


CITY OF PALMDALE

LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

RESOLUTION NO. 96-38

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
PALMDALE, CALIFORNIA CERTIFYING ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT NUMBER 93-01 FOR THE PALMDALE BUSINESS PARK
CENTER SPECIFIC PLAN (SP 92-02)

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PALMDALE HEREBY FINDS,
RESOLVES AND ORDERS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Applications were duly filed by the Lockheed Corporation, now doing
business as Lockheed/Martin Corporation (LMC Properties, Inc.), hereinafter referred to
as the Applicant, requesting adoption of a Specific Plan (SP 92-02), known as the
Palmdale Business Park Center Specific Plan, and hereinafter referred to as the
project. The project proposes a Specific Plan for the purpose of creating a 632 acre
mixed-use development, including commercial, business park, golf course, and airport-
related industrial uses, to be built in eight phases in up to 25 years. The project area is
generally bounded by Avenue M to the north, USAF Plant 42 to the east and south, and
the Southern Pacific Railroad and Metropolitan Transportation Agency railroad rights-of-
way and Sierra Highway to the west. The project area excludes a seven acre parcel
fronting Avenue M and owned by Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40, and
a five acre parcel generally located along the project's southwestern boundary which is
undeveloped and under private ownership.

Section 2. An initial study was prepared for the project by the Planning
Department staff, pursuant to Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. The initial
study, which was completed on June 4, 1993, identified that there was substantial
evidence that the project may have a significant environmental impact on several
environmental resources and governmental services. Pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines 15064 and 15081, a decision was made to prepare an Environmental
Impact Report ("EIR") for the project.

Section 3. On June 21, 1993, a Notice of Preparation for the EIR was prepared
and sent to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research for the
State of California and to other responsible agencies.

Section 4. On April 3, 1993, a contract was entered into between the City, the
Applicant and URS Consultants, Inc., ("URS") of San Bernardino, California, whereby
URS agreed to be the lead consultant for the preparation of the EIR for the project.
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Thereafter, screen check versions of the Draft EIR were presented to the City on July
27, 1994, and October 12, 1994. A preliminary draft of the EIR was presented to the
City on January 9, 1995.

Section 5. On May 5, 1995, the Draft EIR was completed. Pursuant to State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15085, the City prepared a Notice of Completion of the Draft
EIR which was filed with the State Office of Planning and Research on June 6, 1993.
The EIR was circulated to interested agencies between June 9, 1995 and July 24, 1995
for a 45-day comment period, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15087.
Comments were received and responses prepared and incorporated into the EIR. A
copy of the EIR is on file in the office of the Planning Department.

Section 6. The Planning Commission for the City of Palmdale held public
hearings on the Draft EIR on January 18, 1996 and on February 15, 1996, and received
testimony regarding the Draft EIR during the hearings held on January 18, 1996 and
February 15, 1996. Notice of the time, place and subject matter of the public hearing
was published in the Antelope Valley Press on January 9, 1996 in accordance with the
requirements of Public Resources Code Section 21092 and a copy of such notice was
filed with the Los Angeles County Clerk, in accordance with the requirements of Public
Resources Code Section 21092.3.

Section 7. On February 15, 1996, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution
No. PC-96-19 recommending that the City Council certify Final EIR 93-01, v ch
consists of the Draft EIR, any comments received, any responses by the City to the
comments received, and other materials as set forth in the staff reports dated January
18, 1996 and in supplements to that staff report dated February 15, 1996 and exhibits
thereto, which EIR was prepared for the Palmdale Business Park Center Specific Plan
(SP 92-02). The Planning Commission's recommendation was made subject to the
amended text changes contained in Exhibit "A" to that Resolution.

