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1. Introduction

1.1 INTRODUCTION

This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been prepared in accordance with the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as amended (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and CEQA
Guidelines (California Administrative Code Section 15000 et seq.).

According to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132, the FEIR shall consist of:
(a) The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or a revision of the Draft;
{by Comments and recommendations received on the DEIR either verbatim or in STmmary;
(c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies comments on the DEIR;

(d) The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review
and consultation process; and

{(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency.

This document contains responses to comments received on the DEIR for the Sietra Madre General Plan
Update during the public review period, which began May 11, 2015, and closed June 24, 2015, This document
has been prepared in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines and represents the independent
judgment of the Lead Agency. This document and the circulated DIFIR comprise the FEIR, in accordance
with CEQA Guidelmes, Section 15132.

1.2 FORMAT OF THE FEIR

This document is organized as follows:
Section 1, Introduction. This section describes CEQA requirements and content of this FEIR.

Section 2, Response to Comments. This section provides a list of agencies and interested persons
commenting on the DEIR, copies of comment letters received during the public review period, and
individual responses to written comments. To facilitate review of the responses, each comment letter has
been reproduced and assigned a number (A-1 through A-5 for letters received from agencies and
organizations). Individual cominents have been numbered for cach letter and the letter is followed by

responses with references to the corresponding comment number.
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1. Introduction

Section 3. Revisions to the Draft EIR. This section contains revisions to the DEIR text as a result of the
comments received by agencies and interested persons as described in Section 2, and/or errors and omissions

discovered subsequent to release of the DEIR for public review.

The responses to comments contain matetial and revisions that will be added to the text of the FEEIR. The
City of Sierra Madre staff has reviewed this matetial and determined that none of this matenal constitutes
the type of significant new informadon that requires recirculation of the DEIR for further public comment
under CEQA Guidelines Secdon 15088.5. None of this new material indicates that the project will result in a
significant new envitonmenrtal impact not previously disclosed in the DEIR. Additionally, none of this
materizl indicates that there would be a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified
environmental impact that will not be midgated, or that there would be any of the other circumstances

requiring recirculation described in Section 15088.5.

1.3 CEQAREQUIREMENTS REGARDING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for submitting comments, and reminds persons and
public agencies that the focus of review and comment of DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of the
document in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the envitonment and ways in which significant
effects of the project might be avoided or mitigated. Comments are most helpful when they suggest
additional specific alternatives or mitigation measuses that would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the
significant environmental effects, At the same time, reviewers should be aware that the adequacy of an EIR is
determined in terms of what is reasonably feasible. ...CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every
test or perform all research, study, and experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters. When
responding to comments, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and do not
need to provide all information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made

i1 the EIR.”

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (¢} further advises, “Reviewers should explain the basis for their cominents,
and should submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion
supported by facts in support of the comments. Pursuant to Section 15064, an effect shall not be considered
significant in the abscnce of substantial evidence.” Section 15204 (d) also states, “Fach responsible agency
and trustee agency shall focus its comments on environmental information germane to that agency’s statutory
responsibility.” Section 15204 (c) states, “This section shall not be used to restrict the ability of reviewers to
comment on the general adequacy of a document or of the lead agency to reject comments not focused as

recommended by this section,”

In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, copies of the written responses to public
agencies will be forwarded to those agencies at least 10 days prior to certifying the environmental impact
teport. The responses will be forwarded with copies of this IIEIR, as permitted by CEQA, and will conform

to the legal standards established for response to comments on DIZIRs.

Page 1-2 PlacelWorks



2. Response to Comments

Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines requires the Lead Agency (City of Sierra Madre) to evaluate

comments on environmental issues received from public agencies and interested parties who reviewed the

DEIR and prepare written responses.

This section provides all written responscs received on the DEIR and the City of Sierra Madre’s responscs to

each comment.

Comment letters and specific comments are given letters and numbers for reference purposes. Where

sections of the DEIR are excerpted in this document, the sections are shown indented. Changes to the DEIR.

text are shown in underlined text for additions and stekeewt for deletions.

The following is a list of agencies and persons that submitted comments oa the IDEIR during the public

review period.

Numbery
Reference Commenting PersonfAgency Date of Comment Page No.
Agencies & Organizations
Al Los Angeles County Fire Depariment June 17, 2015 2-3
A2 California Depariment of Fish and Wildlife June 24, 2015 29
A3 Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy June 24, 2015 215
T . Error! Reference source
Ad California Depariment of Transporlation not found, 23, 2015 2-19
Ab County Saniteien Districts of Los Angeles County June 23, 2015 2-25

June 2075
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2. Response to Comments

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EASTERN AVENUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFCRNIA §0063-2294

DARYL L. OSBY
FIRE CHIEF
FORESTER & FIRE WARDEN

June 17, 2015

JUN 2y

HERRA AT

Leticia Cardoso, Senior Planner
City of Sierra Madre

Planning Division

232 West Sietra Madre Boulevard
Sierra Madre, CA 91024

= & BUHINNG

Dear Ms. Cardoso:

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND
PUBLIC MEETING, “CITY OF SIERRA MADRE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE DEIR”,
THE PROPOSED PROJECT #5 THE UFDATE OF THE SIERRA MADRE GENERAL

" PLAN, WILL GUIDE THE GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE CITY 20 YEARS
OR MORE INTO THE FUTURE, INVOLVES A REVISION TO THE CURRENT LAND
USE MAP AND ALL ELEMENTS EXCEPT HOUSING, SIERRA MADRE
(FFER 201500107}

