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Pursuant to Section 21155.2 of the Public Resources Code (PRC), a Sustainable Communities 
Environmental Assessment (SCEA) was prepared for the MetroWalk Specific Plan Project. In 
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines, a 
30-day public review and comment period commenced on December 22, 2020 and ended on 
January 21, 2021. Six public comments were received during the comment period. These 
comments are included as part of this document. No new significant environmental issues or 
impacts, beyond those already covered in the SCEA, were raised during the comment period. 
While no provisions of CEQA require a response to the comments received on the Draft SCEA, 
responses to the comments received have been provided below. The comments received and 
the corresponding responses do not (1) alter the analysis or conclusions of the Draft SCEA,  
(2) involve any new significant impacts, (3) involve a substantial increase in the severity of any 
environmental impacts, (3) require substantial revisions to the SCEA, or (4) add significant new 
information. 

1.1 PROJECT SUMMARY 

The MetroWalk Specific Plan Project would include development of up to 498 residential units in 
four planning areas, on an approximately 20.4-acre site in the City of Santa Clarita (City) in 
northern Los Angeles County. The Project Site is generally located north and west of the Metrolink 
train tracks and east of Lost Canyon Road in the Canyon Country community of the City. The 
proposed residential units would comprise a mix of housing types, including market-rate 
apartments and townhomes, age-qualified apartments, and affordable senior apartments. A multi-
use path would link the Project Site with the future Metrolink Vista Canyon Station to the east and 
the Vista Canyon Specific Plan Project to the north while connecting various private amenities 
throughout the Project Site, including park nodes, open space, a central clubhouse, and a 
playground. The multi-use path would terminate at a public plaza at the far eastern area of the 
Project Site, which would provide a publicly accessible outdoor amenity adjacent to the future 
Metrolink station and a connection to commercial uses, trails, and other amenities within the Vista 
Canyon Specific Plan area. 

The average density of the Project Site would be 24.6 units per acre, while the maximum allowable 
density permitted within the Specific Plan area would be 30 dwelling units per acre. The floor area 
ratio for the Project would be 0.76. 

The Project would require the following discretionary actions from the City: (1) a General Plan 
Amendment to change the General Plan land use designation from Business Park to Specific 
Plan; (2) a Zone Change to change the zoning designation from Business Park to Specific Plan; 
(3) approval of the MetroWalk Specific Plan to establish specific development standards in 
support of a development of up to 498 total residential units; (4) Tentative Tract Map 83087 to 
subdivide the property for the development of up to 498 total residential units; (5) a Development 
Review Permit for all new development and construction projects; and (6) an Architectural Design 
Review. The Project would also require the annexation of the Project Site into the Los Angeles 
County Sanitation Districts’ Jurisdictional Boundary for which approvals from the City, as well as 
the Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts and the Local Agency Formation Commissions, are 
needed. 

1.2 REQUIRED FINDINGS 

The City of Santa Clarita finds, upon review of the entire administrative record, that: 

• The Project qualifies as a transit priority project pursuant to PRC Section 21155; 
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• The Project is consistent with the general use designations, density, building intensity, and 
applicable policies specified for the Project area in the Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) prepared by the Southern California 
Association of Governments (SCAG); 

• The Project contains more than 50 percent residential use, provides a minimum net 
density greater than 20 units per acre, and is within 0.5 mile of a major transit stop or high-
quality transit corridor included in a regional transportation plan; 

• The Project is a residential or mixed-use project as defined by PRC Section 21159.28(d); 

• The Project incorporates all feasible mitigation measures, performance standards, or 
criteria set forth in the prior environmental reports, including the SCAG 2020-2045 
RTP/SCS Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR), the City of Santa Clarita One 
Valley One Vision PEIR, and the Vista Canyon Specific Plan EIR; 

• An Initial Study was prepared to identify all significant or potentially significant impacts of 
the Project based on substantial evidence in light of the whole record; 

• All potentially significant or significant effects required to be identified and analyzed 
pursuant to CEQA in an Initial Study have been identified and analyzed in the Initial Study 
prepared for the Project; and 

• With respect to each significant effect on the environment required to be identified in the 
Initial Study, changes or alterations have been required in or incorporated into the Project 
that avoid or mitigate the significant effects to a level of insignificance. 

Therefore, the City of Santa Clarita finds that the Project complies with the requirements of CEQA 
for using a SCEA as authorized pursuant to PRC Section 21155.2. 

Section II, Comments on the Draft SCEA and Responses, has been prepared in support of this 
SCEA. 

1.3 ORGANIZATION OF THE FINAL SCEA 

This Final SCEA is organized into four sections as follows: 

Introduction. This section (above) provides introductory information summarizing the key 
elements of the Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act and information about the 
Project. 

Comments on the Draft SCEA and Responses. This section presents all comments received 
by the City during the 30-day public review period for the Draft SCEA (December 22, 2020 through 
January 21, 2021), as well as responses to those comments. 

Errata and Clarifications. This section consists of minor revisions and clarifications to the Draft 
SCEA in response to comments received, as well as minor staff edits. 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. This section provides the full MMRP for the 
Project. The MMRP lists the mitigation measures by environmental topic and identifies the method 
of review verification, responsible agency, and timing for each measure. 
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This section provides a list of commenters and copies of the comments received with responses 
to those comments. 

2.1 LIST OF COMMENTERS 

Table 2.1-1, List of Commenters on the Draft SCEA, assigns a number to identify the commenter 
and notes the general topic area covered by each comment letter. 

Table 2.1-1 
List of Commenters on the Draft SCEA 

Letter 
No. Individual/Signatory Affiliation Date Comment Topics 

1 Erin Wilson-Olgin 
Environmental Prog. Manager I 

South Coast Region 

California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife 

01/20/2021 Biological Resources 

2 Miya Edmonson 
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief 

California Department of 
Transportation – District 7 

Office of Regional Planning 

01/15/2021 Transportation and 
Parking 

3 Ronald M. Durbin 
Chief, Forestry Division 

Prevention Services Bureau 

County of Los Angeles 
Fire Department 

01/19/2021 Fire Protection Services, 
Erosion Control, 

Watershed Management, 
Biological Resources, 

Cultural Resources, Oak 
Trees, and Hazardous 

Materials 

4 Shine Ling, AICP 
Manager, Transit Oriented 

Communities 

Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan 

Transportation Authority 

01/21/2021 Metrolink Facilities, Metro 
Right-of-Way, Access, 

Construction Monitoring, 
Transportation and 

Transit, Parking, and 
Signage 

5 Adriana Raza 
Customer Service Specialist 

Facilities Planning Department 

Los Angeles County 
Sanitation Districts 

01/21/2021 Wastewater Collection 
and Treatment Facilities 

6 Rick Vasilopulos 
Associate Water Resources 

Planner 

Santa Clarita Valley Water 
Agency 

01/07/2021 Water Supply 

 

2.2 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

This subsection includes copies of the comment letters received on the Draft SCEA, as identified 
in Subsection 2.1, List of Commenters, with the comments numbered for reference and responses 
to the comments. 
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Letter No. 1 
Erin Wilson-Olgin 
Environmental Prog. Manager I 
South Coast Region 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
3883 Ruffin Road 
San Diego, CA 92123 

Comment No. 1-1 

This introductory comment acknowledges receipt of the Draft SCEA for the Project and introduces 
specific comments from the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). This comment 
also identifies the statutory responsibilities of CDFW as California’s Trustee Agency for fish and 
wildlife resources and as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. In addition, the comment 
summarizes the Project Description. 

Comment No. 1-2 

The Project Site contains approximately 3.5 acres of big sagebrush (Artemisia tridendata) scrub, 
including a mix of subspecies of A.t. parishii (Parish’s big sagebrush). While this is not a rare 
plant, A.t. parishii scrub is a habitat designated sensitive by CDFW due to its relative rarity across 
the State. CDFW asserts that Project-related impacts to the on-site vegetation would be 
significant and recommends that this impact be mitigated by mapping on-site vegetation and by 
compensating for impacts to big sagebrush scrub at ratio. 

