and I read this massive document and searched the sections
pertammg to the issues we raised in 2006.

Our findings were mixed. While our concerns regarding noise and air quality were
adequately addressed, details regarding traffic impacts and visual resource impacts to
Hidden Knoll were noticeably absent from the document.

During the intervening months since November 2006, additional, potentially significant’
impacts have been identified. These impacts either have not been included in the EIR, or
they have been inadequately addressed. They include:

» Parking impacts to Hidden Knoll
*  Geological and Soil impacts to Hidden Knoll

As you know, the purpose of an EIR is to inform policy makers and the public about any
potentially significant environmental impacts a project may cause during construction or
at build out. The California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines define three criteria -

for an acceptable EIR: adequacy, completeness, and a good faith effort at full disclosure.
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Based on these criteria, we believe the document falls short in identifying alf the
potentially signjﬂcant impacts this project will have upon the Hidden XKnoll community. I
will now summarize the four EIR topics which may be cons1dered mcomplete or
inadequate. :

Traffic Impacts (Transportation and Circulation)

One of the issues we identified in 2006 was the potential traffic impact on Deputy Jake
Drive. Clearly, the EIR offers comprehensive analysis of current and projected traffic
conditions on the college campus. It also includes adequate before-and-afier analysis of
traffic patters on the roadways surrounding the project site. However, three key metrics
for measuring traffic impacts on Deputy Jake are missing. The following figures exclude
traffic data for Deputy Jake:

1. Figure 5.10-2: Exis"cing Average Daily Traffic
2. Figure 5.10-6: Average Daily Traffic Volumes During the Interim Year Without
Project '
-3, Figure 5.10-11: Average Daily Traffic Volumes During Interim Year With
Project

You will notice that the map displayed on Figure 5.10-2 indicates existing ATD Volumes
for all the streets around the project site, except one: Deputy Jake Drive. Furthermore,
Figures 5.10-6 and 5.10-11 show the comparative forecasts for ADT volumes in the
Interim Year, with and without the project build out. Again, values are provided for all
the streets around the project site except Deputy Jake.

The City’s first Signiﬁcant Threshold criterion states that a significant impact would
occur if the project causes “an increase in traffic Whlch is substantial in relation to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system™. How can the Planning
Commission determine if there will be a significant traffic impact on Deputy Jake if the
data have not been prov1ded? By excludmg this analysis, the EIR cannot be considered
complete.

Visual Resource Impacts

Another issue we raised in 2006 was the impact the project would have on our views.
Numerous homes located on Deputy Jake and Matthew Place have beautiful views of the
undeveloped ridge and hillside just west of Hidden Knoll. Agam, we discovered our
concerns were not addressed in the EIR.

This photograph shows you what our View is like today. This is what you would see if
you stood at the end of Deputy Jake Drive facing West. Notice the natural ridge visible
between the two houses on either side of the street. The Master’s College Master Plan
aims to remove this ridge and build 54 townhormes in its place.
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The Visual Resources section of the EIR describes the methodology used for evaluating

visual impacts. Based on this methodology, one would expect that the viewshed for the

Deputy Jake/Hidden Knoll area would be included in the view analysis, since the project

site would be clearly visible from there, and the natural ridge and hillside represent
“prominent visual features™.

In fact, the Deputy Jake/Hidden Knoll v1ewshed was not included in the Vlsual
Resources section of the EIR.

Figure 5.1-1 shows the viewing locations selected for evaluating the project’s visual
impacts. Instead of selecting the viewing location at the end of Deputy Jake, where a
s:gmﬁcant impact would occur, the EIR selects a questionable viewing location marked
Number 3 on the map.

The EIR lists three criteria which were used to select these viewing locations:

1. Close proximity to the site :
2. The presence of a large viewing audience
3. Visibility of the site’s prominent visual characteristics

You will notice that Deputy Jake is much closer to the development site than Location 3.
Several residences exist on Deputy Jake; people from Hidden Knoll regularly walk and
drive along this portion of the street. In contrast, Location 3 sits atop a hill where there
are no buildings, no roads and no viewing audience. At minimum, the Visual Tmpact
analysis should have included BOTH the Deputy Jake location AND Location 3.

Because it does not include adequate analysis of the Deputy Jake wewshed, this section
of the EIR should be considered inadequate. ,

Parking Imj:a‘cts (Transportation and Circulation)

Recently, impacts related to parking have been identified. Residents from both Valencia
Vista and Hidden Knoll spoke about this issue at the public hearing on July 1, 2008.
Valencia Vista is the residential community located on Dockweiler Drive. This concern
focuses on the parking impact which will be created once traffic volumes necessitate the
restriping of Dockweiler drive.

In today’s Staff Report, this issue has-been partially addressed in that it states there will
be no need to restripe Dockweiler unless traffic volumes warrant doing so. However, on
Page 3 (1.0-3) in the EIR executive summary, it clearly states that “traffic volumes
expected on Dockweiler Drive would range from 25,000 to 35,000” Average Daily Trips,
volumes consistent with the 4-lane Secondary Highway designation. If this project is
approved, it will simply be a matter of time before traffic volumes necessitate restriping
Dockweiler.
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The staff report also includes limited information about the internal parking conditions
within Valencia Vista as well as the Terrace Apartments located on Valle Del Oro. To
summarize, the report suggests that, according to the LA County Zoning Codes, both
developments should have surplus parking spaces in excess of parking demand. The
problem is this: neither the EIR, nor the Appendices nor the Staff Report includes an

" analysis of the ACTUAL existing parking conditions within Valencia Vista and The
Terrace.