The Netice of Availability of a Draft Environmental Impact Report and Public Meeting
has been reviewed by the Planning Division, Land Development Unit, Forestry Division,
and Health Hazardous Materiais Division of the County of Los Angeies Fire Department,
The following are thelr comments:

PLANNING DIVISION:

1. The subjett property is entirely within the City of Sierra Madre, which is nat a part
of the emergency respense area of the Los Angeies County Fire Department
{also known as the Consolidated Fire Protection District of Los Angeles Gounty),

. - : Al-4
Therefore, this project does not appear to have any impact on the emergency
responsibilities of this Depariment.
SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:
AGGURA .HILLS CALABASAS TIAMOND BAR HIDDEN HILLS - LAMINADA I:MLIBU - POMONA SIGHAL HILL
CARSOH DUARTE FHINTINOTON PARK LA PUENTE MAYWOOD - RAMCHO PALOS VERDES SQUTH EL MONTE
CERRITOS TLMONTE INDUSTRY LAKRE®WOOD HORWALR ROLLING HILLS BOUTH GATE
BALD\MH PARK CLAREMONT  GARRENA - INGLEWOOD - LAHCASTER  PALMDALE MOLLING HILLS E8TATES TEMPLF I..i'(‘f
COMMERCE CGLENDORA TASNDALE LAWNDALE PALDS VERDES BESTATES MOSEMEAD
BELL GANDENS COVINA HAWAAH GARGENS LA CRNADA FLINTRIDGE LOMITA PARAMOUNT SAN UIMAS W:SE HolLYWm)i
BELLFLOWER CUDAHT HAWTHORNE LA HABRA LYNWOONR PECO RIVEHA SANTA CLARITA WERTLAKE VILLAG
BIAGRURY WIETYIER

Jume 2075 Poge 2.3




SIERA MADRE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE FINAL EIR
CITY OF SIERRA MADRE

2. Response to Comments

Leticia Cardoso, Senior Planner
June 17, 2015
Page 2

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

1.

This project is located in the City of Sierra Madre, Therefore, the City of Sierra
Madre Fire Department has jurisdiction concerning this project and will be setting
conditions. This project is located in close proximity o the jurisdictional area of
the Los Angeles County Fire Department. However, this project is unlikely to
have an impact that necessitates a comment concerning general requirements
from the Land Development Unit of the Los Angeles County Fire Depariment.

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department's Land Develcpment Unit
appreciates the opportunity to comment on this project.

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Depariment’s
Land Development Unit are to review and comment on all projects within the
unincorporated areas of the County of Los Angeles. Our emphasis is on the
availability of sufficient water supplies for firefighting operations and
local/iregional access issues, However, we review all projects for issues that may
have a significant impact on the County of Los Angeles Fire Department. We are
responsible for the review of all projects within contract cities (cities that contract
with the County of Los Angeles Fire Department for fire protection services), We
are responsible for alf County facilities located within non-contract cities. The
County of Los Angeles Fire Department's Land Development Unit may also
comment on conditions that may be imposed on a project by the Fire Prevention
Division, which may create a potentially significant impact to the environment.

Sheuld any questions arise regarding subdivision, water systems, of acoess,
please contact the County of Los Angeles Fire Department’s Land Devetopment
Uni#'s Inspector Claudia Soiza at (323) B90-4243,

FORESTRY DIVi5ION — OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS;

1.

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

The County of LoslAngeIes Fire Department’s Forestry Division has no further

comiments regarding the City of Sierra Madre General Plan Draft Environmental
Impact Report.

A2

Page 24
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Leticia Cardaso, Seriior Planner
June 17, 2015
Page 3

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

1. The Health Hazardous Materials Division (HHMD) of the Los Angeles Counly Fire | a4.4
Department has na comment or objeclion te the project af this time.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this effice at (323) 590-4330,

Very irudy yaurs,

KEVIN T._JOHNSON, ACTING CHIEF, FORESTRY DiVIStON
PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

KTJ:ad

June 2015
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Al

. .2, Response to Comm

ents.

Response to Comments from Los Angeles County Fire Department, Kevin T. Johnson,
Acting Chief, Forestry Division, dated June 17, 2015.

Al

Al-2

Al-3

The commenter stated that the entire City is not a part of the emergency response area
of the Los Angeles Couvnty Fire Department (LACFCI)) and that the project does not
appear to have any impact on emesgency responsibilities of LACFD. The comment is

acknowledged and no response is necessary.

The commenter stated that although the City is in close proximity to the jurisdictional
area of LLACFD, the (Feneral Plan Update is unlikely to have an impact that accessitates
comments concerning general requirements from the Land Development Unit of
LACFD. The commenter also provided a summary of the Tand Development Unit’s

statutory responsibilities. The comment is acknowledged and no TEeSPONSE 1S NECCSSaLy.

The commenter provided a summary of the Forestry Division’s statutory
responsibilitics. The commenter also stated that the Forestry Division has no comments

at this time on the DEIR. The comment is acknowledged and no response is necessary.

The commenter stated that the Health Hazardous Materials Division of LACFD has no
comments or objections at this time on the DEIR. The comment is acknowledged and

no response 15 IlCCCSSEU.'y.

