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Ms. Megan Taggart 
City of Lancaster 
December 10, 2018 

Comment #6: Impacts to Streams 

Issue: CDFW is concerned that the Project location supports streams subject to notification 
under Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq. Based on the location of the Project site (at 
the bottom of multiple canyons) and a review of satellite imagery, the Project is likely to require 
a Lake or Streambed Alteration (LSA) Notification for grading and construction activities. The 
Biological Resources Section of the IS states, "Approximately 2.01 acres of California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife jurisdiction is associated with the Project site; 1.42 acres of 
which consist of riparian vegetation." As indicated in the Hydrology Section of the IS, "Project 
development will significantly alter the existing drainage pattern of Area A ... ", further highlighting 
the need for notification under Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq. 

Specific impacts: The Project may result in the loss of streams and associated watershed 
function and biological diversity. 

Why impacts would occur: Ground disturbing activities from grading and filling, water 
diversions, and dewatering would physically remove or otherwise alter streams or their function 
and associated riparian habitat on the Project site. Biological resources associated downstream 
of the Project footprint may also be impacted by Project-related releases of sediment and 
altered watershed effects resulting from Project activities. 

Evidence impacts would be significant: Water diversions can impact flow regimes, 
decreasing the frequency of high flows. Prolonged low flows can cause streams to become 
graded and cause channels to become disconnected from floodplains (Poff et al. 1997).. This 
process decreases available habitat for aquatic species including fish that utilize floodplains for 
nursery grounds. Undersized culverts and other stream crossings can also cause downstream 
channel erosion and tributary head-cutting, reduced magnitude and frequency of high flows, 
channel narrowing, and reduced formation of secondary channels and oxbows (Poff et al. 
1997). Additionally, these structures can degrade water quality and associated wildlife habitats 
(Santucci, Jr. et al. 2005). Streams with such structures can have reduced abundance of 
anurans due to decreased availability of breeding habitat (Eskew et al. 2012). Based on the 
foregoing, Project impacts may substantially adversely affect the existing stream pattern and 
associated habitat of the Project site. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: CDFW has concluded that the Project may result in the alteration of 
streams. For any such activities, the Project applicant (or "entity") must provide written 
notification to CDFW pursuant to section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code. Based on 
this notification and other information, CDFW shall determine whether a LSA Agreement is 
required prior to conducting the proposed activities. A notification package for a LSA may be 
obtained by accessing CDFW's web site at https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/conservation/lsa. 

CDFW's issuance of an LSA Agreement for a Project that is subject to CEQA will require CEQA 
compliance actions by CDFW as a Responsible Agency. As a Responsible Agency, CDFW may 
consider the CEQA document of the Lead Agency for the Project. To minimize additional 
requirements by CDFW pursuant to section 1600 et seq. and/or under CEQA, the CEQA 
document should fully identify the potential impacts to the stream or riparian resources and 
provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring and reporting commitments for issuance of 
the LSA Agreement. 
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Mitigation measure #2: Any LSA Agreement issued for the Project by CDFW may include 
additional measures protective of streambeds on and downstream of the Project such as 
additional erosion and pollution control measures. To compensate for any on-site and off-site 
impacts to riparian resources, additional mitigation conditioned in any LSA Agreement may 
include the following: avoidance of resources, on-site or off-site creation, enhancement or 
restoration, and/or protection and management of mitigation lands in perpetuity. 

General Comments: 

1) To enable CDFW to adequately review and comment on the proposed project from the 
standpoint of the protection of plants, fish, and wildlife, we recommend the following 
information be included in an EIR: 

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

b) A range of feasible alternatives to ensure that alternatives to the proposed project are 
fully considered and evaluated; the alternatives should avoid or otherwise minimize 
impacts to sensitive biological resources, particularly wetland/riparian habitat which 
appears to occur within the project site. Specific alternative locations should be 
evaluated in areas with lower resource sensitivity where appropriate. 