.Consider the extensive parking analysis for the College Campus in Appendlx 5.10C. The
college parking analysis goes into great detail about ACTUAL existing demands for
student and staff parking. In fact, it contains a survey conducted over multiple days which
determined the real-world demand for campus parking.

We believe the EIR should include a similar, official analysis of actual parking demands
in our area, in order to determine the feasibility of designating Dockweﬂer as a 4-lane
highway.

As it is now, hundreds of cars line Dockweiler and Valle Del Oro on any given evening,
simply because parking demand exceeds parking availability. We reiterate tonight that
this project will eventually result in the elimination of parking on Dockweiler and cause a
significant parking impact to Hidden Knoll. Furthermore, it is not unreasonable to expect
a similar parking shortage will occur at the proposed 54 condominiums, despite the fact
that the plan meets City Zoning Codes. We suggest that demand will again exceed
parking availability, and that cars owned by condo residents will be parked on Deputy
Jake, Matthew Place and Kirsch Court.

Because the EIR does not include a comprehensive analysis df actual existing parking
conditions in Valencia Vista, The Terrace and Hidden Knoll, the Transportation and
Circulation section of the EIR should be considered incomplete.

Geology and Soil Impacts

Recently, serious concerns have been identified regarding a potentially significant impact -
to geological and soil conditions at Hidden Knoll.

When the Hidden Knoll development was in its planning phase, a landscaping plan was
approved which turned out to be ineffective at preserving the integrity of many slopes in
and around the Hidden Knoll project site. The wrong types of plants and ground covers
were selected. The number and placement of these plants were too few and far between.
The soil is sandy. Some of the slopes were graded too steeply. Consequently, the rainy
seasons we expenenced during the last several years have caused serious problems to our
slopes.
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One slope in particular is pertinent to the Master’s College Plan. This slope is located
north of the homes on Deputy Jake Drive, west of the two existing water towers. The
extended portion of Dockweiler is slated to be built upon the top portion of this slope.

In 2004 and 2005, we experienced two very wet rainy seasons. A large amount of soil
washed down and filled up the cement V-ditches at the base of the slope. Time and again
our landscapers were called out to clear the ditches. The rainstorms produced deep
crevices where large amounts of soil had eroded away, and over time, the netting holding
the hillside in place began to disintegrate.

Finally, in 2006, our HOA commissioned a geotechnical report from American
Geotechnical, Inc. to provide an expert assessment of our slopes. To summarize, the
report documented numerous instances of slope erosion, surface faitures and other
‘geotechnical problems. The report recommended applying various repair techniques
which our HOA could not afford. We presented the geotechnical report to DR Horton and
asked for help, but they refused to get involved. And so these problems still exist today,
and it is uncertain as to what long-term remedies are available to us.

In regards to the Master’s College Master Plan, we are not convinced that our slope can
support a 4-lane highway built on top of it. We acknowledge and appreciate the proposed
storm drain planned for the south side of the Dockweiler extension, but we are unsure the
slope below is stable enough to support a major thoroughfare. The EIR is silent on the
matter of this particular slope so we have no way to know for sure.

This issue has the potential to create serious geotechnical and soil impacts to Hidden
Knoll. Therefore, a detailed analysis of this issue is warranted. As this problem was not
addressed in the EIR, the section pertaining to Geology and Soil should be considered
incomplete.

Tonight I will submit a copy of the geotechnical report to assist y'ou with your analysis.
In conclusion, several sections of the EIR do not adequately address poténtially
significant environmental impacts pertaining to Hidden Knoll. We therefore urge the
Planning Commission to withhold approval of the EIR until these impacts have been
addressed adequately and completely.

We thank you for your consideration.
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HIDDEN KNOLL HOA
DEIR Presentation

July 29, 2008
Michael Kosmal

Hidden Knoll...

» 53 Single-Family Homes
= Deputy Jake Dr, Matthew Pl,
Kirsch Ct S

» SE of Project Site
s NOP in November 2006
* Scoping Meeting Nov. 30 2006

Impact Sciences, Inc.
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‘Hidden Knoll Impact Concerns

2006 - 2008

* Noise * Parking B
 Dust/Air Quality ¥l - « Geological/Soil
* Traffic (Slopes) E

* Views

EIR Criteria

 Adequacy
e Completeness
* Full Disclosure

Impact Sciences, Inc.
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IMPACT: Traffic

Where’s the ADT Data for Deputy Jake?

» Figure 5.10-2: Existing Average Daily Traffic
* Figure 5.10-6: Average Daily Traffic Volumes
During the Interim Year Without Project
* Figure 5.10-11: Average Daily Traffic Volumes
"~ During Interim Year With Project

e

Figure 5.10-2

Existin_g Average Daily Traffic

Impact Sciences, Inc.
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Figure 5:10-6

ADT Volumes During the
Interim Year Without

Figure 5.10-11

Average Daily Traffic Volumes
During Interim Year With Project
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SCV Significance Threshold

" "e “_increase in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load...” :

e Impact on Deputy Jake: UNKNOWN

IMPACT: Visual Resdurces ‘

.» Views from Deputy Jake and
Matthew Place '

¢ |Issue raised in 2006
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: Figure 5.1-1

.