June 2075
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LETTER A2 — California Department of Fish and Wildlife (4 pages)

§ Slate of Californis - Natural Resources Agency EDMUND G. BROWN JR.. Govemor

4 DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONNAM, Dirostor |
L South Coast Region :

I‘ 3883 Ruffin Roa
San Diego, CA 92123
{858) 467-4201

www. wiidlife.ca.gov

June 24, 2015

Ms. Leticia Cardosa

Gity of Sierra Madre

232 West Sisrra Madre

Sierra Madre, CA 91024

Email: lcardoso@cityolsierramadre .com

Subject: Drafl Programmatic Environmental impact Report for City of Sierra
Madre General Plan Update, City of Sierra Madre, Los Angeles County
(SCH # 1595101004},

Dear Ms. Cardosa;

The Califomia Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has reviewed the above-
referenced Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR). The City of Sierra Madre
{City} is the lead agency for the DPEIR under the California Environmentat Quality Act (CEQA).

The Sierra Madre General Plan Update {Project) involves a revision to the gusrent General Pian
land use map and all elements except Housing. It will guide growth and development within the
City by designating land usas in the proposed land use map and through implementation of the
goals and policies of the General Plan Update. The Project proposes three alternatives:

» No Project/Existing General Plan Ajternative — No change from existing provisions of
current General Plan,

» Preferrad Project Alfernative — Proposes to accommodate approximately 5,244
residential dwelling units {5,123 existing plus 121 new) and 1,100,228 square feet of
non-residentiat square footage {1,012,836 existing plus 87,392 new}, which includes
commercial, manufacturing and institutional land uses,

» Reduced Development Alternative — Inciudes minor reduction in dwelling units by 24
{5,244 under the General Plan Update versus 5,220 under this alternative), which would
decrease the build out population by 55 residents. This alternative would also slightly
reduce nonresidentiai development by 17,478 square feet {1,100,228 under the General
Pian Update versus 1,082,750 under this alternative),

The Project is located in the City within the foothills of the San Gabriet Vatley below the
southem edge of the Angeles National Forest, approximately 17 miles northeast of downtown
Los Angeles. The City is in the central region of Los Angeles County and is bounded by the
oitias of Arcadia 1o the east and south and Pasadena to the west and the Angeles Natlonal
Forast to the north.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870

Jume 2075 Page 2-9
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2. Response to Comments

Leticia Cardcsa
June 24, 2016
Page 2 of 4

The DPIER states “The City has approximately 810 acres, approximately 37 percent of the
City's land area, zoned as hillside management which is mostly managed as open space.
Vegetation types in this area of the City include grassiand, coastal sage scrub, chaparral,
southern oak woodland, and riparian forest/woediand.”

The following comments and recommendations have been prepared pursuant to the
Department's authority as a Responsible Agency under CEQA Guidelines section 15381 over
those aspects of the proposed project that come under the purview of the California
Endangered Species Act (Fish and Gama Code § 2050 of 5eq.) and Fish and Game Code
section 1800 et seq., and pursuant to our authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over
natural resources affected by the project (California Environmental Quality Act, [CEQA}
Guidelines § 16386) to assist the Lead Agency in avoiding or minimizing potential project
impacts on blological resources.

Project Impacts o Biclogicat Rescurces

General Provisiops — The Department generally concurs with the provisions in the DPEIR which
describe biological resource protection measures to be implemented during subsequent
activities that will be conducted under the updated General Plan. The Depariment recommends
the below additional considerations to be include in the Project:

Impacis Native Birds — Page 5.3-28 in the Biologicai Resources Section of the DPEIR
describes protaction measures for native birds when development activities are performed
under the Project and states: "Future development that would be accommodated by the General
Plan update would be required to comply with the MBTA by either avoiding site clearing,
demaiition or grading activities during the breeding/nesting season (February 1 to Septermnber 1,
as defined by the Department) or conducting a site survey for nesting birds prior to commencing
such activities during the nesting season.

The Department concurs that measures to avoid impacting native birds should be included in
the Project, Note that raptor species may commence nesting aclivities as early as December
and January, especially great-hormned owls (Bubo virginianus).

The Department recommends incorporating the Department's general native bird avoidance
language (befow) into the Project: Migratory nengame native bird species are protected by
international treaty under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1818 (50 C.F.R. §
10.13). Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513 of the California Fish and Game Code prohibit take of
all birds and their aclive nasts including raptors and other migratery nongame birds (as listed
under the Federal MBTA). The Department recommends the {ollowing measures to assistin
avoidance of take of native birds:

Proposed project activities (including, but not limited to, staging and disturbances to native and
nonnative vegetation, structures, and substrales) should occur outside of the avian breeding
seascn which generally runs from February 1 through Avugust 31 (as early as January 1 for
some raptors) to avoid take of birds or their eggs. Take means to hunt, pursue, calch, capture,
or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture or kill (Fish and Game Code § 86), and
includes take of eggs and/or young resulting from disturbances which cause abandonment of
active nests. Depending on the avian species present, a qualified biologist may determine that a
change in the breeding season dates is warranted.

A2

AZ-2
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Leticia Cardosa
June 24, 2015
Page 3 of 4

if avoidance of the avian breeding season is nct feasibie, the Department recommends that,
beginning thirty days prior to the initiation of project activities, a qualified biotogist with
experience in conducting breeding bird surveys conduct weekly bird surveys to defect protected
native birds occurring in suitable nesting habitat that is to be disturbed and (as access to
adjacent areas aliows) any other such habitat within 300 feet of the disturbance area {within 500G
Teal for raptots). The surveys should continue on a weekly basis with the last survey heing
coniducted no mora thai 3 days prier to the initiafion of project activities, If a protected native
bird is found, the project proponsnt shouid delay ali project activities within 300 feet of on- and
off-site suitable nesting habitat {within 500 feet for suitable raptor nesting habitat) until August
31. Atternatively, the qualified biologist could continue the survays in orderto locate any nests. If
an active nest Is located, project activities within 300 feet of the nest (within 500 feet for raptor
nests) or as determined by a qualified biologicat monitor, must be postponed uUntil the nest is
vacated and juveniles have fledged and there is no evidence of a second atterpt al nesting.
Flagging, stakes, and/or construction fencing shiould be used to demarcate the inside boundary
of the buffer of 300 feet (or 500 feat) between the project activities and the nest. Project
personnel, including all contractors working on site, should be instructed on the sensitivity of the
area. The project proponent should provide the City the results of the recommended protective
measures described above to decument compliance with applicable State and federal Jaws
pertaining to the protection of native birds.