As stated in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA and the MetroWalk Project 
Biological Resources Assessment (BRA) prepared by Rincon Consultants, Inc. in October 2020, 
which was included in Appendix D of the Draft SCEA, impacts to sensitive vegetation communities 
would be less than significant because the on-site big sagebrush scrub is in degraded condition. 
CEQA only requires mitigation measures if substantial evidence exists of potentially significant 
environmental impacts. In particular, Section 15126.4(a)(4)(A) of the CEQA Guidelines states that 
there must be an essential nexus between the mitigation and a legitimate government interest 
(i.e., potential significant impact). 

Furthermore, even though no mitigation measures are necessary, the mitigation ratio 
recommended by CDFW is excessive because it is not proportional to the Project’s less-than-
significant impact. Moreover, the CDFW-proposed mitigation ratio substantially exceeds recent 
ratios for higher quality habitats of this type of vegetation community in the Santa Clarita Valley. 
Higher quality habitats are areas that contain high-quality resources, such as contiguous areas of 
structurally diverse vegetation with food and water sources, or areas that support a 
disproportionately higher density of nesting birds (e.g., habitat selection or habitat occupancy).1 

Comment No. 1-3 

Stands of A.t. parishii are listed as a Provisional Association with an S2 ranking. The provisional 
label is assigned when CDFW has fewer than 10 stands sampled but which they expect will prove 
to be more widespread.2 During the survey, big sagebrush was in bloom, and the shrubs were 
identifiable to the subspecies level. Based on the survey, it was determined that approximately 

 
1  Johnson, Matthew D., Measuring Habitat Quality: A Review, The Condor, Vol. 109, No. 3, 2007, pp. 489-504. 
2  California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Natural Communities website, available at 

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/Natural-Communities/List, accessed on January 27, 2021. 
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50 percent of big sagebrush individuals possessed characteristics of A.t. parishii. Because the 
stands are not dominated by A.t. parishii, and the ecological significance is further diminished by 
their limited acreage, isolation from intact habitats, and the fact that most of the stands on-site 
have been disturbed (refer to Figure 4 of the BRA), the standardized quantitative rarity and threat 
parameters and weighted scores for rarity and threats should not be applied to this isolated 
population. 

Comment No. 1-4 

While the Project is located within the designated Los Angeles County Santa Clara River 
Significant Ecological Area (SEA), County SEA standards do not apply to incorporated cities; 
instead, project proponents within the City are subject to the Santa Clarita Municipal Code 
(Section 17.38) and General Plan, and projects must undergo a Conformance Review. The Santa 
Clara River was designated an SEA primarily because of the threat of loss of suitable habitat for 
the unarmored threespine stickleback (Gasterosteus aculeatus williamsoni), a federally and 
State-listed endangered species.3 This species formerly occurred in the Los Angeles, San 
Gabriel, and Santa Ana rivers but is now restricted to San Francisquito Canyon, three areas in 
the Santa Clara River, and San Antonio Creek on Vandenberg Air Force Base. The adjacent 
floodplain of the Santa Clara River was included in this SEA to preserve this habitat. The Project 
area, while it currently supports a mixed and isolated population of big sagebrush, has routinely 
been disturbed for agricultural purposes, and neither population of big sagebrush provides 
suitable habitat for three-spined stickleback nor supports natural riparian vegetation that 
decreases runoff (e.g., erosion, siltation) of stickleback habitats downstream. In fact, because of 
the Vista Canyon Specific Plan development, the intervening urban development, including 
buildings and roadways, interrupts connectivity with the Santa Clara River. The Project would not 
contribute significantly to any direct or indirect impacts to the Santa Clara River. 

Given the prevalence of non-native species, the disturbed condition of the Project Site and routine 
agricultural history, along with the adjacent construction, the Project site should not be considered 
SEA under the City’s SEA definition. Furthermore, CDFW’s recommendation is not in line with the 
requirements for other projects in the area or as described in the Los Angeles County SEA 
guidelines. As described in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA and on page 18 
of the BRA, it is clear that although a portion of the Project Site is within the Santa Clara River 
SEA, the Project Site is distinct from the Santa Clara River hydrologically and ecologically and is 
also physically separated. The Project Site does not exhibit unique physical or biological diversity, 
and no offset is warranted here. 

Comment No. 1-5 

Please refer to responses to Comment Nos. 1-3 and 1-4 above. 

Comment No. 1-6 

CDFW recommends mapping of vegetation communities by a qualified botanist with appropriate 
experience and knowledge of southern California flora, following CDFW’s 2018 Protocols for 
Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive 

 
3  California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Special Animals List, November 2020, available at: 

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=109406&inline, accessed on January 27, 2021. 
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Natural Communities.4 CDFW asserts that surveys should be completed prior to implementing 
Project-related ground disturbing activities. 

Vegetation communities within the Project area have been mapped and are illustrated in Figure 
4, Vegetation and Land Cover Types (page 11 of the BRA). As described in the BRA, the Project 
Site is regularly maintained and consists primarily of ruderal habitat. Scattered patches of big 
sagebrush have emerged on the Project Site, as shown on the BRA’s vegetation map. As 
described on page 17 of the BRA, two recognized subspecies of Artemisia tridentata: A.t. 
tridentata and A.t. parishii were observed on the Project Site. 

Because the two subspecies are difficult to differentiate, pursuant to the Protocols for Surveying 
and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural 
Communities, a focused visit to the Project Site was conducted on in September 2019, when the 
plants were in flower for the sole purpose of determining which subspecies was/were present and 
to obtain an indication of the prevalence (e.g., estimated total numbers, percent cover, density) 
of A.t. parishii in the Project area. 

As indicated in the BRA, the Project Site contains big sagebrush scrub, the mapping of which was 
based on a supplemental focused protocol survey. Therefore, additional vegetation surveying and 
mapping are not warranted. Given the chronic disturbance at the Project Site, the prevalence of 
non-native species, the small acreage of native habitat present, the mixing of the sagebrush 
subspecies within the habitat patch, the Project Site’s position surrounded by existing 
development, and the survey already conducted, there is no need for another vegetation 
community survey, as requested by CDFW. 

Comment No. 1-7 

CDFW asserts that the City should offset impacts to the sagebrush community at a 6:1 ratio. 
However, as stated above, CEQA only requires mitigation measures if substantial evidence exists 
of potentially significant environmental impacts. Nevertheless, even if mitigation would be 
necessary to reduce a significant impact to less than significant, the CDFW-proposed 6:1 ratio is 
grossly disproportionate to much higher quality suitable habitat present in the area. For example, 
with the Newhall Ranch project, a major development project on which CDFW served as the 
CEQA lead agency,5 where, unlike the Project, there were intact, high quality examples of this 
type of habitat, CDFW required mitigation at a ratio of 2.5:1, substantially less than the 6:1 ratio 
that it now proposes. 

In addition, please refer to responses to Comment Nos. 1-3 and 1-4 above. 

Comment No. 1-8 

CDFW recommends that, to determine the rarity ranking of vegetation communities on the Project 
Site, the Manual of California Vegetation (MCV) alliance/association community names be 
provided as CDFW only tracks rare natural communities using this classification system. CDFW 

 
4  California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native 

Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities, March 20, 2018. 
5  California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Newhall Ranch Resource Management and Development Plan and 

Spineflower Conservation Plan EIS/EIR (SCH # 2000011025), available at https://wildlife.ca.gov/Regions/5/
Newhall, accessed on January 27, 2021. 
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asserts that this would allow them to appropriately comment on potential impacts to sensitive 
plants and vegetation communities. 

Vegetation communities within the Project area are illustrated on Figure 4, Vegetation and Land 
Cover Types (page 12 of the BRA). The MCV alliance/association community names are listed in 
Table 2.2-1, Summary of Estimated Vegetation/Land Cover Types for the Project Area, below. 

Table 2.2-1 
Summary of Estimated Vegetation/Land Cover Types for the Project Area 

Habitat Class Plant Community or Land Cover (MCV/CDFW CA Code) 
Conservation Status 

Rank Acres 

Scrub/Shrubland Parish’s Sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata ssp. parishii) 
Shrubland Association [35.110.16] [Disturbed] 

Provisional G2/S2 3.5 

Herbaceous Non-Native Grasses and Forbs Mapping Unit Not Ranked 16.8 

Source: Rincon Consultants, Inc., MetroWalk Project Biological Resources Assessment, May 2020. 