Hidden Knoll

S A

IMPACT: Parking"

EIR: “...traffic volumes expected on
Dockweiler Drive would range from
25,000 to 35,000 ADTs...”

Dockweiler will be restriped

Impact Sciences, Inc.
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IMPACT: Pafking

» EIR: “...traffic volumes expected on
Dockweiler Drive would range from
25,000 to 35,000 ADTs...”

» Dockweiler will be restriped
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IMPACT: Parking, cont.

e Impact of restriping Dockweiler:
UNKNOWN / B
~» Comprehensive Parking Survey Is
Needed

IMPACT: Geology & Soils

e Hidden Knoll slopes planned
improperly

» Erosion, crevices, sandy soil,
inadequate vegetation, etc.

* Problems with Slope below proposed
Dockweiler extension

Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-159 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
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IMPACT: Geology & Soils, cont.

Geotechnical Report, 2006
Problems confirmed |
No repairs made

Stability of Slope: UNKNOWN

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.020
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Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.020

DEIR Incomplete

Lacks analysis of Hidden Knoll Impacts:
* TRAFFIC Impacts

¢ VISUAL RESOURCE Impacts

¢ PARKING Impacts

* GEOLOGICAL/SLOPE Impacts Bd.

PCM1-162
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HIDDEN KNOLL HOA
June 20, 2006

Geological Regoit

Dated: February 17, 2006
By: American Geotechnical, Inc.

From: Lordon Management Co.

Impact Sciences, Inc.
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LORDON

DIVISION OF LORDON ENTERPRISES, INC.

RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL MANAGEMENT

No/

COVINA, CA 91724 « (526) 967-7921

May 12, 2006

D.R. Horton
‘4100 Guardian Street, Ste 100
Simi Valley, Ca. 93063 -

RE: Hidden Knoll HOA- Common Slope Erosion

Dear Karen Simondet:

Enclosed you will find a copy of the American Geotechnical report on the common area
slopes for the above-referenced association regarding erosion and surficial failures. We
ask that you please review the report and provide a written response to the Hidden Knoll
HOA Board of Directors with your written comments within 10 days of the date of this
letter. The Board of Directors expects that DR Horton take the appropriate actions
necessary to in order to remedy the problems as noted in the report.

The Board, feels as the developer of this community, D.R. Horton should be held
accountable for the failures and anticipates that D.R. Horton will assume sole responsible
for all costs, pertaining to the true fix and repairs to the common area slopes.
Furthermore, the Board of Directors is extremely concerned that, with the irclement
weather, there will be further erosion to the slopes.

if you should have any questions please contact me at 818- 707—0200 ext. 2006 Monday
through Friday 8:30 am. to 12:30 p.m.

Respectfully,

MWA
Frances Marquez
Community Manager For
Hidden Knoll HOA

Enclosure: Geotechnical Report
Cc: HOA file
Board of Directors

1275 CENTER COURT DRIVE 17772 E.17TH ST, STE. 204  ~ 31416 AGOURA RD,, STE. 105
TUSTIN. CA 92780 * (714) 505-1444 WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA 81361 » (818) 707-0200
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23929 W VALENCHA BLVD., STE. 411

VALENCIA, CA 91355
TELEPHONE (GGt 287-9904
FACSIMILE 1818 884-1087

RGB

RAPKIN GITLIN
8 BEAUMONT

AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS INCLUDING A PROFESSIINAL CORPORATION

21650 OXNARD STREET, SUITE 1620
W OODLAND HILLS, CA 91367
TELEPHONE (515) $84-9908

FACSIMILE (818) 854-1087
LAWOFFICE@RGBLAW YERS.COAM

1299 OCEAN AVE | STE. 900
SANTA MONICA, CA 90401
TCLEPHOMNE 13100 656-7580
FACSIMILE 13101 656-7883

W W RGBLAWYERS.COM
REPLY TO

Woodland Hills File No.: 3609

June 5, 2006
VIA FACSIMILE ((818-707-0200) & U.S. FIRST CLASS MAIL

Board of Directors

HIDDEN KNOLLS HOMEOWNERS ASSN.
c/o Lordon Management

31416 Agoura Road, Suite 105

Westlake Village, CA 91361

Attn: Rita Cornelius
RE: HIDDEN KNOLLS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION
Dear Board of Directors:

The purpose of this letter is to discuss the issues the Association is experiencing with
various common area slopes.

I am in receipt of a collection of'documents forwarded to me, including an American
Geotechnical Report dated February 17, 2008, and various maps. It appears that the Association
is experiencing failures within several common area slopes.

Before | begin any work on this matter | would like to confirm that you would like me to
review the documents provided to me and to provide you with the Association’s legal options. To
that end, | would analyze the Association's governing documents, including its recorded
Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions ("CC&Rs"), as well as the American Geotechnical report
and various maps. | would further provide vou with a list of the Associztion's legal options
including a listidentifying any further work needed to fully evaluate this matter and/or an evaluation
of the Association's case, if any.

Please review this letter and contact me fo discuss this matter further.

Very truly yours,

JAB:cb

F'WPE - HiHidden Knolls HOA - #3609:2006 CorrespondenceiL-Board 060505- re evaluation proposal for slope failure wpd
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Bl American Geotechnical, Inc.