If the binlogical monitor determines that a narrower buffer between the project activittes and
observed active nests is warranted, ha/she should submit a written explanation as to why (e.g.,
species-specific infofmation; ambient conditions and birds' habituation to them; and the terrain,
vegetation, and birds’ lines of sight between the projact activities and the nest and foraging
areas) to tha: City, to-allow a narrower buffer.

The biological monitor should be present on site during all grubbing and clearing of vegetation
to ensure that these activities remain within the project foofprint (i e., outside the demarcated
buffer) and that the flagging/stakesffencing is being maintained, and to minimize the likelihood
that active nests are abandoned or fail due to project activities. The biological monitor shouid
send weekly monitoring reports o the City during the grubbing and clearing of vegetation, and
should notify the CEQA lead agency immediately if project activities damage active aviar riests.

linpacts From Wildfire Reduction Practices — The DPEIR describes measures that the City
proposes to implement in the proposed Project to reduce wildfire risk including: Chapter 5 of the
DPEIR describing Public Services - Fire Safety Implemantation Measure [M-5 which states
“The City shail oversee the maintenance of adequate brush clearance in the Witdland/Urban
interface within the High Severity Fire Zone through annuai brush inspections.”; Title 8 {iHealth
and Safety), Chapter 8.36 (Hazardous Brush Clearance} of the Sierra Madre Municipal Code
which states: “Ensures that all landowners remove hazardous refuse or weeds, trees, and
other vegetation, which, by reason of proximity to a building or structure, constitutes a fire
hazard. In cases where property is undeveloped or larger than five acres, a vegetation
management plan shall be required.” and Policy Hz2.8 which states: "Develop vegetation
managemeant plans that manage chemise and chaparral to ensure adequaie firebreaks, to
provide adequate access for fire protection water systems, and access for firefighting.”

Wildfire risk reduction activities including brush clearing can significantly adversely impact
biclogical resources held in public trust by the Department. Thege impacts are often done during
brush clearing activities by property ownars or their contractors who are not familiar with fedetal,
state, and local laws that protect special status species and jurisdictional waters of the state or

A2.2
conl'd

AZ-3
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2. Response to Comments

Leticia Cardosa
June 24, 2015
Page 4 of 4

U.S. Impacts io biological resources ralated to wildfire risk reduction practices may also be
overlooked during CEQA impact analysis in general plans adopted by [ead agencies,

The Department recommends the biological resource section in the Finat PEIR include a
discussion that describes biologicat and bolanical resource impacts from wildfire risk reduction
activities. SpecHic biological resources to include in this assessment should include but hot be
limited to: jurisdictional watars of the state and U.S. and nesting birds inciuding coastal cactus
wran (Campyiorhynchus brunneicapifius sandiegensis) and coastal Catifornia gnatcatcher
{Poliopiifa californica californica) as well as other special status species listed in the PDIER
which could occur in the Project area. Areas proposed for brush clearing or other fuel buffer
disturbances shouid be assessad by experienced hiologists and botanists in order to determine
tha presence or absence of special status species and plan for avoidance and mitigation
measures. This assessment should be addressed in sufficient detait as described in the
Biological Resources section of the DPEIR for other Project related impacts and included in the
final updated Project.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments. Please contact Mr, Scolt Harrls,
Environmental Sciantist, at (626) 797-3170 ar Scott.P.Harris@wildiife.ca.gov if you should have
any questions and for further coordination on the proposed project.

Sinicerely,

Aoy Q) Cavirfros

Betty J Courtney
Environmental Program Manager 1
South Coast Region

ec: Ms. Erinn Wilson, CDFW, Los Alamitos
Ms. iKelly Schmoker, CDFW, Laguna Niguel
Mr. Scott Harris, CDFW, Pasadena
Ms. Victoria Chau, CDFW, Los Alamitos
Ms. Sarah Rains, CDFW, Thousand Oaks
State Clearinghouse, Sacramento

A2-3
cont'd
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AZ,

Response to Comments California Depattment of Fish and Wildlife, Betty J. Courtney,
Environmental Program Manager I, dated June 24, 2015,

A2-1

AZ-3

The commenter stated that the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW
p

generally concurs with the provisions in the DEIR, which describes biological resource

protection measures to be implemented during subscquent activates under the General

Plan Update. The comment is acknowledged and no TESPONSE I NeCessasy.

