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NOTICE OF COMPLETION
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Lead Agency:  City of Palmdale . Contact Person:  Sharon Kozdrey
Street Address: 38250 Sierra Highway Phone: 661.267.5200
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Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation: residential, commercial, industrial, public and vacant land uses/Business
Park (BP), Commercial Manufacturing (CM), Industrial (IND) and Medium Residential (MR)/Light Industrial (M-1), Planned Industrial (M-4),
Service Commercial (C-5), Medium Residential (R-2) and Multl -Family Residential (R-3). _

Project Description: The project proposes a Geneéral Plan Amendment and Zone Change that would amend the General Plan Land Use
and Zone Maps to reflect adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan. Development of the specific plan would result in a transit-

~ oriented village near the City's newly constructed Metrolink train and AVTA bus transfer station. The area could potentially be developed with up
93,000. square feet of nelgh_porhoo etail mixed use; - -
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION
TO: Agencies, Organizations and Interested Parties
SUBJECT:

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report in Compliance
with Title 14, Section 15082(a) of the California Code of Regulations

The City of Palmdale is the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) in the preparation of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project identified
below. We request the view of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental
information relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed
project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by the City when considering any
permits that your agency must issue or for any other approval for the project.

. . ¥
AGENCIES: The City requests your agency’s views on the Scope and content of the
environmental information relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection
with the proposed project, in accordance with California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section

- 15082(b).

ORGANIZATIONS AND INTERESTED PARTIES: The City requests your comments and
concerns regarding the environmental issues associated with construction and operation of
the proposed project.

PROJECT TITLE: Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan EIR

PROJECT LOCATION: The project is approximately 110 acres generally located between
Technology Drive and Avenue Q-3 and between 3™ Street East and the Metrolink Railroad
tracks adjacent to Sierra Highway.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The City of Paimdale is the Lead Agency for the proposed
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, a planned development for approximately 110 acres of
land as a compact, transit-oriented village within easy walking distance of the City’s newly
constructed Metrolink train and AVTA bus transfer station.

The project proposes a General Plan Amendment (GPA) 05-01 and Zone Change (ZC) 05-01
that would amend the General Plan Land Use and Zoning Maps from Industrial, Commercial,
Business Park and Residential designations to reflect adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village
Specific Plan.

With adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, the area could potentially be
developed with up to 1,027 new housing units, as follows: 44 single-family/duplex units on
small lots, 34 single-family/duplex units surrounding common courtyard areas, 192 townhouse
units, up to 725 multi-family units and approximately 32 mixed use-residential units. The
project may also include up to 40,000 square feet of stand alone neighborhood retail uses,
9,000 square feet ofneighborhood retail mixed-use, 353,000 square feet of stand alone low
rise office use and 93,000 square feet of low rise mixed-use office uses, primarily located
along the west side of 6th Street East and in close proximity to the train station and AVTA bus
transfer station.

www.cityefpalmdale.org



Notice of Preparation
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan EIR
Page 2 of 2

In the long term, the existing parking for the train station may be replaced by a new parking
structure to be located directly north of the Metrolink station. It is anticipated that the
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan project would be built in several phases over time. Itis
expected that development of this site would primarily be by private developers; although,
some public or public-private development could potentially occur as well.

POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: The attached Initial Study describes the
potential environmental effects of the proposed project. An EIR will be prepared to evaluate
the project’s potential impacts on the environment and analyze alternatives.

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD: The City has made this Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Initial
Study available for public review and comment pursuant to California Code of Regulations,
Title 14, Section 15082(b). Your response must be sent as soon as possible but not later
than 30 days after receipt of this notice. All comments must be submitted in writing to the
address below. The comment period during which the City will receive comments on the
Notice of Preparation is:

Starting Date: August 10, 2006 Ending Date: September 8, 2006

RESPONSES AND COMMENTS: Please indicate a contact pgrson for your agency or
organization and send your responses and comments to:

Sharon Kozdrey, Senior Planner
City of Palmdale -

38300 N. Sierra Highway
Palmdale, California 93550

SCOPING MEETING: As part of the CEQA process, the City will hold a public scoping
meeting at the date and time listed below. You are welcome to attend and present
environmental information that you believe should be addressed in the EIR:

Date: Thursday, August 31, 2006
Time: 1:30 p.m.
Location: City of Palmdale, Development Services Building

Main Conference Room
38250 N. Sierra Highway
Palmdale, California 93550

DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY: The NOP and Initial Study are available for public review at the
locations listed below during regular business hours:

= Palmdale City Hall, 38300 N. Sierra Highway
= City of Palmdale Library, 700 East Palmdale Boulevard

If you require additional information please contact Sharon Kozdrey at (661) 267-5200

7o swew i =l

Laurie Lile

Title: Director of Planning



City of Palmdale
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan
Initial Study Questionnaire

Application No.:

Name of applicant:

Location of project:

Existing General Plan:

Proposed General Plan
Land use designation:

Existing Zoning:

Proposed Zoning:

Present land use:

City of Palmdale

Initial Study Questionnaire

Specific Plan 05-01
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01

City of Palmdale

The site contains approximately 110 acres generally
located between Technology Drive and Avenue Q-3
and between 3™ Street East and the Metrolink
Railroad tracks adjacent to Sierra Highway.