Protecting Your Future

February 17, 2006 ) File No. 5085.01

c/o Lordon Management
31416 Agoura Road, Suite 105

Westlake Village, CA 91361 { /(\
Attention: Ms. Jamie McGinnis ; /22\
Subject: LIMITED REVIEW

Hidden Knoll Homeowner’s Association
Santa Clarita, California

Hidden Knoll Homeowners Association <>O

Dear Ms. McGinnis:

At your request, American Geotechnical performed a limited visual review of the common area slopes
maintained by the homeowner's association. The purpose of this review was to document the site
conditions with regard to the reported slope erosion and surficial failures as well as other geotechnically-
related problems. The scope of our work included observation and photo documentation of the site
conditions, and preparation of this report. Subsurface investigation and laboratory testing were outside
the scope of this investigation. Photographs along with the associated descriptive field notes taken at the
time of our review are included at the back of this report for reference.

Our review of the site was performed on January 25, 2006. Mr. Robert Mooney from SLM Services, Inc.
who provides landscape maintenance services for the association, was present during our review. Our
findings are summarized below.

SLOPE BEHIND LOTS 50 & 51

The common area slope behind Lots 50 and 51 is approximately 50 feet high and ascends northerly at an
approximate slope ratio of 2:1 (horizontal to vertical). Our review indicated surficial erosional features
throughout the slope face. The depth of the erosional gullies formed on the slope face is up to one foot
deep. Our examination indicated that the surface soil in the slope area generally consists of silty sand to
sandy materials. Our review also indicated that most of the slope surface has a bare soil condition
without any vegetation. The existing jute netting on the slope face was found to be torn apart at several

locations.

It is evident that the existing surficial erosion on the slope occurred as the result of surface water runoff

_ from previous rains. In our opinion, the contributing factors for the slope erosion are the lack of

vegetation on the slope and the generally sandy nature of the site soil. The existing jute netting has been
damaged at several areas and is not adequate to prevent erosion. It is our recommendation that the
existing erosional gullies be infilled with native soil followed with proper compaction. Prior to infilling,
the existing loose surficial soil is to be removed and recompacted. Following this, an erosion contro] grid
should be placed on the slope surface and the slope area should be planted with adequate vegetation. We
suggest a synthetic erosion control grid (e.g., Contech Turf Reinforcement Mat) for long-term
performance. The grid should be adequately pinned to the slope surface by utilizing galvanized anchor
pins spaced not more than a four-foot spacing in two directions.

22725 Old Canal Road, Yorba Linda, CA 92887 ¢ (714) 685-3900 * FAX (714) 685-3909
5600 Spring Mountain Road, Suite 201, Las Vegas, NV 89146 ¢ (702) 562-5046 * FAX (702) 562-2457

5764 Pacific Center BIvd., Suite 112, 54n Diego, CA 92121 % (85874504040 FAX (8584570814
712 Fifth Street, Suite #B, Davis, CA 95616 » (530) 758-2088 « FAX (330) 758-3288
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File No. 5085.01 Il American Geotechnical, Inc.

February 17, 2006

Page 2

BEHIND LOT 6

Within a relatively level area behind Lot 6, an approximately 5 foot deep and 30 to 36 inches in diameter

hole was observed on the ground. This open hole appears to be from previous soil borings performed by
others. We recommend that-this hole be properly backfilled with the native soil.

TOP OF THE SLOPE AREA BEHIND LOTS 7-15

The top of the slope area behind the property line fences for Lots 7 through 15 was reviewed. At some
locations, the dirt along the top of the slope appears to be locally settled and tilting slightly toward the
slope. These factors appear to be from slope creep and localized settlernent. Behind Lots 8 and 9,
relatively loose soil conditions were noted along the top of the slope. The loose soil in this area appears
to be the excesses material improperly disposed of by others on the slope area. An approximately 3/16-
inch wide ground crack was also noted behind the fence for Lot 8. This cracking appears to occur within
the loose soil.

In our opinion, the above discussed features are minor in nature and do not have any significant impact on
the site improvements, We recommend at this time that the top of the slope area be monitored for any
future problems. If desired, all the existing loose soil near the top of the slope area may be removed to

- the contact with the original ground and be properly disposed of. Continued minor settlement and erosion’

of the loose material is likely if this loose material is not removed.

SLOPE AREA BEHIND LOTS 16 & 38

Our review indicated three separate surficial slope failures behind Lots 16 and 38. Two of these failures
are located on the southeasterly descending slope located behind Lot 16. These failures are about 2 to 3
feet deep located just below the top of the slope and within the upper 15 to 20 feet of the slope area.

The third failure is located just below the middle terrace drain on the southeasterly descending slope near
Lot 38. The affected area covers about a 15-foot high and 30-foot wide slope area. The depth of the
failure appears to be about 2 to 3 feet. The failure mass was found to have slid down into an existing
terrace drain below. We recommend that the debris collected within this terrace drain be cleaned for
proper water flow in the terrace drain.

All of the above-mentioned slope failures are located offsite and away from any residential properties.
These failures have occurred within the top surface materials and could be classified as surficial slump.
Surficial slumps occur when the slopes have been exposed to prolonged heavy rainfall and/or other
moisture introduction which serves to saturate the slope and initiate seepage. The strength of the soil is
greatly reduced in response to the saturation and seepage. Based on our site review, the surface soil
within the development consists of sandy material that is prone to surficial instability.