Thie commenter also stated that CDFW tecommends additional considerations, which
are cutlined in Comments A2-2 and A2-3, be included in the DEIR, Sce responses o
Comments A2-2 and A2-3 below

The commenter stated that they concur that the measures outlined in the DEIR to avoid
impacting native birds should be included in the projecr. As concluded in the DEIR,
impacts to migratory birds were determined to be less than significant with adherence to
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), whose implementation would be ensured
through the City’s development review process. However, the commenter recommended
mncorporating CDIFW’s general native bird avoidance language outlined in the comment
and also recommended an additional measure to further assist in the avoidance of rake
of native birds. In response to the commenter, the requested language and addirional
measure {(which has been added as a mitigation measure) have been added under the
discussion of Impact 5.3-4 in Chapter 5.3, Bislggical Resources, of the DEIR, as described
in more detail in Section 3, Revidans to the Draft EIR, of this FEIR. However, it should be
noted that the provision of this additional mitigation measure would not alter the impact
significance conclusion (less than significant) disclosed in the DEIR regarding impacts
to native birds.

The provision of the City’s Municipal Code mentioned in this comment regarding
wildfire risks (Title 8 [Health and Safety], Chapter 8.36 [Hazardous Brush Clearance]) is
an existing provision that residents in the hillside areas designated as High Severity Fire
Zones ate required to adhere to; it is not a new provision that is being considered as a
part of the General Plan Update or DEIR. Additionally, Fire Safety Implementation
Measure IM-6 (which states, “The City shall oversee the maintenance of adequate brush
clearance in the Wildland/Urban Interface within the High Severity Fire Zonc through
annual brush inspections.”) of the Implementation Program (Chapter 5 of the General
Plan Update} is not a new implementation measure being considered in the General Plan
Update; it is an implementation measure of the 1996 (General Plan Implementation
Program that is being carried forward to the General Plan Update Implementation
Program. Specifically, the 1996 General Plan includes a Weed Abatement program,
which states “Due to Sierra Madre’s proximity to wildland areas, it is citical to conduct a
proactive weed abatement program. The annual weed abatement cffort includes
education to property owners, notification of property owners, adequate time for

voluntary compliance and enforcement as necessary.”

Juwie 2015
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2. Response to Comments

Furthermore, the requitements outlined in Chapter 8.36 of the City’s Municipal Code
and Fire Safety Implementation Measure IM-6 are in conformance with the
requirements of the Sierra Madre Fire Department (SMFD) with regards to brush
clearing near residential structures, as applicable to the hillside areas of the City
designated as High Fire Hazard Severity Zones.

Finally, any future development that would be accommodated under the General Plan
Update in the City’s hillside areas where brush clearing could occur would be required to
go through the City’s development review process, at which time a site-specific analysis
of potential impacts to biological resources from project-related grading, construction,
or clearing activates would be required. The impacts to biological resources of potential
site-specific development projects is not known as this time, as the General Plan Update
is a regulatory document that sets forth the framework for future growth and
development (e.g, infill development, redevelopment, and revitalization/restoration) in
the City and does not directly result in development in and of itself. Therefore, it would
be difficult and speculative at best to provide any kind of site-specific analysis at this
ume,

Also, before any development can occur in the City, all such development is required to
be analyzed for conformance with the Citys General Plan and Municipal Code
requitements, as well as other applicable local and state requitements; comply with the
requirements of CEQA (e.g., preparation of site-specific environmental documentation
in accordance with CEQA); and obtain all necessary approvals, clearances, and permits.
For example, the provisions of Chapter 17.52 (Hillside Management Zone) of the City’s
Municipal Code have and would continue to not only protect the natural environment
of the City’s hillside areas from change, but to protect the hillside areas from hazards
such as fires. Any development that would occur in the City’s hillside areas would be
required to adhere to the provisions of Chapter 17.52. For example, as stated in Chapter

17.52, some of the purposes of this chapter include:

= Ensure that development in the hillside areas is located so as to result in the least

environmental impact.

m  Correlate intensity of development to steepness of terrain to minimize grading,
removal of natural vegetation; and to prevent the creation of land instability or fire

hazasds.

Thercfore, in responsc to the commenter and based on the preceding, the additional

biological resources impact analysis requested has not been included in the DEIR.
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LETTER A3- Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy {1 page)

STATE OF CAUFORNIA-THE NATURAL RESDURCES AGENCY EDMUND G, BROWN, 8., Govemor

SANTA MONICA MOUNTAINS CONSERVANCY

RAMIREZ CAMYON PARK

5750 RAMIREZ CANYON ROAD
MALIBU, CAUFORNIA, $0265
FHONE (30} 589.3200

FAX (310) 5893207
WWW.SMME.CA GOY

June 24, 2015

Leticia Cardoso, AP

Senior Planner

City of Sierra Madre

232 West Sicrra Madre Boulevard
Sierra Madre, California 91024

Suppaort for the City 6f Sterra Madre General Plan Update and
Dralt Environmental hnpact Report

Dear Ms. Cardoso:

The Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (Conservancy) commends the City of Sierra
Madre [or its protective Open Space clement as contained in the Draft Environmental
Impact Report (DBIR) of the City's General Plan Update, furthering the commitment to
Open Space protection an the part of the Sierra Mountain Conservancy.

The City, as a Wildiife Sanctuary, should strive (o maximize it§ extent of natural open space
and achieve a co-existence with wildiife as envigioned in its General Plun, As such, the
City's continued efforts to enforee the Hillside Management Zone Ordinance, efforts to { A3
amend the Open Space Ordinance to inclide more stringent standards for preserving
natural open space, and overall efforts 10 involve the Sierra Mountain Conservancy on open
space preservation, are integral ro maintaining its ideniity as & Witdlife Sanctoary.

Furthermore, the need to protect the remaining natural open space in the City’s northemn
region has never been greater in Hght of the rapid rate of development encroaching inlo the
upper foothills of the San Gabriel Mountains, Thas, Use Conservaricy supports the City's
proposed Open Space element in DEIR for the City’s General Plan Update.

