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SCOPE
Santa Clarita Organization for Planning and the Environment

TO PROMOTE, PROTECT AND PRESERVE THE ENVIRONMENT, ECOLOGY

AND QUALITY OF LIFE IN THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY
POST OFFICE BOX 1182, SANTA CLARITA, CA 91386 

1-14-08

Delores Brown, Chief
Office of Environmental Compliance
California Department of Water Resources 
Email: delores@water.ca.gov
(916) 651-9560

Re: Comments on the Monterey Plus EIR State Clearing House #2003011118

      Submitted via email

Dear Ms. Brown:

Santa Clarita Organization for Planning and the Environment is a California non-profit planning and conservation group serving the high growth Santa Clarita Valley in Northern Los Angeles County since 1987.  State Water Project water is supplied to the Santa Clarita Valley by Castaic Lake Water Agency (CLWA), a state water contractor that is a signatory to the Monterey Agreement.  The General Manager of CLWA, Dan Masnada, now president of the State Water Contractors, was General Manager of Central Coast Water Agency at the time it decided to become the subsequently unauthorized lead agency for the now decertified Monterey EIR.  Prior to that time, he was General Manager of the Valencia Water Co., wholly owned subsidiary of a company that was one of the largest developers in California, Newhall Land and Farming Co., developers of the 21,000 unit Newhall Ranch project, now owned by Lennar Corp. and associated companies.  Newhall Land and Farming owned large tracts of land in the Santa Clarita Valley and Central Coast area that would benefit financially from the approval of the changes sought in the Monterey Agreement.

Comments on the Public Process

We would first like to comment on the public scoping process.  While we appreciated the Dept. of Water Resource’s effort to provide local scoping venues, there were many problems that would have impeded most public participants from attending, at least at the Ventura location.  (We cannot comment on venue problems elsewhere).  The hearing location was extremely difficult to locate on the DWR’s website.  The hearing was held in a large government complex, closed except for the jail and meeting location.  The complex was dark.  There were no signs directing attendees to the location of the basement room in this large complex that appeared to be closed.  Lastly, the meeting that was supposed to last from 6-8PM closed down at 7PM, so any member of the public that thought the meeting would last until 8pm, found a closed facility. Such a process did not support good public outreach for this CEQA process.

Comments on the DEIR – Growth Inducement

Our Valley and the watershed of the Santa Clara River is greatly impacted by the growth enabled by the largest transfer allowed under the Monterey Agreement, the 41,000AF transferred to Castaic Lake WA.  In addition, the Monterey Amendment allowed a change in the ratio of water for urban and agricultural purposes, i.e. article 18a, changing the deliveries to equal amounts instead of the prior “Urban Preference” ratio of 80/20 %.  This change specifically benefited CLWA because their state water project “Devil’s Den” agricultural water acquisition of 12,500AF, formally subject to 18a did not allow sufficient reliability on which to approve housing. After Monterey, it did.

Additionally, the changes to Article 21 water and the change to allow storage outside the contractor’s service area granted by the Monterey Agreement, allowed CLWA to bank an enormous amount of water in the Semitropic Water Storage Project, acquired as a result of the transfer of the Kern Fan Element.  This also acted as a growth inducement in the Santa Clarita Valley because CLWA now evaluates its reliability at a higher amount, some 72%, rather than a more prudent, 50%, due to the back up storage in these water banking projects.

Changed pumping regimes in the Delta have caused serious impacts to endangered fish species as identified in the DEIR in Chapter 7.3, Biological Resources.  Those changes also enabled CLWA to take Article 21 water for storage
 that in turn produced serious growth inducing impacts to the Santa Clarita Valley and in particular, the Santa Clara River by purporting to increase water supply reliability of SWP water and thus increase water supply.

Further, the DEIR states that eliminating the 18b declaration of a water shortage had no effect on growth 

inducement.  In fact, local non-profit entities including SCOPE have had to initiate numerous legal challenges in an attempt to see that water supply and in particular, the State Water Supply reliability is accurately represented to decision-makers.
  Many of these legal challenges are still in process.
 Such ambiguity in local environmental documents would be greatly decreased by re-instatement of Article 18b. And in turn, local planning agencies would not be able to rely on exaggerated figures or mis-understandings of existing water supplies.  There would be little possibility of over-stating supplies for the purposes of complying with SB 610 and SB 221.  Elimination of Article 18b has allowed approvals that would not otherwise have occurred without strong water conservation and efficiency requirements, and might not have occurred at all, had the public and the decision makers had a clear understanding of State Water Reliability and availability.

The Santa Clara River is the last mostly unchannelized river in Los Angeles County and home to an array of endangered species.  Since 1999, an enormous number of units have been approved along its tributaries and primary reaches, enabled by the Monterey Agreement.  These projects include the 2500 unit West Creek Project, the 1100 unit Tesoro del Valle project and the 2000 unit Valencia II project on San Francisquito Creek in the City and County areas; the 2000 unit Valencia I project, the 1100 unit Riverpark project, the 500 unit Soledad project along the main stem of the Santa Clara River in the City of Santa Clarita; the 21,000 unit Newhall Specific Plan and the 500 unit Spring Canyon Project on the main stem of the River in the County area.  Other projects affecting tributaries and relying on the Monterey Agreement for their water source in the City and County areas are the huge Gate King industrial project, the Valencia Industrial Center expansion, the 500 unit Golden Valley project, the 2000 unit Fair Oaks Ranch project.  (All unit numbers are rounded up or down to the nearest 100 units for the sake of simplicity.  Exact numbers can be supplied upon request). We did not include projects under 500 units in the list, but those projects cumulatively total at least another 1000 units. These approvals total some 10,000 units, 31,000 with the additional approval of the 21,000 unit Newhall Ranch Specific Plan now in tract map review, plus numerous large industrial projects.  Another 4500 hundred units are in the review process (North Lake and Tick Cyn.) in addition to other smaller projects.