Biological Resources within the Project's Area of Potential Effect 
2) To provide a complete assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project 

area, with particular emphasis upon identifying endangered, threatened, sensitive, and 
locally unique species and sensitive habitats, the EIR should include the following 
information: 

a) Information on the regional setting that is critical to an assessment of environmental 
impacts, with special emphasis placed on resources that are rare or unique to the 
region. 

b) A thorough, recent floristic-based assessment of special status plants and natural 
communities, following the CDFW's recent updated Protocols for Surveying and 
Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities 
(CDFW, 2018). The protocols are available at the following website: 
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=18959). CDFW recommends that 
floristic, alliance- and/or association-based mapping and vegetation impact assessments 
be conducted at the project site and neighboring vicinity. The Manual of California 
Vegetation, second edition, should also be used to inform this mapping and assessment 
(Sawyer et al. 2008). Adjoining habitat areas should be included in this assessment 
where site activities could lead to direct or indirect impacts off-site. Habitat mapping at 
the alliance level will help establish baseline vegetation conditions. 

c) A current inventory of the biological resources associated with each habitat type on site 
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and within the area of potential effect. CDFW's California Natural Diversity Data Base in 
Sacramento should be contacted at www.wildlife.ca.gov/biogeodata/ to obtain current 
information on any previously reported sensitive species and habitat, including 
Significant Natural Areas identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code. 

An inventory of rare, threatened, endangered, and other sensitive species on site and 
within the area of potential effect. CDFW recommends the final environmental document 
address species which meet the CEQA definition, including SSC (CEQA Guidelines, §§ 
15380, 15063, and 15065). This should include sensitive fish, wildlife, reptile, and 
amphibian species. Seasonal variations in use of the project area should also be 
addressed. Focused species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year 
and time of day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable are 
strongly recommended. Acceptable species-specific survey procedures should be 
developed in consultation with CDFW and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. In 
assigning "impact significance" to populations of non-listed species, such as SSC, 
factors to consider include population-level effects, proportion of the taxon's range 
affected by a project, regional effects, and impacts to habitat features. 

Analyses of the Potential Project-Related Impacts on the Biological Resources 
3) To provide a thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to 

adversely affect biological resources, with specific measures to offset such impacts, the 
following should be addressed in the EIR: 

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

b) Indirect project impacts on biological resources, including resources in nearby public 
lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian ecosystems, and any designated 
and/or proposed or existing reserve lands (e.g., preserve lands associated with a Natural 
Community Conservation Program [NCCP; Fish & Game Code, § 2800 et seq.]). 
Impacts on, and maintenance of, wildlife corridor/movement areas, including access to 
undisturbed habitats in adjacent areas, should be fully evaluated in the EIR. 

c) The land use designations and zoning of areas for development projects or other uses 
that are nearby or adjacent to natural areas that may inadvertently contribute to wildlife­
human interactions. A discussion of possible conflicts and mitigation measures to reduce 
these land use/zoning conflicts should be included in the EIR. 

d) A cumulative effects inventory and analysis. General and specific plans, as well as past, 
present, and anticipated future projects, should be analyzed relative to their impacts on 
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similar plant communities and wildlife habitats. 

Mitigation for the Project-related Biological Impacts 
4) The EIR should include measures to fully avoid and otherwise protect Rare Natural 

Communities from project-related impacts. CDFW considers these communities as 
threatened habitats having both regional and local significance. 

5) The EIR should include mitigation measures for adverse project-related impacts to sensitive 
plants, animals, and habitats. Mitigation measures should emphasize avoidance and 
reduction of project impacts. For unavoidable impacts, on-site habitat restoration or 
enhancement should be discussed in detail. If on-site mitigation is not feasible or would not 
be biologically viable, and therefore not adequately mitigate the loss of biological functions 
and values, off-site mitigation through habitat creation and/or acquisition and preservation in 
perpetuity should be addressed. For off-site mitigation, we recommend use of a CDFW­
approved mitigation bank or other acceptable location approved by CDFW. Any lands 
proposed as mitigation should have a recorded conservation easement and be dedicated to 
an entity which has been approved to hold/manage lands (AB 1094; Government Code§§ 
65965-65968). 

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

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

To ensure that all measures to avoid or mitigate significant impacts to biological resources 
are implemented, the EIR should include a mitigation monitoring and reporting program that 
clearly describes the impact, proposed measure, implementing entity, timeframe, reporting 
entity/mechanism, and completion date. 