Sincerely,

PAUL EDFLMAN
Deputy Director
Natural Resources and Planning

June 2015 Page 2-15
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Ms. Leticia Cardosco

June 23, 2015

Page 2
The City wili work with Caltrans to identify potential cumulative tratfic impacts and
mitigation measures.
The City will form a fair share fee program working with neighboring cities to improve
State transportation facilities,
The Ciiy's existing traffic impact fees will include any State facility improvements as
part of the cumulative traffic impagt, Procuring funds toward freeway sepments, freeway
interchonges, freeway on/off-ramps, as well as for bus and rail transit facilities wili be
- g : ; A2
included in the goals.of the City.

contd

The City will participate with the City of Pasadena to implement the 1210 Connected
Corridors project involving Caltrans owned infersections ai frecway ramp sermini in the
development of the fulure transportation impact fee.
The City will make any necessary effort 1o include the addition of "Bike Lanes™ to close
the gap between the adjacent cities,

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Alan Ein the project coordinator at {213)

£97-8391 and refer to IGR/CEQA No. 150531AL. :

Sincerely,

o T.f f f /4'(» s P
i s “ 7

DIANNA WATSON

Branch Chiefl

Community Planning & LD IGR Review

ce: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrafed and sfficient transportafion sysfent
fo enbtnce California’s vconomy and thvaplifty”
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The cumulative impacts analysis contained in Chapter 5, Ewmvironmental Anafysis, of the
DEIR uses method No. 2. Consistent with Section 15130{(b)(1)(B) of the CEQA
Guidelines, the DEIR analyzes the environmental impacts of developments in
accordance with buildout of the General Plan Update, which is designed to evaluate
area-wide conditions. As a result, the DEIR addresses the cumulative impacts of
development within the city of Sierra Madre and the larger region surrounding it, as
appropriate. Potental cumulative impacts related to traffic, which have the potential for
impacts beyond the city boundary, were addressed through use of a traffic model. The
city uses SCAG’ Regional Travel Demand Model to forecast cumulative growth in the
city and regionally. Regional growth outside of the city has accounted for traffic impacts
through use of this model, which is 2 socioeconomic traffic model that uses regional
growth projections to calculate future waffic volumes. The growth projections adopted
by the city and surrounding area were used for the cumulative impact analyses of the
DI<IR.

Since the Sierra Madre General Plan Update is cumulative in nature and is a document
designed to cvaluate area-wide conditions, the DEIR considered the cumulative impacts
(including waffic) of hypothetical buildout of the General Plan Update in each
respective topical section of the DEIR. As demonstrated in the analysis contained in
Section 5.12, Transportation and Traffic, of the DEIR, which was based of the traffic
impact study prepared by Fehr & Peers (provided as Appendix E of the DEIR), future
development that would be accommodated by the General Plan Update would not result
in any significant cumulative taffic impacts, including inypacts on state transportation
facilidies. Therefore, the DEIR accounted for the General Plan Update’s cumulative

traffic impacts and determined that no such impacts would occur.

Additionally, the General Plan Update analysis provided in the DEIR was performed
using typical evaluation methods appropriate for a general plan level of analysis. Traffic
impact analysis required for individual development projects in the City that would be
accommodated under the General Plan Update would be required to identify the project
study area where potential traffic impacts associated with the proposed development
could occur, including any impacts to state transportation facilities potentially affected.
Traffic impacts identified by individual development projects in the City of Sierra Madre
would be required to implement or centubute o improvements fto any state
trznsportation facilities impacted by the project. Funire projects that contribute to
impacts in adjacent cities would also be required to assess their fair share of traffic
impacts on state transportation facilides. Likewise, development projects within adjacent
cities would be required to implement or contribute to improvements to any state

transportation facilities impacted by the project.
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COUNTY SANITATION DISTHICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workmon Mill Rood, Whiniar, CA $0401-1400

Malling Address: 2O, flox 4998, Whitlier, CA 70607-4998 GRACE ROBINSCON CHAN
Telephone: {562} 4997411, FAX: {54%2) 499.5492 Chiaf Enginoar and General Monager
werw bacsd . arg

Oclober 22, 2013

Ref File No.; 2735033

Wz, Danny Castro

Director of Development Services
City of Sierm Madre

232 West Sjerra Mindre Bowlevard
Sierra Modre, CA 91024

Dear Mr. Castro:

The City of Sierra Madre General Pian Update

The County Sanilation Distriets of Los Angeles County (Ddstricts) received a Notice of
Prepurntion of a Draft Environmentat Impact Report for the subject project on September 20, 2013, The
City of Sierma Madre is located within the jurisdictionai boundaries of District No. 15. We offer the
lolowing comments regasding sewemge service:

1. The Districts own, operate, and maintain only the farge trunk sewers that form the bagkbane of
the regional wastewater conveynnee system, Locai collector andfor lnterat sewer lines are the
responsibility of the jurisdietion in which they are located, As such, the Districts cannot
commeni on ony deficiencies in the sewernpe system in the City of Siena Madre {City) except to
state that presently no deficiencies exist in Districts” facilities that serve the City. For information
on deficiencies in the City sewerge system, please contact the City Deparfment of Poblic Works
and/or the Los Appeles Connty Department of Public Works,

AB-4

2. The City’s wastewnter is treated of the San Jose Cregk Water Reclamation Plant (WRP) loceted
ndjscent to the City of Industry, which has o design capacity of 100 miition gellons per day {mgd)
and currently processes an average flow of 74.5 mgd, or the Whittier Narrows WRP located near
the City of South E! Monte, which has a design capacity of 15 mgd end currently processes an
average flow of 8.1 mgd.