Therefore, we believe it is obvious that the Monterey Agreement has had enormous growth inducing impacts on the Santa Clarita Valley by enabling this auto-oriented urban sprawl form of land use to continue.  These projects have created enormous traffic problems and some of the worst air pollution in the nation in a federal non-attainment zone for ozone and particulate matter.  They have hardscaped recharge areas and tributaries to the Santa Clara River that serves as one on the main sources of local ground water. They have enabled building in the flood plain of the river where many of the projects occur.  They have created enormous water quality problems. 

The projects enabled by the Monterey agreement have impacted California Species of Special Concern, including the unarmored three-spined stickleback fish by eliminating its habitat and creating water quality problems that affect its survival. Another CESA species of special concern, the white-tailed kite has experienced destruction of nesting sites.  Endangered migratory birds such as the willow flycatcher and least bell’s vireo have also experienced loss of habitat and nesting areas.  Threatened bird species including hawks and falcons are affected.  The endangered arroyo toad and red-legged frog, the threatened California pond turtle, three-striped garter snake and black-eared jackrabbit are all threatened by growth that is directly attributable to the water transferred to the Santa Clarita Valley by means of the Monterey Settlement.  These biological impacts are of course in addition to those incurred by species in the Sacrament/San Joaquin Delta area. 

Because of the additional and ready availability of the Monterey Agreement transfer water that is causing such substantial impacts to the Sacramento Delta, the growth described above occurred in Southern California without requirements for drought tolerant landscape ordinances, recycled water infrastructure and protection of local re-charge areas.  It enabled the building industry to make vast short-term profits while deferring the long-term costs of such irresponsible growth behavior to future taxpayers.

Information to allow assessment of these growth-inducing impacts is readily available through the County of Los Angeles and the City of Santa Clarita.  Had the Dept. of Water Resources wanted to comply with the California Environmental Quality Act in a good faith effort to disclose growth inducing impacts, such information, including EIRs for the above listed projects are readily available on the County Regional Planning and the City of Santa Clarita websites and are detailed in many of the Castaic Lake Water Agency project EIRs.  Those EIRs detail impacts to traffic, air quality and endangered species by the named projects.  The water sections of those EIRs also all specifically state their reliance on the State Water project Monterey Transfer as a source of the water supply for the projects.  

Such information is also undoubtedly readily available for other transfer areas.  We therefore request that the DEIR be re-circulated to include such information as required by the California Environmental Quality Act.  We believe such an action is imperative for the health and well being of the State of California and for the protection of wildlife which the State holds in the Public Trust for all Californians.

Much of the economic well being, as well as the physical well being of the population, depend on a healthy Delta.  The Governor’s Blue Ribbon Task Force, referenced by the Monterey Plus EIR, along with several recent Court decisions, including the Wanger Federal Court decision on Dec. 17th, 2007 and the decision setting aside the CalFed Record of Decision, all indicate that withdrawals from the Sacramento Delta must be reduced.  Yet the interim operation of the Monterey Amendment, without benefit of a certified EIR that would have addressed these issues and hopefully provided mitigation or solutions to the problems, was allowed to proceed.  This action has had serious negative consequences, including failure in the receiving areas to make planning decisions that would conserve and reduce water usage.  After all, there was plenty of water, so such conservation reforms and land use planning to preserve local sources wasn’t really necessary with such a cheap and abundant source of additional water.

Conclusion

It is SCOPE’s firm belief that we must change land use planning in the state of California if we are to provide water for a healthy economy and healthy communities, both human and wildlife, in the future.  We cannot continue to use water from Northern California to pave over our local recharge areas and destroy our local water resources.  

Such a change could be brought about by the careful examination of growth inducing impacts in the Monterey Plus EIR.  We urge the Dept. of Water Resources, acting on behalf of all Californians, to take this action.

The Department should also develop an alternative that re-instates article 18b and a no project alternative that addresses whether there is a need for this project after all available water efficiency measures are instituted.

Sincerely,

Lynne A. Plambeck

Lynne Plambeck

President

Attachments:

1. Excerpts from Santa Clarita Valley Water Supply Report, 2007 

2. CLWA 2006 Water Supply Planning Update

� See Santa Clarita Valley Water Supply Report, and CLWA 2008 Water Supply Update, attached


� Ref Agreement between DWR and Semitropic Water Storage District, signed May 1995; Agreement between CLWA and Semitropic Water Storage District, 2002 and 2004.  All these contracts were overseen and approved by the Dept. of Water Resources and are on file in their offices.  We hereby incorporate them by reference in this comment letter.


� SCOPE v. County of Los Angeles, 2003 (SCOPE I), California Oak Foundation v. City of Santa Clarita, 2004


� Sierra Club v. City of Santa Clarita, filed 2005 against the Riverpark Approval, C-Win v. Castaic Lake Water Agency, filed 2005 against CLWA’s Urban Water Management Plan, etc.


� Several excerpts including the water supply chapters from these EIRs were submitted in a separate reference material packet






