The Agua Dulce Residential
Project

Agua Dulce Town Council meeting
Wednesday November 9t", 2022



Agenda

* Los Angeles County District 5 Supervisor Kathryn Barger
* Response to August 12th 2022 ADTC letter

* Recent applications filed by RTG Investment with Regional Planning
* Response to October 9 ADTC letter opposing large lot recording

 State Water Resources Control Board
* October 24 ADTC letter to Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

* Concerns of local residents regarding storm water runoff mitigation
* Next steps to consider



Supervisor Barger response to ADTC letter

* Sent by USPS in early October, received after ADTC October meeting

* Upsized water system

1994 EIR specifies a 20” water main from Sierra Hwy along Valley Sage Road
The then developer (Brandenburg/Coussoulis) proposed a 12” water main in 2005

Recent DWP calculations indicated that a 12” main would not provide sufficient pressure for
the entire development

Since the 2007 SEIR did not over ride the water system provisions of the 1994 EIR, no
supplemental EIR is required

As to a system map for the water system “In lieu of establishing the final specific locations of
structures on each lot/parcel at this time, the owner at the time of issuance of a grading or
building permit, agrees to develop the property in conformance with the County Code and
other appropriate ordinances such as Water Ordinance.”

* A grading permit was issued for Phase 1 on 11 July 2022, yet a system map
showing the location of water system infrastructure is not forthcoming



Supervisor Barger response to ADTC letter

* Water supply source

* Phase 1 will not utilize or impact local groundwater as it will utilize imported
water supplied entirely from AVEK via Los Angeles County Waterworks District
37

* Projects to reduce reliance on imported water can take various forms
including agency partnerships for water banking, extraction, wheeling and
emergency interconnection.

* To address the deficit between Acton’s current demand and District 37’s
groundwater supplies, all new developments, including Phase 2 of the Agua
Dulce Residential Project must secure a reliable permanent water supply from
AVEK.



Supervisor Barger response to ADTC letter

* Wastewater entitlement
 Reverted to the response provided in their May 2" response to ADTC

* The 2007 approval of the SEIR does not invalidate the Phase 1 entitlements
that were recorded in 2002 which allows private septic systems

 When the wastewater treatment plant becomes available with Phase 2, the
Phase 1 septic systems will be required to be abandoned and connected to

the wastewater treatment plan

* Primary access does not conform to Section 21.24.020

* LA County Fire Department has determined that based on the number of
residences in Phase 1 (68) and the existing nearby dwelling units accessed via
Valley Sage Road that the primary access is adequate and complies



Supervisor Barger response to ADTC letter

* Phase 1 grading restriction

* The grading work approved for Phase 1 is contained within the boundaries of
Phase 1 except small amounts of grading that will occur along the boundary
of Phase 1 and Phase 2 otherwise DPW will cite the developer

 Since grading is all within Phase 1, no additional approval will be needed from
the Director of Regional Planning

* There are currently no plans to authorize grading on Phase 2 before the Phase
2 maps are recorded

* The reason that 1,913,878 cubic yards of the total estimated 3,750,000 cubic
yards of earthwork is approved for Phase 1 is due to the terrain involved and
the fact that Phase 2 has large areas of open space



Supervisor Barger response to ADTC letter

 Valley Sage Road residential easement dispute
* The grading for Sunset Way requires no additional easements
* Any easements necessary for the water main installation along Valley Sage Road
have been secured

e Lack of suitable bonds

* The response providing the original Multiple Agreement, 2002 bonds and the grading
permit letter of credit from DWP Public Records is correct

 Article 16 of the Multiple Agreement binds the successors
 Article 15 allows the extension of the agreement which occurred on June 15 2021

* Public Works is also following up with the developer to stress the need to execute
the replacement Multiple Agreement and to provide the replacement bonds



Supervisor Barger response to ADTC letter

* Discretionary extension for final 12 months to October 11 2023

* The County is restricted under State law in its ability to deny extension
requests which must be based on specific and objective health and safety
reasons.

* So building 300+ homes in a rural Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone
during an extended drought based on EIR assumptions from 1994
isn’t an objective safety reason?