A5

3. I erder to estimate the volume of wastewater future developments will penernie, go fo
www.|acsd.org, Wastewnter & Sewer Systems, Will Serve Program, and click on the Taple 1, |AS-6
Loodings for Esch Cluss of Land 1Jse link for a copy of the Districts” average wastewater
generation factors.

4, The Districts sre empowered by the California Heaith and Safety Code to charge a fee for the
privilope of connecting {directly or indirectly) to the Districts’ Sewernge System ar increasing the
strength or guaentity of wastewater atributable to & particular parce! or operation aiready | AS-7
connected. This connection fec is a capita! facitities fee that is imposed in an amount sulficient to
construct an incremental expension of the Sewernpe System to acecommodate individual proposed

DOC: #3715033.043

o)
Reeyrled Paper eﬁé
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Ab-8 The commenter stated that the design capacities of the Districts” wastewater treatment
facilities are based on the regional growth forecast adopted by the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG), and that the available capacity of these facilities
are therefore limited to levels associated with the approved growth identified by SCAG.
The commenter also stated that the comment letter does not constitute a puarantee of
wastewater service, but is to advise the City that the Districts intend to provide this
service up to the levels that arc legally permitted and to inform the City of the current
cxisting capacity and any proposed expansion of the Districts” facilities. The comment is

acknowledged and no response is necessary.
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3. Revisions to the Draft EIR

Table 1-1 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of Significance After
Mitigation
Level of
Leve! of Significance Significance
Environmental Impact Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures After Mitigation

breeding season dates is warranted,

If avoidance of the avian breeding season is not
feasible, becinning 30 days prior {o the iniiiation of
project activities, a qualified bioiogist with expetience in
conduciing breeding bird surveys shall conduct weekly
bird surveys 1o detect protected native birds occurring
in suitable nesting habitat that is 1o be disturbed and (as
access to adjacent areas aliows) any other such habitat
within 300 feet of the disturbance area {within 500 feet
for raptors). The surveys shall confinue on a weekly
basis with the last survey being conducted no more
than 3 days prior to the initiation of project activities. If a
protected native bird is found, the project proponent
shall delay 2/l project activilies within 300 feet of on-
and offsite suitable nesting habitat {within 500 feet for
suitable raptor nesting habitat) until August 31.
Alternatively. the qualified biologist shall centinue the
surveys in order to focate any nests. If an active nest is
located, project activities within 300 feet of the nesl
{within 500 feet for raptor nests) or as determined by a
qgualified biclogical monitor, must be postponed until the
nest is vacated and juveniles have fledged and there is
no evidence of a second attempt at nesting. Flagaing,
stakes _and/or construction fencing shali be used o
demarcate the inside boundary of the buffer of 300 feet
{or 500 feet for raptors} between the project activities
and the nest. Project personnel, including all
contractors working onsite, shall be instructed on the
sensitivity of the buffer area. The project proponent
shall provide the City of Sierra Madre Planning and
Community Preservation Department the results of the
recommended protective measures described above to

document compliance with applicable state and federal
laws perlaining to the protection of native birds.

if the biological monitor determines that a narrower
buffer between the project activities and observed
active nests is watranted, he/she should submit a
written explanation as to why (2.q., species-specific
information; ambient conditions and birds’ habituation to
them: and the terrain, vegetation, and birds' lines of
sight between the project activities and the nest and
foraging areas) fo the City, to allow a narrower buffer.

The biclogical monitor shall be present onsite during all
grubbing and clearing of vegetation to ensure that these
activities remain within the project footprint (i.e., cutside
the demarcated buffer) and that the flagging/stakes/
fencing is being maintained, and to minimize the
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part, nest or egg of any migratory bird covered by the conventions, or to attempt those activities. USFWS
administers pertnits to take migratory birds in accordance with the MBTA.

Activides of Fluture development that would be accommodated by the General Plan Update {activities
include but not limited to staging and disturbances to native and nonnative vegetation, structures, and
substrates) would be required to comply with the MBTA by either avoiding site clearing, demolition or
grading activities during the breeding/nesting season (February 1 to Seprembess August 31, as defined by
CDIFFW._as carly_as _japuary 1 for some raptors) or conducting a site survey for nesting birds prior to

cominencing such activities during the nesting season, as outlined in Mitigation Measure 3-1. Per CDFW
commence nesting activities as eardy as v, especially greathorned owls (Babo

virgimianus). Adherence to the MBTA regulations and implementation of Mitigation Measure 3-1 would ensure

that if construction accurs duting the breeding/nesdng season, appropriate measures would be taken to

avoid impacts to nestng birds, if any are found. Additionally, adherence to the MTBA regulations and

implementation of Midgation Measure 3-1 would be ensured through the city’s development review and

building plan check process.

For these reasons, future development that would be accommodated by the General Plan Update, any land
use changes proposed under the General Plan Update, and any new or updated policies of the General Plan
Update are not anticipated to create a significant inypact,

Page 5.3-31, Section 5.3, Bivlogical Resounrces. The following text has been modified in response to Comment

A2-2 from Betty ]. Courtney of California Department of Tish and Wildlife.

5.3.6 Level of Significance Before Mitigation

Upon compliance with the regulatory requiremnents and implementation of the General Plan Update policies
and Implementation Program measures, the following impacts would be less than significant: 533—threugh
53-6-5.3-1, 5.3-2, 5.3-3, 5.3-5, and 5.3-6.