Filing Fees 

The project, as proposed, could have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment of filing 
fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the Lead 
Agency and serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the fee 
is required in order for the underlying project approval to be operative, vested, and final (Cal. 
Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & Game Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 21089). 
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Conclusion 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the project to assist the City in adequately 
analyzing and minimizing/mitigating impacts to biological resources. CDFW requests an 
opportunity to review and comment on any response that the City has to our comments and to 
receive notification of any forthcoming hearing date(s) for the project. If you have any questions 
or comments regarding this letter, please contact Andrew Valand, Environmental Scientist at 
Andrew.Valand@wildlife.ca.gov or (562) 342-2142. 

rinn son 
Environmental Program Manager I 

cc: CDFW 
Victoria Tang - Los Alamitos 
Andrew Valand - Los Alamitos 
Kelly Schmoker - Pasadena 

Scott Morgan (State Clearinghouse) 

References: 

Beedy, E. C., W. J. Hamilton, R. J. Meese, D. A. Airola, and P. Pyle. 2017. Tricolored blackbird 
(Agelaius tricolor), version 3.0. P. G. Rodewald, editor. The Birds of North America. Cornell 
Lab of Ornithology, Ithaca, NY, USA. 

Bloom, P. H. 1980. The status of the Swainson's hawk in California, 1979. Bureau of Land 
Management, Sacramento, CA, USA. 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife [CDFW]. November 24, 2009. Protocols for Surveying 
and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural 
Communities (see http://www.dfg.ca.gov/habcon/planU). 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife [CDFW]. 2016. Status review: Swainson's hawk 
(Buteo swainsom) in California. Report to the California Fish and Game Commission, 
Sacramento, CA, USA. 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife [CDFW]. 2018. A status review of tricolored blackbird 
(Agelaius trico/o) in California. A Report to the Fish and Game Commission, Nongame 
Wildlife Program Report 2018, California Department of Fish and Game, Sacramento, CA, 
USA. 

Eskew, E. A., S. J. Price, and M. E. Dorcas. 2012. Effects of river-flow regulation on anuran 
occupancy and abundance in riparian zones. Conservation Biology 26:504-512. 

Poff, N. L., J. D. Allan, M. B. Bain, J. R. Karr, K. L. Prestegarrd, B. D. Richter, R. E. Sparks, and 
J. C. Stromberg. 1997. The natural flow regime: a paradigm for river conservation and 
restoration. BioScience 47:769-784. 

Santucci, Jr., V. J., S. R. Gephard, and S. M. Pescitelli. 2005. Effects of multiple low-head dams 
on fish, macroinvertebrates, habitat, and water quality in the Fox River, Illinois. North 
American Journal of Fisheries Management 25:975-992. 



Ms. Megan Taggart 
City of Lancaster 
December 10, 2018 

Sawyer, J.O., Keeler Wolf, T., and Evens J.M. 2008. A manual of California Vegetation, 2nd ed. 
ISBN 978 0 943460 49 9. 



1

Steve Jenkins

From: Megan Taggart <mtaggart@cityofpalmdale.org>
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 8:19 AM
To: 'CJ Martinez'
Cc: Steve Jenkins
Subject: FW: EIR

FYI�
�
_____ 
 
Megan Taggart 
Senior Planner 
 

 
 
Department of Economic and Community Development                                        
38250 Sierra Highway 
Palmdale, CA  93550 
661-267-5213   Direct 
661-267-5200   Main                                            
661-267-5233   Fax 
 
www.cityofpalmdale.org 
 
Hours: Monday-Thursday, 7:30 am-6 pm. Closed Friday. 
�
From: Henry Gallegos [mailto:eyeshotz5108@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, December 08, 2018 10:06 AM 
To: Megan Taggart 
Subject: EIR 
 
Hello Megan Taggart, my name is Henry Gallegos, I was notified by certified mail that an Eir was being 
conducted on property near my property south of Avenue S, near tovey Avenue approximately 1.2 miles west of 
the 14fwy concerning homes that may be built there. I wanted to go to the meeting on the Nov. 15th, but I 
wasn't able to because of work.  I am very interested about any progress being made concerning homes being 
built there. I just want you to know that I am for this project to proceed just so long as access to my property is 
respected and not denied......I understand  that there are animals there that may be affected, but I believe that 
they will adjust and adapt to survive. I ABSOLUTELY LOVE MY PROPERTY, and my girlfriend and I 
go  there and visit it very regularly, sometimes for the whole weekend... I am very grateful that you have 
considered me and my thoughts as to the progress of this project.....THANK YOU VERY VERY 
MUCH.........sincerely, Henry Gallegos.......phone number 424 2009251 