Section 8. The Planning Commission also reviewed and considered the
Mitigation Monitoring Program for the EIR that has been prepared pursuant to the
requirements of Public Resources Code Section 21081.6 and found that such Program
is designed to ensure compliance with the mitigation measures during project
implementation. The Planning Commission therefore recommended that the City
Council adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program for EIR 93-01 subject to the text
changes contained in Exhibit "B" to Resolution No. PC-96-19.
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Section 9. On March 20, 1996, the City Council conducted a public hearing on
Final EIR 93-01. Notice of the time, place, and subject matter of the public hearing was
published in accordance with the requirements of Public Resources Code Section
21092 and a copy of such notice was filed with the Los Angeles County Clerk in
accordance with the requirement of Public Resources Code Section 21092.3.

Section 10. Evidence, both written and oral, was duly presented to and
considered by the City Council at the aforesaid public hearing, including but not limited
to, the staff report dated March 20, 1996.

Section 11. The City Council finds that the Final EIR, consisting of the Draft EIR,
the comments to the EIR, and the responses to those comments, and other materials,
have been received by the City Council, that the City Council has reviewed and
considered those documents prior to acting on the applications, and finds, pursuant to
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15090, that the Final EIR has been completed in
compliance with CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines and the City's local CEQA
guidelines. The City Council further finds, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21082.1 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15084(e) that the EIR has been
independently analyzed by City Staff, the Planning Commission, and the City Council,
and that the EIR represents and reflects the independent judgement of the City with
respect to these applications.

Section 12. The City Council finds that the additional information provided in the
staff report accompanying the EIR, and the evidence presented in written and oral
testimony presented at the above referenced hearing does not represent significant
new information so as to require recirculation of the EIR pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 21092.1

Section 13. Based upon the aforementioned findings, the City Council hereby
certifies Final EIR 93-01 which consists of the Draft EIR, the list of persons and
organizations consulted by the City upon completion of the Draft EIR, any comments
received, any responses of the City to the comments received, and other materials as
set forth in the Planning Commission staff reports dated January 18, and February 15,
1996, subject to the revisions to the Environmental Impact Report text as contained in
Exhibit "A" of this Resolution.

Section 14. The City Council has reviewed and considered the Mitigation
Monitoring Program for the EIR that has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of
Public Resources Code Section 21081.6 and finds that such program is designed to
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ensure compliance with the mitigation measures during Project implementation. The
City Council hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring Program for EIR 93-01, subject to
the revisions to the Mitigation Monitoring Program as contained in Exhibit "B" of this
Resolution.

Section 15. The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution, and
shall transmit a copy of this Resolution to the applicant.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 20th Day of March, 1996.

AYES: Councilmembers Myers, Davies, Judge, Root & Mayor Ledford

NOES: None

ABSENT: None ABSTAIN: None

1 /
C. Lédfcr, Mayor

ATTEST:

i

Victoria L. Denham, City Clerk

A roved As to Form: /

/A 2
Assistant City Attorney 3
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EXHIBIT A

Certification of EIR 93-01 is subject to the following changes being made to the text of
said EIR.

Page: 2-4/3-111, paragraph 2

From: These are the two runways that are closest to the project site.

To: Delete sentence.

Page: 1-8/1-9 and 3-34/3-35, Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation
(Table 1-1).

From: Move item #17 (Pesticides and fertilizers) to become item #23.

To: Move item #23 (Golf course turf standards) to become item #17 and ADD:
e. Participate in the use of reclaimed water and/or grey water when
reasonably available.

Page: 1-7, Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation (Table 1-1).

From: Mitigatable to a level of non-significance item #9 (construction equipment)
-Yes

To: Mitigatable to a level of non-significance item #9 - No

Page: 1-7, Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation (Table 1-1),
Mitigation Measure #13.