Specific recommendations for the slope repair are outside the scope of the current consulting. A
geotechnical investigation to evaluate the surficial stability of the slopes is necessary prior to providing
detailed recommendations for remedial slope repairs. However, repair options available to treat the
surficial slope failures at the site are discussed below for general information.

Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-167
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File No. 5085.01 Il American Geotechnical, Inc.

February 17, 2006
Page 3

OPTION 1 Geogird

One option is to repair the failure area by conventional grading techniques and using geogrid to enhance
surficial stability. Geogrid is a polymer grid material, which has very high tensile strength. Its grid
allows it to be embedded within the compacted fill and gripped by the soil, thereby transferring its
strength to the soil. When geogrid is utilized in a slope repair, the engineering concept is to physically tie
the weakened soil zone at the face of the slope to the material, which is more competent at depth. The
attached Plate 1 illustrates a typical geogrid repair. This detail can be modified as needed to
accommodate the actual slope conditions and the improvements at the top-of-slope.

OPTION 2 Soil-Cement Method

As an alternative to geogrid, the slope could be reconstructed using a soil-cement mixture as fill material.
A soil-cement repair is simply a compacted fill placed with a small fraction of cement blended in to
provide for strength that the soil inherently lacks. A disadvantage of the soil-cement system is the
difficulty associated with uniformly blending cement into the soil. For machine operation blending,
generally about 4 percent of the cement is adequate to reinforce the soil. When it is attempted to spread
and blend material in each compacted fill layer utilizing rotor tillers or similar, generally we recommend
the cement fraction be increased to about 6 percent to account for the more difficult blending process and
the more typically non-uniformed result. Plate 2 illustrates a common soil-cement slope repair.

Of the two options discussed above, the geogrid repair method is the better option. At this time, the
existing failures are not affecting any critical improvements. However, if no repairs are performed, the
failure area may enlarge in the future and cause additional failures.

TOP OF THE SLOPE AREA SOUTH OF LOT 39

Sloughing of soil and minor ground cracking was noted within the top of the slope that descends northerly
from Lot 39. In addition, wet soil conditions were also observed near the existing wrought-iron fence. It
is evident that this wetness is due to the excessive landscape irrigation in the backyard of the home. We
recommend that the homeowner be notified to reduce the landscape irrigation and improve the drainage

" within the backyard to prevent flooding/water seepage at the top of the slope area. We also recornmend at

this time that the slope area be ronitored for any future signs of instability or problems.
SLOPE AREA EAST OF LOT 40

Our review indicated water seepage on the face of the slope that descends easterly from Lot 40. This
seepage was noted at about 10 feet below the existing property line wrought-iron fence. Near this
location, continuing water flow exists from one of the subdrain pipes that daylights within a terrace drain.
The source of the observed water seepage as well as the water flow from the subdrain pipe appears to be
from possible excessive landscape irrigation of the upslope property. We suggest that the landscape
irmigation of the upslope property be reduced to the minimum needed for plans/lawn areas. In addition,
the possibility of any leaks in buried pipes should also be investigated and corrected. if necessary. If the
water seepage problem persists, we recommend a geotechnical investigation of the site. This
investigation should include test pit excavation at the location of the seepage.

Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-168 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
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File No. 5085.01 Il American Geotechnical, Inc.
February 17, 2006
Page 4

CLOSURE

The conclusions and repair concepts presented herein are based upon a limited review of the site, review
of available information, our experience and judgment. Subsurface investigation testing is outside the
scope of this investigation. This report has been prepared to advise the concerned parties regarding the
existing geotechnical conditions of the clope areas. No warranty of future site performance is expressed,
implied, or otherwise intended.

The opportunity to work with you on this project has been greatly appreciated. Should you have any
questions regarding the contents of this report, please do not hesitate to call.

Respectfully submitted,
AMERICAN GEOTECH

- \Reviewed b
Aruomugam Al¥appillai, Mohammad Jow2}
Senior Engineer Principal EngineN

G.E. 2504 G.E. 2199

Enclosures: Plate 1 — Surficial Slope Repair Using Geogrid Reinforcement
Plate 2 — Surficial Slope Reconstruction Using Soil — Cement
Site Photographs

Distribution: 2 — Addressee (Fax & Mail - Fax No. 818-707-4530)

AA/MI: njb

wpdata/orange/la/5085.01.aa.mj.njb
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. EROSION CONTROL GRID AS , 4 MTENSAR BX1200 GEOGRID AT 1.5 FT.
ACCEPTED BY ENGINEER PINNED VERTICAL SPACING; TIP BACK AT ABOUT 10%
ON SLOPE FACE; 4 FT. EACH WAY; ROLL OUT ALLONG SLOPE TO PROVIDE

GRID OF 12 IN. MIN. ANCHOR PINS CONTINUOUS LAYERS

OVERFILL SLOPE AND CUT BACK . SLOPE
TO COMPACTED CORE EXPOSING

EDGE OF GEOGRID i
/ KEEP CHIMNEY

EXISTING FIRM DRAINS 2-3 FT.
NATURAL GROUND BELOW GRADE
OR GOMPAGTED FILL

1 FT.MIN. BENCH 4 FT. +

CHIMNEY DRAIN SYSTEM 30 FT. O.C. +
CONSTRUCT WITH 3/4'ROCK IN GEOFABRIC
BAGS (E.G. MIRAFI 140, NICOLON 40-30)

~ TYPICAL HORIZONTAL BACKDRAIN: 12.5 FT.*
VERTICAL SPACING; TIP OUT OF SLOPE AT 4%:
PLACE AT AS LOW AN ELEVATION AS POSSIBLE

TO ALLOW FOR OUTLETTING. THE DRAIN SHOULD
CONSIST OF A 4" SCH 40 PERFORATED PIPE WITHIN
1 1/2 CU.FT./FT. 3/4 ROCK WRAPPED IN SUITABLE
GEOFABRIC (E.G. MIRAFI 140, NICOLON 40-30) AS
DIRECTED BY SOIL ENGINEERS REPRESENTATIVE.
OUTLET PIPE SHALL BE SOLID, 4" SCH 40.