The conservation status rank (G2S2) is diminished by limited acreage, isolation from intact 
habitats, and on site disturbance. Therefore, application of the standardized quantitative rarity 
and threat parameters and weighted scores for rarity and threats are not appropriate for this 
isolated population. 

Comment No. 1-9 

CDFW asserts that Project construction and related activities may result in increased nesting 
mortality due to nest abandonment or decreased feeding frequency. CDFW states that the Project 
may result in temporal or permanent loss of bird nesting habitat. CDFW recommends five 
mitigation measures and provides additional clarification of the definition of harm under the 
Endangered Species Act. 

The referenced section of the BRA states that CDFW has designated the California horned lark 
as a Watch List species. The comment’s reference to this species as a California Species of 
Special Concern (SSC) is not accurate. Based on the literature review and field surveys 
performed, the horned lark has a moderate potential to occur within the Project Site as identified 
on page 15 of the BRA. Potential impacts to California horned lark are described on page 22 of 
the BRA. 

As identified in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA and the BRA, the Project 
Site does not support habitat suitable for nesting coastal California gnatcatchers (CAGN). The 
Project Site is disturbed, and remaining on-site vegetation is big sagebrush scrub and not the 
coastal sage scrub preferred by this species. The Project Site is also surrounded by development 
and lacks topography. As described in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA and 
on page 16 of the BRA, if CAGN is in the vicinity, it would most likely occupy undeveloped areas 
to the south of the Fair Oaks residential development where large contiguous intact stands of 
coastal sage scrub occur. Historic occurrences in the vicinity of the Project Site were located in 
habitat that consists of coastal sage scrub, which is absent from the Project Site. As such, the 
species is not expected to occur, and protocol surveys are not warranted. 
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Comment No. 1-10 

CDFW states that the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) has historic observations 
of coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica), an Endangered Species Act 
(ESA)-listed threatened species and an SSC, in the immediate vicinity of the Project Site. CDFW 
adds that “with a limited range and the steady urbanization of Southern California, the loss of 
coastal sage habitat is likely to inhibit the recovery of the population,” which would lead to a 
significant impact absent appropriate mitigation. Mitigation Measure #1 under Comment #2 
requests that the City retain a qualified biologist with a gnatcatcher survey permit. The qualified 
biologist should survey the Project Site to determine presence/absence of gnatcatcher. The 
qualified biologist should conduct surveys according to USFWS. 

As discussed in response to Comment No. 1-9 above, CAGN is not expected to occur on-site. 
Additionally, as described in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA and on page 
23 of the BRA, federal and State laws prohibit the destruction of birds and their nests, eggs, and 
nestlings. If bird species are nesting on the Project Site, construction activities could inadvertently 
cause mortality or destruction of the nest in violation of these laws. Mitigation Measure BIO-2 
would prevent this by requiring pre-construction nesting bird surveys in advance of construction 
activities in the nesting season and installation of an avoidance buffer if nests are encountered. 
Thus, additional mitigation is not warranted. 

Comment No. 1-11 

CDFW recommends three mitigation measures to address potential impacts related to nesting 
birds. The measures recommend limiting the timing of construction, pre-construction surveys, and 
implementation of avoidance measures, including no-disturbance buffers. These recommended 
actions are already incorporated into Mitigation Measure BIO-2 in the Draft SCEA. Mitigation 
Measure BIO-2 would require pre-construction nesting bird surveys to be conducted during the 
breeding season, along with avoidance of any active nests that are detected and an appropriate 
avoidance buffer. As such, additional mitigation is not warranted. 

Comment No. 1-12 

CDFW states that temporary exclusion of Project activities within nesting buffers during nesting 
season may not constitute effective mitigation for the purposes of offsetting Project impacts 
associated with the loss of breeding and nesting habitat and adds that additional mitigation, 
separate from impacts to vegetation communities, would be necessary to compensate for the 
temporal or permanent loss of occupied nesting habitat within the Project Site. 

The overall habitat quality of the Project Site is low, and the loss of the on-site ruderal and 
disturbed sagebrush scrub vegetation would not significantly reduce the extent of available 
nesting bird habitat in the region. There are large swaths of high-quality and contiguous areas of 
nesting habitat to the south of the Project area. Therefore, the temporary exclusion of nesting 
birds that may utilize the Project Site is not considered a significant impact warranting additional 
mitigation or compensation. 

Comment No. 1-13 

CDFW cites a portion of the federal definition of “take” under the ESA related to indirectly or 
directly harming a listed species. Harm in the definition of “take” in ESA regulations means, “an 
act which actually kills or injures wildlife. Such act may include significant habitat modification or 
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degradation, where it actually kills or injures wildlife by significantly impairing essential behavioral 
patterns, including breeding, feeding or sheltering.” 

As described in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA and the BRA, no wildlife 
species are expected to occur on the Project Site that are listed, proposed for listing, or candidates 
for listing as threatened or endangered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) under the 
ESA or the CDFW under California ESA (CESA). Given the current environmental setting (i.e., 
baseline conditions) on the Project Site, development would not result in a significant habitat 
modification or degradation where it would actually kill or injure wildlife, indirectly or otherwise. In 
addition, per Mitigation Measure BIO-2, a pre-construction survey is required to ensure Project 
actions would not result in the direct injury or killing of a listed bird species. Therefore, consultation 
with the USFWS to comply with the ESA is not warranted in this case. Furthermore, construction 
of the Project would be subject to all applicable federal, state, and local regulations to protect 
nesting birds, including the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and Game Code Section 
3503. 

Comment No. 1-14 

CDFW has stated that Project implementation includes grading, vegetation clearing, and other 
activities that may result in direct mortality, population declines, or local extirpation of SSC reptile 
and mammal species. 

As addressed in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA and the BRA, the Project 
would remove all existing habitat, including on-site shrubs that provide nesting habitat, from the 
20.4-acre Project Site. The black-tailed jackrabbit is a mobile species, and most individuals would 
be expected to avoid construction equipment. In the event that jackrabbits are not able to escape, 
injury or mortality to individual jackrabbits could occur due to being struck or crushed by vehicles. 
This impact would be especially acute if mother jackrabbits were injured or killed while tending 
their young. Similarly, since coastal whiptails and coast horned lizards are low-mobility species, 
it is unlikely they would be able to escape injury or mortality during site grading. Without mitigation 
and consistent with CDFW’s comment, the Project’s impacts on the black-tailed jackrabbit, coastal 
whiptails, and coast horned lizards would be potentially significant. However, these impacts would 
be reduced to a less-than-significant level by the relocation efforts required by Mitigation 
Measure BIO-1, during which qualified biologists would survey the Project Site for these species 
and usher them off-site if encountered. Because the habitat to be removed is largely in a degraded 
condition, and because habitats for the black-tailed jackrabbit, coastal whiptails, and coast horned 
lizards are abundant regionally, loss of habitat would not significantly impact these special-status 
species. 

Comment No. 1-15 

CDFW recommends that the City retain an authorized and qualified biologist(s) with appropriate 
handling permits to capture, temporarily process, and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality 
during Project construction activities. Mitigation Measure BIO-1 in the Draft SCEA stipulates that 
collection and relocation of animals shall only occur with the proper handling permits. 

Comment No. 1-16 

CDFW recommends that the City retain an authorized and qualified biologist(s) with experience 
surveying for or is familiar with the life history of the coastal whiptail, coast horned lizard, and San 
Diego black-tailed jackrabbit. 
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Mitigation Measure BIO-1 in the Draft SCEA requires a qualified biologist to conduct surveys for 
special-status species 30 days prior to grading activities and that the results of the surveys be 
provided to the City. CDFW’s recommendation is noted, but no additional mitigation measures 
are necessary because the pre-construction survey by a qualified biologist and acquisition of 
proper handling permits would result in a less-than-significant impact. 

Comment No. 1-17 

Mitigation Measure BIO-1 requires a qualified biologist to conduct surveys for special-status 
species 30 days prior to grading. The measure also states that relocation will occur through live 
capture and release, or in the case of black-tailed jackrabbits, by encouraging the animals to leave 
the site. Individuals shall be relocated to nearby undisturbed areas with suitable habitat, as 
identified by the qualified biologist in consultation with City staff. With approval from City staff of 
the proposed relocation area, a separate relocation plan would not be warranted. CDFW’s 
recommendation is noted, but no additional mitigation measure is necessary. 