Without mitigation, the fellowing impacts weuld be potentially significant:

" Tmpact 5.3-4 Implementation of the General Plan Update could have an impact on migratory

birds.
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The biological monitor shall be present onsite during all grubbing and clearing of vegetation

to_ensure that these activities remain within _ the oroject footprint outside the

demarcated buffer) and that the flaoeino/stakes/fencine is being maintained, and to

minimize the likelihood that active nests are abandoned or fafl due to project activities. The

biclogical monitor shall send weekly monitoring reports to the City duting the gruhbing and

clearing of vegetation, and shall notify the City immediately if project activities damage

active avian nests.

5.3.8 Level of Significance After Mitigation

—The mitigation measure

identified above would reduce potential impacts associated with migratorv birds to a level that is less than

significant. Thercfore, no significant unaveidable adverse impacts relating to biological resources have been

identified.

Pages 5.13-3 and 5.13-4, Section 5.13, Uities and Service Systems. The following texr has been modified in
response te Comunent Ad-2 from Grace Robinson Chan of California Department of Fish and Wildlife,

Wastewaler Treatment Facility

Under contract with the City, the Sanitaton Districts provides treatment and disposal of wastewater
generated in the City. The Sanitation Districts operate 11 wastewater treatment facilities, 10 of which are
classified as water reclamation plants (WRPs); all of the Sanitation Districts wastewater treatment facilities are
regulated under an NPDES permit. These 11 facilitics serve approximately 5.5 million people in 78 cities and
unincorporated areas within Los Angeles County, including the City of Sierra Madre. Effluent quality from
the WRPs ranges from disin fected secondary to filtered, disinfected terdary (Sanitation Districts 2013).

The wastewater from the City’s service area, which is estitmated at approximately one million gallons per day
(mgd) or 365 million gallons annually {or 1,120 acre feet per year), primarily flows to (via the City’s wastewater
collection systemn and Sanitation Districts regional trunk lines) and receives tertiary treatment at the Whittier
Narrows WRIP (WNWRI) located in South El Monte or the San Jose Creek Water Reclamation Plant
(SJCWRDPY located in vnincorporated Los Angeles County adjacent to the Citv of Industry (Sietra Madre
2011y, The WNWRP, which is owned and operated by the Sanitation Districts, is regulated under NPDES
Permit No. CA0053716, issued by the Los Angeles RWQCE (LARWQCB) in 2009 under Order No. R4-
2009-0077 (WINWRP Order). The SJCWRP, also owned and operated by the Sanitation Districts, is regulated
under NPDFS Permir No. CACC53911, issued by LARWOQCB in 2009 uander Order No. R4-2009-0078
BICWRDP Order). Although the current WNWRP and S|CWRP (Crders expired on May 10, 2014, the terms
and conditions of the WINWRT and SJCWRP Orderg have been automatically continued and remain in effect
until new Waste Discharge Requirements and NPDES permit are adopted by LARWQUDB pursuant to this
Order.

Page 3-¢ PlacellParks






SIERRA MADRE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE FINAL EIR
CITY OF SIERRA MADRE

3. Revisions to the Draft EIR

The WNWRP and SJCWRP is are operating and would continue to operate subject to state waste discharge
requirements and federal NPDES permit requirements, as set forth in the aforementioned permit and order
numbers. The addifional wastewater that would be generated by future development that would be
accommodated by the General Plan Update and treated by the Sanitation Districts would not impede the
Sanitation Districts ability to continue to meet its wastewater treatment requirements, which include not only
the trearment of wastewater, but also the beneficial rcuse of treated wastewater for groundwater

replenishment and landscape irrigation.

For these reasons, impacts on the Sanitation Districts wastewater treatment requirements are not anticipated

to be significant with implementation of the (General Plan Update.

Pages 5.13-6 and 5.13-7, Section 5.13, Utidities and Service Systenms. The following text has been maodified in
response to Comment A5-2 from Grace Robinson Chan of California Department of Fish and Wildlife.

Impact 5.13-2:  Future development that would be accommodated by the General Plan Update would result
in an increase in wastewater generation; however, additional generation would be
adequately collected and treated, respectively, by the City of Sierra Madre and Sanitation
Districts. [Thresholds U-2 (part) and U-5]

Impact Analysis: Sierra Madre does not have wastewater treatment capacity or facilities, only a wastewater
collection system, which is primarily comprised of pipelines eight inches in diameter or less, and is managed,
operated, and maintained by the City’s Sewer Division. The City’s wastewater collection system connects and
discharges to sewer mains in the City of Arcadia and to Los Angeles County trunk mains in Baldwin Avenue,

Sierta Madre Boulevard and East Orange Grove Avenue.

The wastewater from the City’s service area, which is estimated at approximately one million gallons per day
(mgd) or 365 million gallons annually (cquates to 1,120 acre feet per year), primarily flows to (via the City’s
wastewater collection system and Sanitation Districts regional trunk lines) and receives testaey reatment at

the WINWRP located in South El Monte or the SJCWRP in unincorporated Los Angeles County adjacent to

the City of Industry (Sierra Madre 2011), which s are owned and operated by the Sanitation Districts.

Wastewater Treatment

Buildcut of the General Plan Update would increase wastewater generation compared to existing conditions.
In order to calculate the estimated project-generated wastewater, CalEEMod wastewater generation rates for
each of the proposed land uses were used. As shown in Table 5.13-2, future development that would be
accommodated by the General Plan Update would generate approximately 21.2 million gallons of wastewater

pet year. This cquates to approximately 65.1 acre feet per year.
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