2 FT. MIN. KEY DEPTH WITHIN THE FIRM
NATURAL GROUND, BELOW ANY EXISTING FILL
(ACTUAL DEPTH OF OVER EXCAVATION SHOULD BE
VERIFIED BY THE GEOTEHNICAL CONSULTANT AT KEY WIDTH CONTROLLED BY
TIME OF GRADING) GEOGRID (14 FT.+)

Surficial Slope Repair Using Geogrid Reinforcement

Plate 1

AMERICAN GEOTECHNICAL FN.5085.01 |  FEB 2006

October 2008

The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
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RECONSTRUCT SLOPE USING SOIL-CEMENT
(MINIMUM RELATIVE COMPACTION OF 90%)
USE 4% MINIMUM CEMENT CONTENT FOR
MACHINE MIXED SOIL-CEMENT) E.G. SEPARATE
HOPPER, MIXING CHAMBER) . USE 6% MIN.
CEMENT CONTENT FOR FIELD MIXED SOIL CEMENT,

KEEP CHIMNEY

(E.G. SPREADING PLUS ROTOTILLING). DRAINS 2-3 FT.
BELOW GRADE
OVERFILL SLOPE AND CUT BACK
TO COMPACTED CORE BENCH 4 FT.
CHIMNEY DRAIN SYSTEM

(SEE FIGURE 2)

TYPICAL HORIZONTAL BACKDRAIN: (SEE FIGURE 2)

KEY WIDTH (12 FT.+)

2 FT.MIN. KEY DEPTH WITHIN THE FIRM MATERIAL
(ACTUAL DEPTH OF OVER EXCAVATION SHOULD BE
VERIFIED BY THE GEOTEHNICAL CONSULTANT AT
TIME OF GRADING)

Surficial Slope Reconstruction Using Soil - Cement

Plate 2
|  FEB.2006

AMERICAN GEOTECHNICAL |  Fn.5085.01

October 2008
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Address: Deputy Jake Drive, Lots 50 & 51

Exterior, overview, ascending 2:1 slope (note surface erosion at several locations; limited to
a foot in depth, total slope height is about 50 feet).
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Exterior, overview, ascending 2:1 slope (note surface erosion at several locations; limited to
a foot in depth, total slope height is about 50 feet).
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a foot in depth, total slope height is about 50 feet). :

Roll: 1 Frame: 6
Date: 2006-01-25

Printed:
2-20-2006

Address:

iy : Deputy Jake Drive, Lots 50 & 51

Exterior, overview, ascending 2:1 slope (note surizce

a foot in depth, total slope height is about 50 feet).
Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-174 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
0112.020

October 2008



-

IR

: z o % s N i
Address: Deputy Jake Drive, Lots 50 & 51

Exterior, overview, ascending 2:1 slope (note surface erosion at several locations; limited to
a foot in depth, total slope height is about 50 feet).
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Project: 050B85-01
Rell: 2 Frame: 1
Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

L R sl YN b T -
aAddress: Mathew Place Behind Lot 6

Exterior, overview (generally behind Lot #6; note about 30 inch diameter hole dug on the
ground, this hole is about 4 to 5 feet deep).

Roll: 2 Frame: 2
Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

Printed:

2-20-2206
11:24 aM

Page 1

% SECE e+ 3 a3
i?dre;s:' Mathew Place Rehind Lot 6
;fterlor, verview (generally behind Lot #6; note about 20 inch diameter hole dug on the
3*ound, this hole is about 4 to 5 feet deep).
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" Project: 05085-01
Roll: 2 Frame: 3
Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

i

Address: Mathew Place Behina Lot 6
Exterior, overview (generally behind Lot #6; note about 30 inch diameter hole dug on the
ground, this hole is about 4 to 5 feet deep).

* Roll: 2 Frame: 4
Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

Printed:

2-20-2006
- s | g . 11:24 EM
i s R -2 Page 2
“ddress: Mathew Place Behind Lot 6

4]

“Xterior, overview lgenerally behind Lot #4; note about 30 inch diamster hole dug on the
8¥ound, this hole is about 4 to 5 feet deep).

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.020

PCM1-182 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
October 2008



Project: 05085-01
Rcll: 2 Frame: §
- Date: 2006-01-25

Fhotographer:
.. k. Alvappillai

2 ’ y YRS
y\ddress: Mathew Place Behind Lot 6

ixterior, overview (generally behind Lot #6; note about 30 inch diameter hole dug on the
jround, this hole is about 4 to 5 feet deep).
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bddress: Mathew Place Behind Lots 7-15
Exterior, generally behind Lot#7
inches, appears to have been affected by localized settlement or slope creep).