Regional Planning response to ADTC letter

e Received on November 8t 2022

* |ssue - Condition 17 of the 1994 CUP prohibits recording anything beyond
the first 68 lots until the secondary street access is provided to the
satisfaction of DPW and DRP

» Reply - The Revised Vesting Tentative Tract Map ("RVTTM") approved in
2007 superseded the VTTM approved in 1994. Any RVTTM phases would
have to be consistent with the 2007 approval, but not the 1994 approval.
The developer has request a large lot parcel map (“LLPM”) in conjunction
with the updated phasing Iplan. Staff has denied this request. The minor
map amendment (“MMA”) cannot authorize the recordation of the LLPM. If
the developer wants to record an LLPM, they would have to first get
aAoproval to do so under a separate application, such as an amendment to
the RVTTM. Secondly, a LLPM for lease and financing does not apply to the
cited condition, which is referring to the development lots.



Regional Planning response to ADTC letter

* Issue - The Final EIR limits the issuance of building permits without
evidence of adequate sewage treatment capacity and the recording
large lots may result in segmentation of the Project in contravention
of CEQA Section 15378

* Reply - If the developer submits a new application to request an LLPM,
and if that application gets approved, it will not result in
"segmentation”, as it is for lease and financing only. The
development of the project in phases pursuant to the phasing plan
and conditions of approval, must still provide adequate infrastructure
and services in conjunction with housing development as a single
project



Regional Planning response to ADTC letter

* [ssue - The absence of an approved plan for the Project’s wastewater
treatment plant means that the environmental impact waiver
requirements of the MMA cannot be achieved

* Reply - The project is required to have a wastewater treatment plant
("WWTP") installed as a condition of approval for the next stage of
development, per RVTTM No. 50385 which includes 247 single family
lots. The County Department of Public Works is responsible for
reviewing the WWTP plans, and the WWTP was included as part of
the approved project and the EIR. There are no changes being
proposed at this time that would add or increase environmental
iImpacts.



Regional Planning response to ADTC letter

 Summary - We respectfully oppose the MMA and Large Lot Map
recording applications and request that they are denied until such
time as the conditions outlined in the Project’s approved planning

documents are met

* Reply - County Planning is currently reviewing the MMA application
and has required the developer to file a revision to the phasing plan in
response to the comments of the County Planning Subdivision
committee Report dated October 6, 2022. For your reference, please
see the attached report and phasing map initially submitted. As
previously mentioned, the LLPM cannot be approved with the phasing
plan and will require a separate application and process.



LLPM Map for TR 50385 —total 11 phases
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Regional Planning response to MMA/LLPM

* The large open space areas within the undeveloped phases must be
placed in a separate phase and recorded as the first phase of the
project

* Revise the phasing exhibit table to include the amount of open space
per each phase and number of dwellings per each phase. The table
should also calculate the percentage of OS in each phase and have a
running total of the OS showing the that amount required by the
TR50385 conditions has been satisfied on or before the last phase.
Additionally, label the number of dwellings and acres of OS within

each phase on the map



ADTC letter re LA RWQCB financial assurance

e Sent on October 24t 2022

* Notes that LA RWQCB is not the named beneficiary in the Letter of
Credit which names Los Angeles County Dept of Public Works

* Notes that LA RWQCB order R4-2022-066 is not an agreement
covered by the Letter of Credit conditions

* Notes that LA RWQCB is part of the State Water Resources Board and
not part of Los Angeles County government

* Notes that due to the above, the financial assurance does not appear
to meet the requirements of Section 13.J of order R4-2022-066



Recent concerns over storm water runoff

* Since the project was approved in 1994 and 2007, additional
residences have been built adjacent to the project boundaries




Recent concerns over storm water runoff

* Prior to the recent rains, a resident reached out to LA County in late
October to ask why no flood control measures were in place

* LA County response was that the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan
(ESCP) was being reviewed and would only apply once grading began
and that the site was ‘only’ being grubbed

* Grubbing the hillsides is equivalent to the impact of a brush fire

» Resident asked the County whether the weather knows that it can
only rain heavily once grading has begun and not before

e Resident reached out to State Water Board and Cal EPA over concerns



Recent concerns over storm water runoff

* LA County inspector visited the site on Friday November 4t" to review
interim erosion control measures

* As we witnessed in 2017, significant rain on these hillsides can cause
extensive flooding in downtown Acton

* Inspector from local Building and Safety who visited the site appeared
to indicate that the recorded Phase 1 map approved in 2002 should
be amended since permitted structures are now built in the line of
the storm flow from the Project site

* Expect this opinion to change once it arrives in Alhambra
* |If residents have mud flow concerns contact DPW on 626 458 5100



Recent concerns over storm water runoff

* During the rain storm on 11/7 and 11/8 which dropped just over 1” of
rain, the debris was carried down hillsides towards residences along
Valley Sage