From: #13 The project proponent shall be responsible for mitigating the traffic
impacts of the project. Such mitigation shall be by construction of or
contribution to traffic-related improvements or programs in a timely
manner. Design and phasing of improvements shall be subject to the
approval of the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer in order to provide
safe and efficient traffic operations. In order to assist in determining and
updating the extent and phasing of improvements and programs, traffic
studies may be required by the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer. The
project proponent shall bear all costs for such studies.
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To: "#13. The project proponent shall be responsible for mitigating the traffic
impacts of the project. Such mitigation shall be by construction of or
contribution to traffic-related improvements or programs in a timely
manner. Design and phasing of improvements shall be subject to the
approval of the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer in order to provide
safe and efficient traffic operations. In order to assist in determining and
updating the extent and phasing of improvements and programs, traffic
studies may be required by the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer. The
project proponent shall bear all costs of such studies. In addition, in order
to achieve the required reduction in vehicle trips from the project that is
necessary to fully mitigate traffic impacts of the project (estimated to be an
approximate 25% reduction in vehicle trips), each individual development
project within the boundaries of the Specific Plan shall be conditioned to
mitigate its proportionate share of traffic impacts prior to the issuance of
building permits, as determined by the City Traffic/Transportation
Engineer and as approved by the Reviewing Authority, through one or
more of the following measures: (1) contribution to on-site or off-site
improvements or demonstration of funding or completion of such
improvements by other individual development projects in the Specific
Plan area; (2) implementation of a Traffic Demand Management (TDM)
program; (3) a reduction in the density or intensity of development floor
area from that specified in the Specific Plan; (4) other measures contained
in Section lll.D.4.a. through e. of the Specific Plan; or (5) any combination
of the above-listed measures as determined to be adequate by the City's
Traffic/Transportation Engineer. No subsequent approval, including but
not limited to Conditional Use Permit, Site Plan Review, subdivision or
other development approval shall be granted until the reviewing authority
determines to its reasonable satisfaction that the measures to be utilized
by the individual project developer are capable of achieving the proposed
project's proportional share of the total reduction in overall Specific Plan
vehicle trips that are necessary to mitigate traffic impacts to a level of non-
significance.

Page: 1-11, Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation (Table 1-1),
Mitigation Measure #28

From: #28 The project proponent shall be responsible for mitigating the traffic
impacts of the project. Such mitigation shall be by construction of or
contribution to traffic-related improvements or programs in a timely
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manner. Design and phasing of improvements shall be subject to the
approval of the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer in order to provide
safe and efficient traffic operations. In order to assist in determining and
updating the extent and phasing of improvements and programs, traffic
studies may be required by the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer. The
project proponent shall bear all costs for such studies.

To: #28 The project proponent shall be responsible for mitigating the traffic
impacts of the project. Such mitigation shall include construction of or
contribution to traffic-related improvements or programs that shall be
based on an approved adopted ultimate roadway designation of Regional
Arterial Roadway (four through-travel lanes in each direction) for Avenue
M or alternate acceptable mitigation as approved by the City. Prior to
recordation of any map subsequent to VTPM 24191, or prior to issuance
of the first building permit outside of Phase (golf course), whichever
comes first, the developer shall record a covenant in favor of the City
against Phases 7 and 8 restricting development of such phases until one
of the following occurs:

a) a change to the City of Lancaster's General Plan to designate
Avenue M as a Regional Arterial;

b) provision of alternate roadways to alleviate traffic congestion on
Avenue M;

c) reduction in the project's land use intensities with respect to trip
generation;

d) other means as approved by the City.

Design and phasing of improvements shall be subject to the approval of
the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer in order to provide safe and
efficient traffic operations. In order to assist in determining and updating
the extent and phasing of improvements and programs, traffic studies may
be required by the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer. The project
proponent shall bear all costs for such studies and applications.
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Page: 1-11, Summary of Significant Impacts and Mitigation (Table 1-1)

From: #29 Fire flows of up to 5,000 gallons per minute at 20 pounds per square
inch residential pressure for a five-hour duration will be required. Final fire
flow will be based on the size of the building, its relationship to other
structures, and property line and the type of construction used. Additional
fire safety requirements will be addressed at Building Plan Check.

To: #29 The applicant shall be subject to, and shall participate in all applicable
fire impact fees and/or assessments that are in effect at the time of
construction of any development in the project area.

Fire flows of up to 5,000 gallons per minute at 20 pounds per square inch
residential pressure for a five-hour duration will be required. Final fire flow
will be based on the size of the building, its relationship to other
structures, and property line and the type of construction used. Additional
fire safety requirements will be addressed at Building Plan Check.