Date:

Photographer:

*A. Alvappillai

1

Project

Fzll: 3 Frame:
Date: 2006-01-28
Photogragher:

A. Alvappillai

(note the soil at the top of the slope is dipping by a few

¥4 Roll: 3 Frame: 2
s 2006-01-25

PCM1-184
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Project: 05085-01
Rolli: 3 Frame: 3
Date: 2006-01-25

he

Phctographer:
appillai

2. 2lv

ddress: Mathew Pléc ) Behind Lots 7-15
‘xterior, generally behind Lot#7 (note the soil.at the top of the slope is dipping by a few
nches, appears to have been affected by localized settlement or slope creep).

Printed:
2-20-2006
11:24 BM
Page 2
H — -
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; Project: 05085-01
% .3 . RoOll: 4 Frame: 1
. "* Date: 2006-01-25

~ photographer:
A. Alvappillai

g S A 2D .
ddress: Mathew Place, Lot 16

xterior, overview, two separate surficial failures on the southerly descending slope behind
ot 16 (the depth of the failure is about 2 to 3 feet located within the upper 15 to 20 feet of
he slope).

: Roll: 4 Frame: 2
w2 Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

Printed:
ok - 2-20-2CCs
¥ . . 11:24 AM

¢ :‘!% SN A o s.,.'-‘,‘ Page 1
*ddress:  Mathew Place, Lot 16 _
L‘~Erlor, overview, two separate surficial failures on the southerly descending slope behind
t?i 1g (the depth of the failure is abcut 2 to 3 fest located within the upper 15 to 20 feet cof

' slope) .
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. Project: 05085-01
Rcll: 4 Frame: 3
Date: 2006-01-25

\ddress:

-,

Lot 16

Mathew Place,

ixterior, overview, two separate surficial failures on the southerly descending slope behind
.ot 16 (the depth of the failure is about 2 to 3 feet located within the upper 15 to 20 feet of
:he slope).

Roll: 4 Frame: 4
d Date: 2006-01-25

§ Photographer:
7 A. Alvappillai
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Projsct: 05085-0C1
Roll: 4 Frame: 5
ate: 2006-01-25

Bhctographer:
A, anivappillai

":. A 5 % 4 y . .
Address: Mathew Place, Lot 16
Exterior, overview, two separate surficial failures on the southerly descending slope behind
Lot 16 (the depth of the failure is about 2 to 3 feet located within the upper 15 to 20 feet of

the slope).

o Roll: 4 Frame: 6
. Date: 2006-01-25

ot

AN Photographer:
<« A, Alvappillai

Printed:
2-20-2306
11:24 BM
v d Page 3
dress: Mathew Place, Lot 16
erior, overview, two separate
~0t 16 (the depth of the failure
tie slope) . .

iope behind
to 20 feet of
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Prcject: 05085-01
Roll: 4 Frame: 7
Date: 200€-01-25

¢ Photographér :
A. Rlvappillai

(X R R Lgecta T
Address: Mathew Place, Lot 16
Exterior, overview, two separate surficial failures on the southerly descending slope behind

Lot 16 (the depth of the failure is about 2 to 3 feet located within the upper 15 to 20 feet of
the slope) .

e
S
% Roll: 4 Frame: 8

k') Date: 2006-01-25

5 Photographer:
¢ A. Alvappillai

- Printed:
‘ 2-20-2006
: o g % ; AR TR e . 11:24 AM
LV ¥ 7 AR A Ny R page 4

Mathew Place, Lot 1é

[}

cending slope behind
ke upper 15 to 20 feet of

Lot 16 (the depth of the failure is
“he slope).

The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
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Project: 05085-01
Recll: 5 Frame: 1
. Date: 2006-01-25

Phctographer:
A. ARlvappillai

Address:  Kirsch Court, Lot 38 )
Exterior, overview, descending slope (note two terrace drains, a surficial slope failure exists
! below the first terrace drain).

Roll: 5 Frame: 2
Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

Printed:

2-20-2006
11:24 AM

Eday " Page 1

iy :‘Ess: Kirsch Court, Lot 38 .

“Xterior, overview (close-up view of the sldpe failure, the depth cf surficial slope below the

+n

dlrst terrace drain, failure extends to about 15 feet down, 30 fest and 2 to 2 1/2 feet
®2p; note the debris has accumulated within the
-
Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-190 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
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Project: 05085-01
Roll: 5 Frame: 3
Date: 2006-01-25

Phctographer:
A. Alvsppillai

Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 38

Exterior, overview (close-up view of the slope failure, the depth of surficial slope below the
first terrace drain, failure extends to about 15 feet down, 30 feet wide and 2 to 2 1/2 feet
deep; note the debris has accumulated within the second terrace drain).

Roll: 5 Frame: 4
Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

¥ A s T TS AR
Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 38
Extericr, overview {clcse-up view of the slope fa
airSt terrace drain, failure extends to about 15
8ep; note the debris has accumulated withirn the
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Project: 05085-01
Roll: 5 Frame: 5
| Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

P e ; :
Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 38
Exterior, overview (close-up view of the slope failure, the depth of failure is about 2 to 2
1/2 feet about 30 feet wide below the first terrace drain, failure extends to about 15 feet
down; note the debris has accumulated within the second terrace drain).