Comment No. 1-18 

CDFW recommends that the City, in consultation with a qualified biologist, prepare a worker 
environmental awareness training. Mitigation Measure BIO-2 requires construction personnel 
instructed on the ecological sensitivity of nesting bird protective buffer areas. Nevertheless, the 
following mitigation measure (Mitigation Measure BIO-3), which involves a Worker 
Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) as an effective additional means of minimizing 
impacts on biological resources, has been added in response to Initial Study Checklist Question 
IV.a on page 4-50 of the Draft SCEA (see Section 3.0, Errata and Clarifications, of this Final 
SCEA, for this addition): 

Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Worker Environmental Awareness Program. Prior to 
initiation of all construction activities (including staging and mobilization), all 
personnel associated with project construction shall attend a Worker 
Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) training, conducted by a qualified 
biologist, to aid workers in recognizing special status biological resources 
potentially occurring in the Project area. This training will include information about 
San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit, coastal whiptail, coast horned lizard, California 
horned lark, loggerhead shrike, as well as other special-status species with 
potential to occur in the Project area. The specifics of this program shall include 
identification of special-status species and habitats, a description of the regulatory 
status and general ecological characteristics of special-status resources, review of 
the limits of construction and measures required to avoid and minimize impacts to 
biological resources within the work area, and all reporting requirements. A fact 
sheet conveying this information shall also be prepared for distribution to all 
contractors, their employees, and other personnel involved with construction of the 
project. All employees shall sign a form provided by the trainer documenting they 
have attended the WEAP and understand the information presented to them. The 
crew foreman shall be responsible for ensuring crew members adhere to the 
guidelines and restrictions designed to avoid impacts to special-status species. 

This change does not result in the Project creating any new or increased significant environmental 
impact already identified in the Draft SCEA. 
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Comment No. 1-19 

Should an SSC be inadvertently harmed during construction, the Project applicant, in coordination 
with the biological monitor, will comply with all necessary federal, State, and local regulations, 
including providing notification to CDFW. In addition, contractors will be required to attend a 
WEAP training that would discuss avoidance and minimization measures to protect special-status 
species and how to report observations of said species, should they occur. As such, no additional 
mitigation measures are warranted. 

Comment No. 1-20 

The Project would comply with the payment of fees upon filing of the Notice of Determination. 

Comment No. 1-21 

CEQA does not impose the same requirements on a project that is eligible for evaluation under a 
SCEA as a mitigated negative declaration (CEQA Guidelines Section 15073(e)) as cited in 
CDFW’s comment. CEQA does not require preparation of responses to comments received on 
the Draft SCEA. Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 21155.2(4) and (5), the lead 
agency shall consider and review all comments received prior to acting on the SCEA. 
Nonetheless, responses were provided to each comment received on the Draft SCEA as 
presented in this Final SCEA and will be included in the administrative record for consideration 
by the decision makers prior to acting on the Project. 

Comment No. 1-22 

As identified in responses to Comment Nos. 1-6 through 1-8, 1-10 through 1-13, and 1-15 through 
1-17, no additional mitigation measures are necessary. Mitigation Measure MM-BIO-11, 
regarding SSC Worker Training and presented as Mitigation #4 under Comment #3 in CDFW’s 
comments above, has been incorporated as Mitigation Measure BIO-3 in the Final SCEA (see 
Section 3.0, Errata and Clarifications, of this Final SCEA, for this addition). 
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Letter No. 2 
Miya Edmonson 
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief 
California Department of Transportation – District 7 
Office of Regional Planning 
100 S. Main Street, Suite 100 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Comment No. 2-1 

This introductory comment summarizes the Project Description and identifies the Caltrans facility 
near the Project Site. No specific comment regarding the contents of the Draft SCEA was 
provided. 

Comment No. 2-2 

This comment asserts that the Project is currently designed to provide an amount of car parking 
that induces demand for additional vehicle trips and suggests design and management principles 
that prioritize other travel modes over driving to encourage the use of public transit and active 
modes of transportation. As identified in the Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA, 
parking supply for new developments in the City of Santa Clarita is regulated by the Santa Clarita 
Municipal Code (SCMC). However, the Project’s parking requirements would be regulated by the 
MetroWalk Specific Plan. The Project would include a total of 498 dwelling units. Per the SCMC, 
the Project would be required to provide a total of 966 parking spaces, but the Project proposes 
to provide approximately 902 parking spaces, resulting in 64 parking spaces fewer than required 
by the SCMC. Parking regulations in the Specific Plan are intended to provide the requisite 
number of parking spaces for all uses, while reinforcing the pedestrian-oriented character and 
accessibility to transit, amenities, and daily services intended to minimize vehicle trips and parking 
demand. 

As also presented in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA, the Project satisfies 
all four criteria established under the City’s and the California Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research’s (OPR) Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) guidelines and thresholds to allow the City to 
screen out VMT impacts using project-specific characteristics, such as project location, project 
size, transit availability, and provision of affordable housing. More specifically, Criterion No. 2 
relates to the whether the Project would “include more parking for use by residents, customers, 
or employees than other typical nearby uses, or more than required by the City.” As discussed 
above, the Project’s parking supply would be less than the required number of spaces by the 
SCMC, and, as such, the Project meets Criterion No. 2. 

In addition, to support all modes of transportation and reduce VMT, pedestrian and bicycle access 
to the Project Site would be provided via sidewalks at the two unsignalized driveways along 
Harriman Drive and connect the eastern corner of the Project Site to the adjacent (Vista Canyon) 
trail system. To facilitate pedestrian access from the Project Site at the driveways, sidewalks are 
proposed on all public roads adjacent to the Project Site, including Lost Canyon Road and 
Harriman Drive. Marked pedestrian crossings would be constructed at the driveway intersections. 
The Project would also connect to a series of mixed-use trails, including the Santa Clara River 
trail at the intersection of Lost Canyon Road and Jakes Way. On-site pedestrian and bicycle 
circulation would be provided by a series of walkways and trails that join the two driveway 
entrances to the Vista Canyon trail system, as well as the proposed Metro Plaza and the future 
Metrolink Vista Canyon Station. 
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Comment No. 2-3 

This comment states that transportation of heavy equipment and/or oversized vehicles on State 
highways requires a permit from Caltrans and recommends that truck trips be limited to off-peak 
commute periods. The Project would comply with any Caltrans permit requirements regarding 
transportation of equipment or materials to and from the Project Site. 
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Letter No. 3 
Ronald M Durbin 
Chief, Forestry Division 
Prevention Services Bureau 
County of Los Angeles Fire Department 
1320 North Eastern Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90063-3294 

Comment No. 3-1 

This comment acknowledges receipt of the Notice of Availability of a Draft SCEA for the Project 
and introduces specific comments from the different divisions within the County of Los Angeles 
Fire Department (LACoFD). 

Comment No. 3-2 

This comment corrects the information presented in the Draft SCEA regarding LACoFD facilities. 
The second sentence in response to Initial Study Checklist Question XV.a.i on page 4-169 of the 
Draft SCEA has been revised as follows (see Section 3.0, Errata and Clarifications, of this Final 
SCEA, for this revision): 

Specifically, 16 15 fire stations with 15 14 engine companies, 5 paramedic squads, 
1 hazardous materials squad, and 2 ladder trucks serve the Santa Clarita Valley. 

This change does not result in the Project creating any new or increased significant environmental 
impact already identified in the Draft SCEA. 

Comment No. 3-3 

As discussed in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA, the Project would be 
constructed to stringent standards to resist ignition and slow the spread of fire per LACoFD 
standards, and no building permits would be issued by the City until construction plans have been 
reviewed and determined to be in full compliance with all applicable standards for development 
in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, including a Fuel Modification Plan for LACoFD review. 