CITY F PALMDAL 



January 11, 2019 

Los Angeles County 
Department of Regional Planning 

Planning for the Challenges Ahead 

Megan Taggart, Senior Planner 
City of Palmdale 
Department of Economic and Community Development 

[Via email: mtaggart@cityofpalmdale.org] 

Dear Ms. Taggart: 

RE: QUAIL VALLEY PROJECT IN PALMDALE 

Amy J. Bodck, AICP 
Director 

The Department of Regional Planning (Department) appreciates the opportunity to 
comment and the scope and content of the environmental information related to the 
proposed project. We have a number of comments and concerns that we would like to 
see addressed in the next iteration of the environmental document. Please see the 
following: 

Aesthetics: 
• Discuss any potential impacts to views from the Antelope Valley Freeway (CA-14), 

particularly southbound. The 14 Freeway south of Lake Elizabeth Road is 
designated as a Priority Scenic Drive in the Antelope Valley Area Plan (AV Plan 
Scenic Drives Map) 

• Include visual simulations from the 14 Freeway southbound as well as Palmdale 
Boulevard 

• The proposed project site contains slopes greater than 25% slope and would be 
subject to the County's hillside management ordinance. Include analysis about 
how the project is compatible with protecting hillside resources, including 
minimizing grading, and incorporating sensitive hillside design measures. The 
project proposes approximately 8.5 million total cubic yards of grading, to be 
balanced on site 

Biological Resources: 
Generally, the Department concurs with all the comments provided recently to you by the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife. In addition, the Department is concerned with 
the strong potential loss of wildlife movement opportunity through the project site, as 
mentioned during a recent meeting with the applicant. 

The site lies within a small valley, between suburban developments to the west and east. 
The canyon drains north towards Anaverde Creek, a likely focus of animal movement. 

320 West Temple Street• Los Angeles, CA 90012 • 213-974-6411 • Fax: 213-626-0434 • TDD: 213-617-2292 
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Currently, obstacles to movement towards the creek include Avenue Sand the California 
Aqueduct. Crossing Avenue Scan be accomplished at grad or via culverts; crossing the 
aqueduct can only be accomplished via culverts. Whatever movement that may currently 
occur along this connection is likely hazardous or difficult, and development of the project 
has the potential to make the connection even more difficult to traverse. It is likely that 
whatever movement is currently occurring via the site towards Anaverde Creek would be 
displaced to the west or east, making connections in those areas more important. It is 
also possible that at grade crossings in the vicinity of the project will become more 
hazardous due to fewer crossing locations becoming available and greater intensity of 
traffic along the road, resulting in greater numbers of road-killed animals. The DEIR 
should analyze the potential of project construction to displace or terminate currently 
tenuous wildlife connections, increase traffic collisions with wildlife, and increase the 
frequency of wildlife crossings via pathways east and west of the project site. Alternatives 
or project design features that provide for safe crossing under Avenue S are 
recommended. 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG): 
The County adopted a Community Climate Action Plan (CCAP) to reduce GHG as part 
of its Air Quality Element in the General Plan. We recommend that all applicable 
measures be included in the project, including incorporating solar and other renewable 
energy (including homes with solar and EV), incorporating ride-sharing programs, 
implementing idling requirements during construction, and using sustainable pavements 
(County Community Climate Action Plan) 

Land Use and Planning: 
• The proposed project site is designated for approximately 110 dwelling units under 

the County's adopted Antelope Valley Area Plan (AV Plan) (Rural Land 1: 1 dwelling 
unit per acre, Rural Land 2: 1 dwelling unit per 2 acres, and Rural Land 10: 1 dwelling 
unit per 10 acres). The application proposes 730 dwelling units, which is significantly 
higher than what was planned within the unincorporated area. 

• The proposed project site is located within the County's rural outdoor lighting district. 
Discuss how the project will be compatible through street and outdoor lighting, with 
dark skies provisions. 

Public Services (Fire, Sheriff, Parks, etc.): 
Discuss County trail system, including easements and/or construction of the County 
backbone trail through the project site (including and beyond tentative map boundary). 

Transportation/Traffic: 
• The proposed project site contains the proposed Limited Secondary Highway of Barrel 

Springs Road adopted under the County's Master Plan of Highways. The application 
materials do not contain any additional information as to the status of the proposed 
highway and any support for how traffic will be accommodated through the private 
streets proposed by the subdivision and its effect on the highway network. 
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• Discuss design of roadway network that facilitates quick evacuation in event of wildfire 
or other disaster 

• Please include discussion regarding how the second means of access (gated only 
resident access) would be sufficient to meet safety and emergency access needs. 