Printed:

2-20-2006
11:24 AM
Page 3
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. Project: 05085-01
Rell: 6 Frame: 1
Date: 2006-01-2%5

Photogragher:
A. Elvappillai

Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 39
Exterior, overview (near top-of-slope; note sloughing and minor ground cracks; also note wet
soil conditions and apparent water seepage from the side yard of the home).

 Roll: 6 Frame: 2
Date: 2006-01-25

& hotographer:
MM A. Alvappillai

Printed:
2-20-2006
. by P 11:24 =M
- ;

3 & page 1
Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 39
Exterior, overview (near top-cf-slope; note sloucghing and minor ground cracks; also nete wet
soil conditions and apparent water seepage from the side rd of the h

|
de
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Project: 05085-01
Roll: 6 Frame: 3
¢ Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
&% 2. Alvappillai

=GN . - _?s;‘*
Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 39
Exterior, overview (near top-of-slope; note sloughing and minor ground cracks; also note wet
soil conditions and apparent water seepage from the side yard of the home) .

Roll: 6 Frame: 4
Date: 2006-01-25

b3 Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

Printed:

2-20~-2036
11:24 AM

Page 2

)
Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 39
Exterior, overview (near top-of-slope; note sloughing and wincr ground cracks;
soil conditions and apparent water seepage from the s x T h

also note wet

=4

1

s
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Project: 05085-01
Roll: 6 Frame: 5
x Date: 2006-01-25

3 Photographer:
H A. Alvappillai

X A :
Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 39

Exterior, overview (near top-of-slope; note sloughing and minor ground cracks; also note wet
goil conditions and apparent water seepage from the side yard of the home).

Roll: 6 Frame: 6
; Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

Printed:
2-20-20C6
e 11:24 AM
L Y T
R - Page 3
Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 39
. Exterior, overview (near top-of-slope; notes sloughing and mincr ground cracks; also note wet
. Soil conditions and apparent water seepags ifrom the side yard cf the home)
i
Impact Sciences, Inc. PCM1-195 The Master’s College Master Plan Final EIR
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- Project: 05085-01
~, Roll: 7 Frame: 1
¥ Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 40

Exterior, overview of the slope descending east/southerly from Lot #40 (photographs taken from
the terrace drain).

Roll: 7 Frame: 2
- Date: 2006-01-25

! Printed:

R 2-20-2006
( AL g 11:24 AM
. g™ o, SRk page 1
. Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 40
! Exterior, overview (consistent seepage from the subdrain pipe into V-ditch, east side of Lot
. #40).
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x, Project: 05085-01
- Rell: 7 Frame: 3
Date: 2006-02-25

Photographer:
*A. Rlvappillai

R e ¥

Address: Kirsch Court,
Exterior, overview (consistent seepage from the subdrain pipe into V-ditch, east side of Lot
$#40) .

Roll: 7 Frame: 4
Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
: A, Alvappillai

Printed:
2-20-2006
. 11:24 AM
; S Pm o o : Page 2

Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 40 ’ :

gxterior, overview {consistsnt ssespage from the subdrain pips into V-ditch, east side of Lot

40).
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, Project: 05085-01
Roll: 7 Frame: 5
Date: 2006-01-25

: Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

- Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 40
i Exterior, overview (seepage/wet soil condition on the slope face, above the V-ditch, east side
| of Lot #40). .

i

Roll: 7 Frame: 6
.- Date: 2006-01-25

: Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

Printed:

2-20-2C06
11:24 AM
Page 3

i Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 40
Exterior, overview (seepage/wet scil condition on the slicpe face, above the V-ditch, east side
of Lot #40).
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. Project: 050685-01
.. Roll: 7 Frame: 7
"s Date: 2006-01-25

. Photographer:
. A. Alvsppillai

- PEes S . *
Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 40
Exterior, overview (seepage/wet soil condition on the slope face, above the V-ditch, east side
of Lot #40). ’

ég Date: 2006-01-25

% photographer:
A, Alvappillai

Princed:

2-20-2C06
11:24 AM

Page 4

N ! TECCN
Address: Kirsch Court, Lot 40
Exterior, overview {seepage/wet soil condition on the slope face, abcve the V-ditch, east side
of Lot #40). '
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Address: Mathew Place, Lot 8
Exterior, overview (loose soil in the top-of-slope area).

Roll: 8 Frame: 2
Date: 2006-01-25

| Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

ol - UA-- - -8
Address: Mathew Place,
Extericr, overview (locse scil in the top-cf-slops arsa).
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3 A
Address:
Exterior,

Address:
Exterior,
of Lot

Impact Sciences, Inc.
0112.020

Mathew Place,

Project: 05085-01
Roll: 8 Frame: 3
Date: 2006-01-25

Phctographer:
A. Rlvappillai

Lot 8
overview (loose soil in the top-of-slope area).

Roll: 8 Frame: 4
Date: 2006-01-25 »
Photographer:

% A. Alvappillai

Printed:

2-20-2006
11:24 RM

Page 2

Mathew Place,
top-cf-slcpe area,
48) .
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Project: 05085-01
Roll: B Frame: 5
Date: 2006-01-25

Photographer:
A. Alvappillai

7 - e, ; 5 I, ‘r“ f e,
Address: Mathew Place, Lot 8
Exterior, top-of-slope area, ground cracks (about 3/16 inch in width, near the back-left corner
of Lot #8).
Printed:
2-20-2006
11:24 AM
Page 3
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