It should be noted that the Project would change the existing conditions of the Project Site, as the 
entire Project Site would either be developed with impervious surfaces or managed landscape 
areas. As such, the risk of wildfire on the Project Site would be reduced through development of 
the proposed structures and improvements as compared with existing conditions. By converting 
the flammable landscape currently existing on the Project Site to a development featuring 
hardscapes, multiple residential facilities, and irrigated/managed landscaped areas, the Project 
would reduce fuel loads found on the Project Site and, thus, reduce the chances of a wildfire 
occurring or intensifying on-site and threatening surrounding properties. Further, because the 
Project would not involve storage, use, or disposal of significant quantities of hazardous materials, 
there would be no significant sources of hazardous materials that could add to the fuel load and 
produce harmful pollutants in the event of a wildfire. 

Comment No. 3-4 

This comment identifies the statutory responsibilities of LACoFD’s Forestry Division, including 
erosion control, which is addressed in the responses to Initial Study Checklist Question VII.b on 
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page 4-92, Initial Study Checklist Question X.a on page 4-127, Initial Study Checklist Question 
X.c on page 4-133, Initial Study Checklist Question X.f on page 4-137, of the Draft SCEA; 
watershed management, which is addressed in response to Initial Study Checklist Question X.a 
on page 4-128 of the Draft SCEA; rare and endangered species and vegetation, which are 
addressed in response to Initial Study Checklist Question IV.a on page 4-47 of the Draft SCEA; 
fuel modification for VHFHSZ, which is addressed in response to Initial Study Checklist Question 
XX.b on page 4-208 of the Draft SCEA; archaeological and cultural resources, which are 
addressed in response to Initial Study Checklist Question V.b on page 4-70 of the Draft SCEA; 
and oak trees, which are addressed in response to Initial Study Checklist Question IV.e on page 
4-62 of the Draft SCEA. There are no oak trees existing on the Project Site. 

Comment No. 3-5 

This comment acknowledges that LACoFD has no comments or requirements for the Project 
related to hazardous materials. 

 

  



2.0  COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SCEA AND RESPONSES 

MetroWalk Specific Plan City of Santa Clarita 
Final Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment February 2021 

2-34 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 

  



2.0  COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SCEA AND RESPONSES 

City of Santa Clarita MetroWalk Specific Plan 
February 2021 Final Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment 

2-35 

 

  

Letter No. 4 

4-1 

4-2 

4-3 

4-4 



2.0  COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SCEA AND RESPONSES 

MetroWalk Specific Plan City of Santa Clarita 
Final Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment February 2021 

2-36 

 

  

Letter No. 4 (Continued) 

4-5 

4-4 

(Continued) 



2.0  COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SCEA AND RESPONSES 

City of Santa Clarita MetroWalk Specific Plan 
February 2021 Final Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment 

2-37 

 

  

Letter No. 4 (Continued) 

4-6 

4-7 

4-5 
(Continued) 



2.0  COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SCEA AND RESPONSES 

MetroWalk Specific Plan City of Santa Clarita 
Final Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment February 2021 

2-38 

 

  

Letter No. 4 (Continued) 

4-8 

4-9 

4-7 
(Continued) 



2.0  COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SCEA AND RESPONSES 

City of Santa Clarita MetroWalk Specific Plan 
February 2021 Final Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment 

2-39 

Letter No. 4 
Shine Ling, AICP 
Manager, Transit Oriented Communities 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, MS 9902201 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Comment No. 4-1 

This comment affirms the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority’s (Metro) 
commitment to transit-supportive developments and Transit Oriented Communities (TOCs). No 
specific comment regarding the contents of the Draft SCEA was provided. 

Comment No. 4-2 

This comment identifies Metro’s statutory responsibility regarding transit systems and 
infrastructure. The comment introduces Metro’s concerns regarding the Project’s potential 
impacts on the future Metrolink Vista Canyon Station and Metrolink facilities. Please refer to 
responses to Comment Nos. 4-5 and 4-6 below. 

Comment No. 4-3 

This comment confirms Metro’s provision of its Metro Adjacent Development Handbook (A Guide 
for Cities and Developers) to provide information and guide for projects located adjacent to, below, 
or above Metro Transit facilities, including rights-of-way (ROWs), stations, bus stops, and 
services. The City acknowledges receipt of this handbook, which has been included as part of the 
administrative record for the Project. 

Comment No. 4-4 

This comment summarizes the Project Description and the Project’s location directly adjacent to 
the Vista Canyon Multi-Modal Center. No specific comment regarding the contents of the Draft 
SCEA was provided. 

Comment No. 4-5 

Although the Project Site is located adjacent to Metro-owned ROW that is operated and 
maintained by the Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA), the limit of ground 
disturbance associated with Project construction would be at a minimum distance of 30 feet from 
the Metro-owned ROW with the structure setback of approximately 15 feet from the property line. 
As identified in the Draft SCEA, the Project proposes excavation to a maximum depth of 12 feet 
below ground surface. The extent of on-site grading and excavation and ground disturbance 
associated with Project construction is not anticipated to create any potential damage to the 
structural and systems integrity of tracks and related infrastructure, result in any disruption to rail 
service, or result in temporary and/or permanent changes to customer access and circulation to 
the future Metrolink Vista Canyon Station. In addition, the Project applicant would be required to 
obtain a notarized Letter of Permission for grading outside of the property lines/tract boundary 
from the adjacent property owner(s), including the SCRRA, to avoid any impacts on rail operations 
in the adjacent ROW. As such, no mitigation measures, such as those identified in the comment 
(e.g., measures related to setback, access, construction monitoring) are required. CEQA only 
requires mitigation measures if substantial evidence exists of potentially significant environmental 
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impacts. In particular, Section 15126.4(a)(4)(A) of the CEQA Guidelines states that there must be 
an essential nexus between the mitigation and a legitimate government interest (i.e., potential 
significant impact). 

Comment No. 4-6 

The future Metrolink Vista Canyon Station is not part of the Project; therefore, this comment, which 
relates to the Applicant’s continued design coordination with SCRRA, is not applicable to the 
development of the MetroWalk Specific Plan Project. 

Comment No. 4-7 

The Project has been designed to include direct and convenient access to the Vista Canyon Multi-
Modal Center, including the future Metrolink Vista Canyon Station. The Project would be a 
pedestrian-oriented community that would have convenient access to nearby services and 
amenities, including the Vista Canyon Specific Plan area to the north, which would feature a mix 
of office, commercial, retail, and residential uses surrounded by a Main Street thoroughfare (Vista 
Square). Proximity to Vista Canyon would offer Project residents accessibility to pedestrian-
oriented shops, restaurants, and services within walking distance. Pedestrian circulation and 
access would be provided through sidewalks, trails, and multi-use paths proposed within the 
Project Site, which would also connect residential areas to the Vista Canyon Specific Plan area, 
the proposed Metro Plaza, the Metrolink Station, and the City’s existing trail system along the 
Santa Clara River. 

The Project would support first/last mile connections to transit by providing a multi-use pathway 
system, an ideal first/last mile connection to the Vista Canyon Multi-Modal Center directly east of 
the Project Site within easy walking/biking distance. The Project would also include an internal 
roadway system with extensive sidewalks and 100 bicycle parking spaces to facilitate pedestrian 
and bicycle travel throughout the Project Site. The Project would include signage for each 
planning area and building, recreation areas, Metro Plaza, and the Metrolink station, as well as 
ground-level wayfinding signage. All proposed signage would be designed in conformance with 
the applicable requirements set forth in the MetroWalk Specific Plan. 

Comment No. 4-8 

Please refer to response to Comment No. 2-2 above. 

Comment No. 4-8 

Please refer to response to Comment No. 4-7 above. 
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Letter No. 5 
Adriana Raza 
Customer Service Specialist 
Facilities Planning Department 
Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts 
1955 Workman Mill Road 
Whittier, CA 90607-4998 

Comment No. 5-1 

This comment acknowledges receipt of the Draft SCEA for the Project and introduces specific 
comments from the Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District (District) regarding sewerage service. 

Comment No. 5-2 

This comment identifies the Project area to be outside the District’s jurisdictional boundary and 
requires the Project Site to be annexed into the District before sewerage service can be provided 
to the Project. The Project Site’s annexation into the District’s jurisdictional boundary has been 
added to the required approvals by the City, the Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts, and the 
Local Agency Formation Commissions (LAFCo) in this Final SCEA (see Section 3.0, Errata and 
Clarifications, of this Final SCEA, for this addition). 