Tribal Cultural Resources: 
The Department recommends that an agency other than a homeowners association be 
the holder of the open space where the recorded tribal cultural resource is located. 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (213) 974-
6461 or phachiya@planning.lacounty.gov. 

Sincerely, 

e.~ 
Supervising Regional Planner 
Environmental Planning and Sustainability 

C: Susan Tae, AICP, Supervising Regional Planner, Community Studies North 
Joseph Decruyeaere, Senior Biologist 





DESERT AND MOUNTAIN CONSERVATION AUTHORITY
44811 North Date Avenue, Suite G 
Lancaster, California 93534 
Phone (310) 589-3200•Fax (310) 589-2408

May 7, 2019

Megan Taggart, Senior Planner
City of Palmdale
Department of Economic and Community Development
38250 Sierra Highway
Palmdale, California 93550

Comments on Quail Valley Planned Development
Environmental Impact Analysis

Dear Ms. Taggart:

The Initial Study downplays the ecological value of the subject property.  Fires have
occurred for millennia and hence represent just a snapshot in time of a site’s ecological
value.  Any site that potentially supports burrowing owl is ecologically significant.  This site
is also unique northeast facing wash descending from the Sierra Pelona range.

The proposed project would permanently eliminate a minimum of 483 acres of desert
habitat.   Furthermore, that 483-acre grading footprint does address inevitable added acres
of damage from either remedial grading or equipment turnaround zones.  In addition the
project would result in dozens of permanent acres of fire department required fuel
modification both on and offsite.  The project completely fills a USGS blueline stream
channel.  The project would also result in the substantial loss of juniper, Tucker oak, and
Joshua trees.  The proposed project reverts to 1980s mass grading schemes with zero
conformance to either land form or ecological constraints.  The proposed project requires
both a General Plan Amendment and a Zone Change which gives the City one hundred
percent latitude to demand a project that both better conforms to the site’s constraints and
provides a better model for future development.   The project does not appear to be
designed to minimize but rather maximize the use of water for landscaping.

Unavoidable Significant Biological Impacts

The Initial Study is deficient for concluding that totally non-existent mitigation measures
would--without question or any analysis--reduce all biological impacts to a level less than
significant.   

There is no way to mitigate for the loss of almost 500 acres of high quality desert habitat
that is perfectly integrated within the Sierra Pelona Mountains core habitat area.   The only
measure that can significantly reduce the permanent adverse affects of such a gross loss

DESERT & MOUNTAIN 
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of habitat is the additional protection of at least an equal amount of habitat that is not in a
power line corridor or utility easement and not in a fuel modification zone or within 300 feet
of an irrigated area (Argentine ant radius).   The proposed set aside of 210 acres in Area
B represents high quality habitat.  However, the proposed set aside of 185 acres in Area
A contains a high percentage of area within utility easements and utility access road
easements or in some combination of fuel modification or irrigation zones.

Ecologically the outright elimination of 500 acres of mostly core desert foothill habitat
cannot be mitigated below a level of significance without the permanent protection of at
least 500 of roughly equivalent habitat in the general area.   This is the model that Los
Angeles County Regional Planning uses.  

Mitigation measures such as-- warning the native animals that the bulldozers are coming
or doing final biological surveys to get a last minute tally of what is being destroyed do not
mitigate for the loss of habitat.   Giving homeowners pamphlets about how to live with
wildlife do not either, nor do irrigated trail corridors within a housing development.  Only the
minimum 1:1 ratio of permanent equivalent habitat type set aside can begin to bring the
permanent loss of 500 acres and permanent degradation of at least 35 additional acres to
a level of less than significant.  We urge the City to accept the science and simplicity of the
mitigation ratio model.   With a requested Zone Change and General Plan Amendment, the
City can require such a science based mitigation measure.  All protected habitat must be
deed restricted or under the land interest of a public agency prior to map recordation for
such mitigation to be assured and to be effective in time relative to the impact occurrence.