Page: 3-30, paragraph I

From: As stated in Section 3.3.2.1, direct project water requirements could
increase groundwater use by 1,280 acre-feet/year. Half of this would
come from two new wells proposed for construction at the site. The
project proponent has proposed two new wells, for golf course irrigation.
One well is on the golf course in the southern portion of the property while
the other is in the eastern portion of the site. These locations were
selected to maximize distance from neighboring wells, to minimize
potential drawdown interference and to obtain the groundwater at points
of need. It is expected that two wells will provide greater flexibility in water
system design, will allow for operation and maintenance in one well while
keeping the other well productive, and allow for emergency/standby use.
Well depths will be approximately 1,150 feet. Maximum drawdown on
neighboring wells, would be expected to occur during the summer
months. Site 1, Well I on USAF Plant 42 one-fourth mile east of the
property would have a maximum monthly drawdown of 2.03 feet. The
maximum theoretical drawdown of the Landale Farms Well No. I (one-half
mile north of the property) would be 1.11 feet.
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To: (Beginning with the second sentence). The remaining half (611 to 780
acre-feet/year) would come from a new well proposed for construction at
the site. The well would be located in the southern portion of the property.
Well depth will be approximately 1,150 feet. Maximum drawdown on
neighboring wells would be expected to occur during the summer months.
The maximum theoretical drawdown of the Landale Farms Well No. I
(one-half mile north of the property) would be 1.11 feet. A second well
would be located in the eastern portion of the project site and would be
dedicated to the LACWWD No. 40. This well would be used by the
District for domestic water use only. Well depth will be approximately
1,150 feet. Site 1, Well 1 on USAF Plant 42 (one-fourth mile east of the
property) would have a maximum monthly drawdown of 2.03 feet during
summer months.
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EXHIBIT B

Certification of EIR 93-01 is subject to the following changes being made to the text of
the Mitigation Monitoring Program as listed below:

Mitigation Monitoring Program, Mitigation Measure #13.

From: #13 The project proponent shall be responsible for mitigating the traffic
impacts of the project. Such mitigation shall be by construction of or
contribution to traffic-related improvements or programs in a timely
manner. Design and phasing of improvements shall be subject to the
approval of the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer in order to provide
safe and efficient traffic operations. In order to assist in determining and
updating the extent and phasing of improvements and programs, traffic
studies may be required by the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer. The
project proponent shall bear all costs for such studies.

To: "#13. The project proponent shall be responsible for mitigating the traffic
impacts of the project. Such mitigation shall be by construction of or
contribution to traffic-related improvements or programs in a timely
manner. Design and phasing of improvements shall be subject to the
approval of the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer in order to provide
safe and efficient traffic operations. In order to assist in determining and
updating the extent and phasing of improvements and programs, traffic
studies may be required by the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer. The
project proponent shall bear all costs of such studies. In addition, in order
to achieve the required reduction in vehicle trips from the project that is
necessary to fully mitigate traffic impacts of the project (estimated to be an
approximate 25% reduction in vehicle trips), each individual development
project within the boundaries of the Specific Plan shall be conditioned to
mitigate its proportionate share of traffic impacts prior to the issuance of
building permits, as determined by the City Traffic/Transportation
Engineer and as approved by the Reviewing Authority, through one or
more of the following measures: (1) contribution to on-site or off-site
improvements or demonstration of funding or completion of such
improvements by other individual development projects in the Specific
Plan area; (2) implementation of a Traffic Demand Management (TDM)
program; (3) a reduction in the density or intensity of development floor
area from that specified in the Specific Plan; (4) other measures contained
in Section lll.D.4.a, through e. of the Specific Plan; or (5) any combination
of the above-listed measures as determined to be adequate by the City's
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Traffic/Transportation Engineer. No subsequent approval, including but
not limited to Conditional Use Permit, Site Plan Review, subdivision or
other development approval shall be granted until the reviewing authority
determines to its reasonable satisfaction that the measures to be utilized
by the individual project developer are capable of achieving the propnsed
project's proportional share of the total reduction in overall Specific ian
vehicle trips that are necessary to mitigate traffic impacts to a level of non-
significance.