Comment No. 5-3 

The Vista Canyon Water Reclamation Plant (WRP) would treat the wastewater generated by the 
Project. The proposed wastewater system on the Project Site would consist of a network of sewer 
pipeline of varying sizes that would generally follow the proposed internal roadways. Project 
sewer pipelines would deposit collected sewage from the Project Site to the two existing 10-inch-
diameter sewer pipelines north of the Project Site. The Vista Canyon WRP would treat the 
wastewater generated by the Project, with all solids conveyed to the District’s Valencia WRP for 
processing and disposal through the Sand Canyon Trunk Sewer Section 4 mentioned in the 
comment. However, the District is currently in design phase for a relief line to increase capacity 
of this trunk line to adequately serve the Project area. The construction of this relief line is 
anticipated to be completed prior to the opening and occupancy of the Project in 2027. The only 
wastewater improvements required for the Project are on-site connections to the infrastructure 
systems in place within Harriman Drive, Lost Canyon Road, and Cooper Street, which are subject 
to connection fees. 

Comment No. 5-4 

The comment provides information regarding the District’s facilities, including the Saugus WRP 
and Valencia WRP with a combined capacity of 28.1 million gallons per day (mgd) and which 
currently process an average of 19.6 mgd. Although the comment does not raise an issue 
regarding the content of the Draft SCEA, the information is noted for the administrative record 
and forwarded to the decision makers for consideration. 

Comment No. 5-5 

The comment estimates the average wastewater flow from the Project to be 83,538 gallons per 
day (gpd). Although the comment does not raise an issue regarding the content of the Draft SCEA, 
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the information is noted for the administrative record and forwarded to the decision makers for 
consideration. 

Comment No. 5-6 

The Project would be required to pay a fee to connect to the local sewer network. The City would 
not issue connection permits to the sewer system if it cannot be demonstrated that sufficient 
capacity exists to serve the proposed development. 

Comment No. 5-7 

The comment does not pertain to the Draft SCEA. The comment is primarily made to inform the 
developer that the District intends to provide sewerage service up to the levels that are legally 
permitted based on existing capacity and any proposed expansion of District facilities. The 
comment is noted for the administrative record and forwarded to the decision makers for 
consideration. 
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Letter No. 6 
Rick Vasilopulos 
Associate Water Resources Planner 
Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency 
26501 Summit Circle 
Santa Clarita, CA 91350-3049 

Comment No. 6-1 

This comment acknowledges receipt of the Notice of Availability of a Draft SCEA for the Project 
and introduces specific comments from Santa Clarita Valley Water Agency (SCVWA). 

Comment No. 6-2 

This comment states that the SCVWA 2015 urban Water Management Plan was adopted in June 
2016, which serves as the basis for evaluation of water supply impacts for new developments and 
preparation of Water Supply Assessments for projects that are subject to the Senate Bill (SB) 
610, which include residential developments of more than 500 dwelling units.  Since the Project 
proposes no more than 500 units (i.e., 498 units), preparation of a WSA is not required. 

Comment No. 6-3 

As identified in response to Initial Study Checklist Question XIX.d in Section 4.0, Initial Study 
Checklist, of the Draft SCEA, a demand analysis was conducted by SCVWA for the Project (se 
Appendix N of the Draft SCEA). The analysis indicates that the Project would generate an average 
daily water demand of 116 gallons per minute, which would represent approximately 0.3 percent 
of current water supply and available water supply in 2050. Since the existing water supplies are 
sufficient to serve the Project, the Project would not require new or expanded water entitlements, 
and impacts would be less than significant. 

Comment No. 6-4 

As described in Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft SCEA, the proposed water delivery 
system would consist of a network of water mainlines of varying sizes that would generally follow 
major roadways. Project potable water pipelines would obtain water from the existing 12-inch-
diameter potable water pipeline maintained by the SCVWA in Harriman Drive at the following two 
locations: 

1) Approximately 440 linear feet east of the intersection of Harriman Drive and Lost Canyon 
Road 

2) The intersection of Harriman Drive and Cooper Street 

A network of smaller lines would be located within the planned roadway network and would 
distribute the water for connection to laterals located on individual buildings. Potable water 
storage would be supplied from the existing SCVWA infrastructure system. 

Non-potable water demand would be met through the use of recycled water from the Vista Canyon 
Water Reclamation Plant (WRP) located adjacent to the western boundary of the Vista Canyon 
Specific Plan area, directly north of Humphreys Parkway. 
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As discussed in response to Comment No. 6-3 above, the demand analysis conducted by 
SCVWA for the Project indicates that existing water supplies are sufficient to serve the Project. 
As such, the Project would not require new or expanded water entitlements, and impacts to water 
supply would be less than significant. 

Comment No. 6-5 

CEQA only requires mitigation measures if substantial evidence exists of potentially significant 
environmental impacts. In particular, Section 15126.4(a)(4)(A) of the CEQA Guidelines states that 
there must be an essential nexus between the mitigation and a legitimate government interest 
(i.e., potential significant impact). Since the demand analysis conducted by SCVWA for the 
Project indicates that existing water supplies are sufficient to serve the Project, no mitigation 
measures are required. The only improvements required for the Project are on-site connections 
to the infrastructure systems in place within Harriman Drive, Lost Canyon Road, and Cooper 
Street, which are subject to connection fees imposed as part of the required clearance from 
SCVWA prior to the issuance of building permits. 

Comment No. 6-6 

As discussed in response to Comment No. 6-3 above, the demand analysis conducted by 
SCVWA for the Project indicates that existing water supplies are sufficient to serve the Project. 
As described in Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft SCEA, the Project would incorporate 
water conservation features, such as high-efficiency irrigation, low-flow faucets and toilets, and 
use of non-potable water from the newly constructed Vista Canyon WRP. 

Comment No. 6-7 

SCVWA will be provided a copy of all notices related to the Project. 



3.0  ERRATA AND CLARIFICATIONS 

City of Santa Clarita MetroWalk Specific Plan 
February 2021 Final Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment 

3-1 

This section consists of minor edits and changes to the Draft SCEA in response to public 
comments received, as well as minor staff edits, to revise or clarify the information in the Draft 
SCEA. The changes provide clarification and additional information for the Draft SCEA but do not 
alter the analysis or conclusions of the document. 

Changes were made to the following pages as noted below and are identified with revision marks 
(underline for new text and strike through for deleted text). 

3.1 CHANGES TO THE DRAFT SCEA IN RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS 

The following required approval has been added to page 2-31 in Subsection 2.4.4, Project 
Approvals, in Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft SCEA: 

● Project Site Annexation into the Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts’ 
Jurisdictional Boundary (approvals by the Los Angeles County Sanitation 
Districts and the Local Agency Formation Commissions also required). 

The following mitigation measure has been added to page 4-50 in response to Initial Study 
Checklist Question IV.a of the Draft SCEA: 

Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Worker Environmental Awareness Program. Prior to 
initiation of all construction activities (including staging and mobilization), all 
personnel associated with project construction shall attend a Worker 
Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) training, conducted by a qualified 
biologist, to aid workers in recognizing special status biological resources 
potentially occurring in the Project area. This training will include information about 
San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit, coastal whiptail, coast horned lizard, California 
horned lark, loggerhead shrike, as well as other special-status species with 
potential to occur in the Project area. The specifics of this program shall include 
identification of special-status species and habitats, a description of the regulatory 
status and general ecological characteristics of special-status resources, review of 
the limits of construction and measures required to avoid and minimize impacts to 
biological resources within the work area, and all reporting requirements. A fact 
sheet conveying this information shall also be prepared for distribution to all 
contractors, their employees, and other personnel involved with construction of the 
project. All employees shall sign a form provided by the trainer documenting they 
have attended the WEAP and understand the information presented to them. The 
crew foreman shall be responsible for ensuring crew members adhere to the 
guidelines and restrictions designed to avoid impacts to special-status species. 

The information presented in response to Initial Study Checklist Question XV.a.i on page 4-169 
of the Draft SCEA has been revised as follows: 

Specifically, 16 15 fire stations with 15 14 engine companies, 5 paramedic squads, 
1 hazardous materials squad, and 2 ladder trucks serve the Santa Clarita Valley. 