Minimum Range of Project Alternatives

Within the existing total project boundary, the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
must include an economically feasible alternative that would permanently set aside as
much habitat as is permanently affected by the implementation of the project including fire
department fuel modification zones both within and outside the subject property owner
boundary.  The area credited on the “permanently protected” side of the ledger cannot
include acreage located  in utility corridors because the utilities have the right to repeatedly
damage that habitat.  It also cannot include area within 300 of feet of irrigated areas to
maintain a buffer from Argentine ants.   The applicant and the EIR preparer cannot claim
that all such projects are economically infeasible or do not meet the project objectives
because at this stage the property zoning and General Plan designation have not been
changed.   Especially when a developer buys a property without entitlements, they cannot
decree that anything less than their proposed project with just a  few cosmetic adjustments
is economically infeasible.   The DMCA urges the City to steer the applicant into
substantially reduced size project or to require a minimum 1:1 habitat protection ratio as
detailed above.  That gives the applicant the to acquire and transfer offsite habitat too prior
to map recordation.
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The DEIR should also include a “No Blue-Line Stream Grading Alternative.”  Such an
alternative would not alter any CDFW jurisdictional part of the blueline drainage course
onsite except for one or two large culverts or bridges at the highest possible elevations to
allow for project road circulation.   The project could still include a trail along the drainage
course as a project amenity.   We urge the City to push such an alternative to maximize
ground water replenishment, improve water quality, reduce construction green house gas
emissions, and to set a sustainable design example.  Such an alternative could use split
level pads to better conform to the topography.

The DEIR should also include one alternative that avoids ninety percent of the mapped
juniper habitat in Area A.

The DEIR will remain deficient unless it includes a specific permanent funding source for
the management of the natural open space.   The mitigation value of the natural open
space depends on its integrity.   It takes money to ensure open space integrity in proximity
to a small city especially an open space area with a wide spread dirt road network,

Please direct any questions and future documentation to Paul Edelman of our staff at the
above letterhead address,  by email a edelman@smmc.ca.gov, and by phone at 310-589-
3200 ext. 128.

Sincerely,

JEFF OLESH
Chairperson
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DOC 7327172.D2099  

September 23, 2024 

Ref. DOC 7326632 
VIA EMAIL bmagana@cityofpalmdale.org 
 
Ms. Brenda Magaña, Planning Manager  
City of Palmdale – Department of Economic and Community Development 
38250 Sierra Highway 
Palmdale, CA 93550 
Dear Ms. Magaña: 

Second Response to Quail Valley Project – Tentative Tract Map 65813 

The Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts (Districts) received a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the subject project on September 19, 2024.  Previous comments submitted 
by the Districts in correspondence dated November 21, 2018 (copy enclosed), still apply to the subject project with 
the following updated information:   

1. The project area is outside the jurisdictional boundaries of the Districts and will require annexation into 
District No. 20 before sewerage service can be provided to the proposed development.  A copy of the 
Districts’ Annexation Information and Processing Fee sheets is available on our website at Annexation 
Program.  For more specific information regarding the annexation procedure and fees, please contact Ms. 
Shirly Wang at shirlywang@lacsd.org or (562) 908-4288, extension 2708. 

2. The Districts’ 18-inch diameter Elizabeth Lake Road Extension Trunk Sewer, located in Parkwood Drive 
at the Groves has a capacity of 4.3 million gallons per day (mgd) and conveyed a peak flow of 1.3 mgd 
when last measured in 2020.  

3. The wastewater generated by the proposed project will be treated at the Palmdale Water Reclamation Plant, 
which has a capacity of 12 mgd and currently processes an average recycled flow of 8.1 mgd. 

4. All other information concerning Districts’ facilities and sewerage service contained in the document is 
current. 

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2742, or  
phorsley@lacsd.org. 

Very truly yours, 

Patricia Horsley 
Environmental Planner 
Facilities Planning Department 

PLH:plh 
 
Enclosure 
 
cc: S. Wang 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
SANITATION DISTRICTS 
Converting Waste Into Resources 

Robert C. Ferrante 
Chief Engineer and General Manager 

1955 Workman Mi ll Road , Whittier, CA 90601-1400 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whittier, CA 90607-4998 

(562) 699-7411 • www.lacsd.org 

https://www.lacsd.org/services/wastewater-programs-permits/annexation-program
https://www.lacsd.org/services/wastewater-programs-permits/annexation-program
mailto:shirlywang@lacsd.org
mailto:phorsley@lacsd.org
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