Monitoring and Reporting Process

From: Prior to approval of any individual development project. Improvements
subject to the approval of the City Traffic Engineer based on potentaI
LOS degradation.

To: Prior to approval of any individual development project, other than the golf
course phase. Improvements subject to the approval of the City Traffic
Engineer based on potential LOS degradation.

Monitoring Milestone

From: Prior to certification of occupancy of any site within the project area and
periodically thereafter.

To: Prior to certification of occupancy of any site within the project area other
than the golf course site, and periodically thereafter.

Responsible Party

From: City Traffic Engineer and SCAQMD.

To: City Traffic Engineer, Planning Department, and SCAQMD.
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Mitigation Measures #17 and #23
(Mitigation Measures/Conditions of Approval)

Exchange the placements on the Mitigation Measure/Condition numbers and ADD:
e. Participate in the use of reclaimed water and/or grey water when reasonably
available.

Mitigation Monitoring Program, Mitigation Measure #28

From: #28 The project proponent shall be responsible for mitigating the traffic
impacts of the project. Such mitigation shall be by construction of or
contribution to traffic-related improvements or programs in a timely
manner. Design and phasing of improvements shall be subject to the
approval of the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer in order to provide
safe and efficient traffic operations. In order to assist in determining and
updating the extent and phasing of improvements and programs, traffic
studies may be required by the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer. The
project proponent shall bear all costs for such studies.

To: #28 The project proponent shall be responsible for mitigating the traffic
impacts of the project. Such mitigation shall include construction of or
contribution to traffic-related improvements or programs that shall be
based on an approved adopted ultimate roadway designation of Regional
Arterial Roadway (four through-travel lanes in each direction) for Avenue
M or alternate acceptable mitigation as approved by the City. Prior to
recordation of any map subsequent to VTPM 24191, or prior to issuance
of the first building permit outside of Phase (golf course), whichever
comes first, the developer shall record a covenant in favor of the City
against Phases 7 and 8 restricting development of such phases until one
of the following occurs:

a) a change to the City of Lancaster's General Plan to designate
Avenue M as a Regional Arterial;

b) provision of alternate roadways to alleviate traffic congestion on
Avenue M;
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c) reduction in the project's land use intensities with respect to trip
generation;

d) other means as approved by the City.

Design and phasing of improvements shall be subject to the approval of
the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer in order to provide safe and
efficient traffic operations. In order to assist in determining and updating
the extent and phasing of improvements and programs, traffic studies may
be required by the City Traffic/Transportation Engineer. The project
proponent shall bear all costs for such studies and applications.

Monitoring and Reporting Process

From: Prior to approval of any individual development project. Improvements
subject to the approval of the City Traffic Engineer based on potential
LOS degradation.

To: Prior to approval of any individual development project, other than the golf
course phase. Improvements subject to the approval of the City Traffic
Engineer based on potential LOS degradation.

Monitoring Milestone

From: Prior to certification of occupancy of any site within the project area and
periodically thereafter.

To: Prior to certification of occupancy of any site within the project area other
than the golf course site, and periodically thereafter.

Responsible Party

From: City Traffic Engineer and SCAQMD.

To: City Traffic Engineer, Planning Department, and SCAQMD.
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Mitigation Measure #29

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval

From: Fire Protection. Fire flows of up to 5,000 gallons per minute at 20 pounds
per square inch residential pressure for a five-hour duration will be
required. Final fire flow will be based on the size of the building, its
relationship to other structures, and property line and the type of
construction used. Additional fire safety requirements will be addressed
at Building Plan Check.

To: Fire Protection. The applicant shall be subject to and shall participate in
all applicable fire impact fees and br assessments that are in effect at the
time of construction of any development in the project area.

Fire flows of up to 5,000 gallons per minute at 20 pounds per square inch
residential pressure for a five-hour duration will be required. Final fire flow
will be based on the size of the building, its relationship to other
structures, and property line and the type of construction used. Additional
fire safety requirements will be addressed at Building Plan Check.
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