3.2 STAFF-INITIATED CHANGES TO THE DRAFT SCEA 

The following discussion regarding the future of the Metrolink Via Princessa Station has been 
revised and clarified based on the City’s agreement with Metrolink: 
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• Fourth sentence on page 2-1 in Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft SCEA: 

The planned Metrolink Vista Canyon Station at the Vista Canyon Multi-Modal 
Center will may replace the Metrolink station located 1.6 miles west of the Project 
Site on Via Princessa.1 

1 The Metrolink Via Princessa Station was originally constructed as a temporary station in 1994 to 
provide a public transportation service immediately after the Northridge Earthquake. It is located 
upon a curve and does not meet current safety and customer service standards. Pursuant to the 
City’s agreement with Metrolink, within two years of the Metrolink Vista Canyon Station becoming 
operational, the City and the Southern California Railroad Authority (SCRRA) agreed to work 
together to determine whether the Metrolink Via Princessa Station will remain open. If so, the 
station will need to be improved to comply with current safety standards and meet customer 
service requirements. 

• Fifth sentence in the last paragraph on page 4-179 of the Initial Study Checklist Question 
XVII.a in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA: 

Once the Vista Canyon Multi-Modal Center is complete, a new Metrolink station 
will may replace the existing Via Princessa Metrolink Station. 

• First sentence in the last paragraph on page 4-184 of the Initial Study Checklist Question 
XVII.a in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA: 

Regarding Criterion No. 3, the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS identifies projects in 
development, such as the Vista Canyon Transit Center, which would relocate the 
existing Via Princessa Metrolink station to the Vista Canyon area, and include 
including a bus transfer station and an adjacent parking structure with up to 750 
parking spaces. 

References to “Century City/Westwood” have been added to the discussion of regional bus 
service provided by the City of Santa Clarita Transit as follows: 

• Third and fifth sentences on page 2-1 in Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft SCEA: 

The Vista Canyon Multi-Modal Center will serve the Santa Clarita/Antelope Valley 
commuter line, which provides service between the City of Lancaster in the 
Antelope Valley, Santa Clarita, Century City/Westwood, and downtown Los 
Angeles…. Santa Clarita Transit provides local and regional (Commuter Express) 
bus service, operating local routes within the Santa Clarita Valley and regional 
routes to and from downtown Los Angeles, Century City/Westwood, Antelope 
Valley, Van Nuys, and the Warner Center. 

• Third and fourth sentences in the Consistency Assessment of Goal 2 in Table 3.1-1, 
Consistency Analysis with the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS Strategy Policies, on page 3-3 in Section 
3.0, Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment Eligibility, of the Draft SCEA: 

The Vista Canyon Multi-Modal Center will serve the Santa Clarita/Antelope Valley 
commuter line, which provides service between the City of Lancaster in the 
Antelope Valley, Santa Clarita, Century City/Westwood, and downtown Los 
Angeles. Santa Clarita Transit will provide local and regional (Commuter Express) 
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bus service within the Santa Clarita Valley and to and from downtown Los Angeles, 
Century City/Westwood, Antelope Valley, Van Nuys, and the Warner Center. 

• First sentence in the Consistency Assessment of Strategy 1(a) in Table 3.1-1, Consistency 
Analysis with the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS Strategy Policies, on page 3-6 in Section 3.0, 
Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment Eligibility, of the Draft SCEA: 

Consistent. The Project would develop a variety of new housing types, including 
affordable senior housing, adjacent to the Vista Canyon Multi-Modal Center, which 
provides regional rail and bus service to the City of Lancaster in the Antelope 
Valley, Santa Clarita, Century City/Westwood, and downtown Los Angeles, Van 
Nuys, and the Warner Center. 

• First sentence in the first full paragraph on page 4-145 of the Initial Study Checklist Question 
XI.b in Section 4.0, Initial Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA: 

The Project would be immediately adjacent to the future Metrolink Vista Canyon 
Station and the Vista Canyon Multi-Modal Center, which will include a bus transfer 
station that will accommodate local routes within the Santa Clarita Valley and 
regional routes to and from Los Angeles, Century City/Westwood, Antelope Valley, 
Van Nuys, and the Warner Center. 

The checked box on page 4-17 for Initial Study Checklist Question XXI.c in Section 4.0, Initial 
Study Checklist, of the Draft SCEA has been corrected from “Less Than Significant Impact” to 
“Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation” to match the impacts discussion starting on page 
4-213 of the Draft SCEA: 

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:  

 
Potentially 
Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

c) Does the project have environmental 
effects which will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly? 

[ ] [x] [x] [ ] 
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This page intentionally left blank. 
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The following environmental mitigation measures identified in Table 4-1, Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting Program, were incorporated into the approval for this Project in order to mitigate 
potentially significant environmental impacts. A completed and signed checklist for each 
mitigation measure indicates that the mitigation measure has been complied with and 
implemented and fulfills the City of Santa Clarita’s monitoring requirements with respect to PRC 
Section 21081.6. The mitigation measures are numbered as presented in the Draft SCEA. 

Table 4-1 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Environmental 
Issue Mitigation Measure 

Method of 
Review 

Verification 
Responsible 

Agency Timing 
Status of 

Implementation 

AIR QUALITY 

Mitigation 
Measure AQ-1 

The project applicant or contractor 
shall select equipment during 
construction to minimize 
emissions. The Project applicant 
shall submit a construction 
management plan to the City of 
Santa Clarita for review and 
approval, prior to issuance of any 
grading and building permits. The 
construction management plan 
shall demonstrate that the off-road 
equipment used on site to 
construct the project would include 
the following: 

• All diesel-fueled equipment 
used during project 
construction shall be equipped 
with Tier 4 Final engines. In 
the event that Tier 4 Final 
engines are not commercially 
available, use of alternatively 
fueled (i.e., non-diesel) 
equipment or other control 
technology (i.e., diesel-
particulate filters) may suffice, 
as long as an overall average 
fleet exhaust PM2.5 
emissions reduction of 89 
percent below emission levels 
estimated for the standard 
fleet mix in the California 
Emissions Estimator Model 
can be demonstrated.  

• Construction equipment 
staging shall be situated as far 
from existing residential 
receptors as possible.  

• Construction haul routes shall 
be limited to paved roads and 
minimize travel adjacent to 
existing residences. 

Issuance of 
applicable 

building permit 
and field 

inspection sign-
off 

City of Santa 
Clarita Public 

Works 
Department/ 
Development 

Services 
Division 

Pre-
construction 

and 
construction 

phases 
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Table 4-1 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Environmental 
Issue Mitigation Measure 

Method of 
Review 

Verification 
Responsible 

Agency Timing 
Status of 

Implementation 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Mitigation 
Measure BIO-1 

Sixty days prior to grading 
activities, a qualified biologist 
shall contact and consult with 
City staff regarding the timing of 
preconstruction surveys. In any 
event, within 30 days prior to 
grading activities, a qualified 
biologist shall conduct a survey 
within appropriate habitat areas 
to relocate individual coastal 
whiptail, coast horned lizard, and 
San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit 
in order to avoid or minimize 
take of these sensitive species. 
Relocation will occur through live 
capture and release, or in the 
case of black-tailed jackrabbits, 
by encouraging the animals to 
leave the site. Individuals shall 
be relocated to nearby 
undisturbed areas with suitable 
habitat, as identified by the 
qualified biologist in consultation 
with City staff. Results of the 
surveys and relocation efforts 
shall be provided to the City. 
Collection and relocation of 
animals shall only occur with the 
proper handling permits, as 
applicable. 

Qualified 
biologist to 

consult with the 
City regarding 
timing of pre-
construction 

surveys; 
qualified biologist 

to conduct 
surveys 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

Community 
Development 
Department/ 

Planning 
Division 

60 days 
prior to 
grading 

activities; no 
later than 30 
days prior to 

grading 
activities 

 

Mitigation 
Measure BIO-2 

Beginning 30 or more days prior 
to the removal of any suitable 
nesting habitat that will occur 
during the bird breeding and 
nesting season of February 1 
through August 31, the applicant 
shall arrange for weekly bird 
surveys to detect the California 
horned lark or any other nesting 
bird species protected by the 
California Fish and Game Code 
or Migratory Bird Treaty Act, in 
the habitats to be removed and 
any other suitable nesting habitat 
within 300 feet of the 
construction work areas. The 
surveys shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist using industry-
accepted survey protocols. The 
surveys shall continue on a 

Qualified 
biologist to 

consult with the 
City regarding 
timing of pre-
construction 

surveys; 
qualified biologist 

to conduct 
surveys 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

Community 
Development 
Department/ 

Planning 
Division 

No later 
than 30 

days prior to 
grading 
activities 
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Table 4-1 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Environmental 
Issue Mitigation Measure 

Method of 
Review 

Verification 
Responsible 

Agency Timing 
Status of 

Implementation 

weekly basis, with the last 
survey being conducted no more 
than 7 days prior to the initiation 
of any construction work 
involving vegetation removal 
and/or within 300 feet of off-site 
nesting habitat. 

If an active nest is found, 
clearing and construction within 
300 feet of the nest shall be 
postponed until the nest is 
vacated and juveniles have 
fledged, and when there is no 
evidence of a second attempt at 
nesting. Limits of construction to 
avoid a nest site shall be 
established in the field with 
flagging and stakes or 
construction fencing. 
Construction personnel shall be 
instructed on the ecological 
sensitivity of the area. Incursion 
into the protective buffer shall 
only occur at the discretion of a 
qualified biologist, and only if 
monitoring and other protective 
measures are implemented to 
ensure that work activities are 
not affecting the nest. Results of 
the surveys, including surveys to 
locate nests, shall be provided to 
the City. The results shall include 
a description of any nests 
located and measures to be 
implemented to avoid nest sites. 

Mitigation 
Measure BIO-3 

Prior to initiation of all 
construction activities (including 
staging and mobilization), all 
personnel associated with 
project construction shall attend 
a Worker Environmental 
Awareness Program (WEAP) 
training, conducted by a qualified 
biologist, to aid workers in 
recognizing special status 
biological resources potentially 
occurring in the Project area. 
This training will include 
information about San Diego 
black-tailed jackrabbit, coastal 
whiptail, coast horned lizard, 
California horned lark, 

Qualified 
biologist to 

conduct training 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

Community 
Development 
Department/ 

Planning 
Division 

Pre-
construction 
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Table 4-1 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Environmental 
Issue Mitigation Measure 

Method of 
Review 

Verification 
Responsible 

Agency Timing 
Status of 

Implementation 

loggerhead shrike, as well as 
other special-status species with 
potential to occur in the Project 
area. The specifics of this 
program shall include 
identification of special-status 
species and habitats, a 
description of the regulatory 
status and general ecological 
characteristics of special-status 
resources, review of the limits of 
construction and measures 
required to avoid and minimize 
impacts to biological resources 
within the work area, and all 
reporting requirements. A fact 
sheet conveying this information 
shall also be prepared for 
distribution to all contractors, 
their employees, and other 
personnel involved with 
construction of the project. All 
employees shall sign a form 
provided by the trainer 
documenting they have attended 
the WEAP and understand the 
information presented to them. 
The crew foreman shall be 
responsible for ensuring crew 
members adhere to the 
guidelines and restrictions 
designed to avoid impacts to 
special-status species. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Mitigation 
Measure CUL-1 

Prior to the commencement of 
any construction activities on-
site, the applicant shall retain a 
qualified archaeologist to provide 
archaeological awareness 
training at the construction 
kickoff meeting to ensure proper 
identification and treatment of 
inadvertent discoveries. In the 
event that archaeological 
resources (e.g., sites, features, 
artifacts, or fossilized material) 
are exposed during construction 
activities for the Project, all 
construction work occurring 
within 100 feet of the find shall 
immediately stop until a qualified 

Qualified 
archaeologist to 
conduct training 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

Community 
Development 
Department/ 

Planning 
Division 

Pre-
construction 
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Table 4-1 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Environmental 
Issue Mitigation Measure 

Method of 
Review 

Verification 
Responsible 

Agency Timing 
Status of 

Implementation 

specialist, meeting the Secretary 
of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards, can 
evaluate the significance of the 
find and determine whether 
additional study is warranted. 
Depending upon the significance 
of the find, the archaeologist 
may simply record the find and 
allow work to continue. If the 
discovery proves significant 
under CEQA, additional work, 
such as preparation of an 
archaeological treatment plan, 
testing, or data recovery, may be 
warranted. 

Mitigation 
Measure CUL-2 

Prior to the commencement of 
any grading activity on-site, the 
applicant shall retain a qualified 
paleontologist per the Society of 
Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) 
2010 guidelines. The 
paleontologist shall prepare a 
Paleontological Resources 
Impact Mitigation Program 
(PRIMP) for the Project. The 
PRIMP shall be consistent with 
the SVP guidelines and shall 
outline requirements for 
preconstruction meeting 
attendance and worker 
environmental awareness 
training; where monitoring is 
required within the Project area 
based on construction plans 
and/or geotechnical reports; 
procedures for adequate 
paleontological monitoring and 
discoveries treatment; and 
paleontological methods, 
reporting, and collections 
management. The qualified 
paleontologist shall attend the 
preconstruction meeting and a 
paleontological monitor shall be 
on-site during all rough grading 
and other significant ground-
disturbing activities in previously 
undisturbed Mint Canyon 
Formation materials. In the event 
that paleontological resources 
(e.g., fossils) are unearthed 

Qualified 
paleontologist to 
conduct training 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

Community 
Development 
Department/ 

Planning 
Division 

Pre-
construction 
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Table 4-1 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Environmental 
Issue Mitigation Measure 

Method of 
Review 

Verification 
Responsible 

Agency Timing 
Status of 

Implementation 

during grading, the 
paleontological monitor will 
temporarily halt and/or divert 
grading activity to allow recovery 
of paleontological resources. 
The area of discovery will be 
roped off with a 50-foot radius 
buffer. Once documentation and 
collection of the find is 
completed, the monitor will 
remove the rope and allow 
grading to recommence in the 
area of the find. 

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Mitigation 
Measure TCR-1 

The Project shall retain a 
professional Native American 
monitor procured by the 
Fernandeño Tataviam Band of 
Mission Indians to observe all 
ground-disturbing activities, 
including, but not limited to, 
excavating, digging, trenching, 
plowing, drilling, tunneling, 
quarrying, grading, leveling, 
clearing, driving posts, auguring, 
backfilling, blasting, stripping 
topsoil or a similar activity, and 
any archaeological work 
conducted during Project 
construction. If cultural resources 
are encountered, the Native 
American monitor shall have the 
authority to request ground-
disturbing activities to cease 
within 60 feet of discovery to 
assess and document the 
potential finds in real time. 

Professional 
native American 

to observe all 
ground-

disturbing 
activities 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

Community 
Development 
Department/ 

Planning 
Division 

During the 
excavation 
and grading 
phases of 

construction 

 

Mitigation 
Measure TCR-2 

If significant pre-contact and/or 
post-contact cultural resources, 
as defined by CEQA, are 
discovered and avoidance 
cannot be ensured, the 
archaeologist shall develop an 
Archaeological Treatment Plan 
(ATP), the drafts of which shall 
be provided to the Fernandeño 
Tataviam Band of Mission 
Indians for review and 
comments. The ATP shall 
provide details regarding the 

Qualified 
archaeologist to 

prepare ATP 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

Community 
Development 
Department/ 

Planning 
Division 

Upon 
discovery of 
resources 
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Table 4-1 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Environmental 
Issue Mitigation Measure 

Method of 
Review 

Verification 
Responsible 

Agency Timing 
Status of 

Implementation 

process for in-field treatment of 
inadvertent discoveries and the 
disposition of inadvertently 
discovered non-funerary 
resources. 

Mitigation 
Measure TCR-3 

The City and applicant shall, in 
good faith, consult with the 
Fernandeño Tataviam Band of 
Mission Indians on the 
disposition and treatment of any 
tribal cultural resource 
encountered during all ground-
disturbing activities. 

Qualified 
archaeologist to 

assist in 
coordination with 
the tribe on the 
disposition and 

treatment of 
resources 

City of Santa 
Clarita 

Community 
Development 
Department/ 

Planning 
Division 

Upon 
discovery of 
resources 
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