BP (Business Park), IND (Industrial)), CM
(Commercial Manufacturing), MR (Medium
Residential 6.1-10 dwelling units per acre) and MFR
(Multi-Family Residential 10.1-16 dwelling units per
acre)

Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan

M-1 (Light Industrial), M-4 (Planned Industrial), C-5
(Service Commercial), R-2 (Medium Residential) and
R-3 (Multi-Family Residential)

Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan

Land north of Avenue Q contains the City's new
Transportation Center, a newly constructed
continuation high school at 6™ Street East, an older
single-family neighborhood consisting of
approximately 40 homes, a small mobile home park,
an industrial use and vacant land. Land south of
Avenue Q IS developed primarily with commercial
uses along 6" Street East and with smgle—famlly and
attached housing located west of 6" Street East.
Vacant lots are mterspersed throughout.  Land
adjacent to the west side of 3" Street East between
the City's Desert Sands Park and Avenue Q at one
time contained single family homes that were in a
dilapidated condition and have since been
demolished.

JIN: 10-104580

August 2006



Initial Study
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan
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General Plan Amendment 05
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Zone Change 05

Page 2
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Initial Study
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP —05-01)
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01
Page 3

.  Applicability of the Initial Study

A.

Is the proposed action a “project” as defined by CEQA?

Yes O No

1. If the project qualifies for one of the Categorical Exemptions listed
in Section 6.C. of the City's CEQA Guidelines, is there a
reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect

due to special circumstances? 0 Yes U No N/A

I. Initial Study Review

A.

Does the project require a 30-day State Clearinghouse review?
Yes O No

1. There is a State “responsible agency”.
2. There is a State “trustee agency.

3. The project is of area-wide significance.

M. Project Assessment

A

Project Description: The City of Palmdale is the Lead Agency for the
proposed Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, a planned development
for approximately 110 acres of land as a compact, transit-oriented village
within easy walking distance of the City's newly constructed Metrolink train
and AVTA bus transfer station. The project site is located south of
Technology Drive, generally north of Avenue Q-3 and east of 3" Street
East, and west of the Metrolink railroad tracks and 6" Street East.

The project proposes a General Plan Amendment (GPA) 05-01 and Zone
Change (ZC) 05-01 that would amend the General Plan Land Use and
Zoning Maps from Industrial, Commercial, Business Park and Residential
designations to reflect adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan.

JN: 10-104580

August 2006



Initial Study
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP —05-01)
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01
Page 4

With adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, the area
could potentially be developed with up to 1,027 new housing units, as
follows: 44 single-family/duplex units on small lots, 34 single-family/duplex
units surrounding common courtyard areas, 192 townhouse units, up to
725 multi-family units and approximately 32 mixed use-residential units.
The project may also include up to 40,000 square feet of stand alone
neighborhood retail uses, 9,000 square feet of neighborhood retail mixed-
use, 353,000 square feet of stand alone low rise office use and 93,000
square feet of low rise mixed-use office uses, primarily located along the
west side of 6" Street East and in close proximity to the train station and
AVTA bus transfer station.

In the long term, the existing parking for the train station may be replaced
by a new parking structure to be located directly north of the Metrolink
station. It is anticipated that the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan
project would be built in several phases over time. It is expected that
development of this site would primarily be by private developers;
although, some public or public-private development could potentially
occur as well.

Description of the Project Site: Most of the area surrounding the new
Metrolink train station is vacant, with the exception of an older single
family neighborhood located along both sides of Avenue P-14. The
residential neighborhood consists of approximately 40 homes, the majority
of which are owner occupied. An older mobile home park, situated on the
north side of Avenue Q east of 3™ Street East, is within unincorporated
County territory. A row of lots fronting along the west side of 3" Street

~ East, north of Avenue Q to Desert Sands Park, is a site that had once

contained several single-family homes that have since been demolished.
A newly constructed continuation high school exists at the northwest
corner of 6™ Street East and Avenue Q. The site also contains a few
scattered businesses along 6" Street East south of Avenue Q, as well as
attached housing and some single family homes west of the 6" Street
East business area. The project site is essentially flat and has been
disturbed by present and past human occupation with no remaining native
vegetation.

JN: 10-104580

August 2006



Initial Study
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP —05-01)
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01
Page 5

C. Surrounding Land Uses:

North:  Vacant and industrial land

East: Union Pacific and Metrolink railroad tracks

South:  Scattered business and attached single family homes
West: Single family homes

D. Is the proposed project consistent with:
Yes No NA
City of Palmdale General Plan O Q
Applicable Specific Plan Q Q
City of Palmdale Zoning Ordinance X Q Q4
Air Quality Management Plan X 0O Q
Congestion Management Plan a a
Regional Comprehensive Plan a Qa
E. Have any of the following studies been submitted?
U Geology Report O Historical Report
O Hydrology Report O Archaeological Report
Q Soils Report O Paleontological Study
O Traffic Study U Line of Sight Exhibits
O Noise Study O Visual Analysis
O Biological Study O Slope Map
U Native Vegetation U Fiscal Impact Analysis
Preservation Plan O Air Quality Report
U Solid Waste U Hazardous Materials/
Generation Report Waste
Q Public Services/ Burrowing Owl
Infrastructure Report Habitat Assessment

JN: 10-104580 August 2006



Initial Study
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP —05-01)
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01
Page 6

V. Determination
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment,
and a focused environmental impact report is required to address the following
issues:

Land Use

Traffic and Circulation

Air Quality

Cultural Resources

Water Supply

School Impacts

S i

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the
environment, but at least one effect: 1) has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards; and 2) has been
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on
attached sheets, if the effect is a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated”. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT s
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

This initial study was prepared by: Sharon Kozdrey, Senior Planner
8-3-06 i M/ =
Date - 7
, Laurie Lile

Director of Planning

JN: 10-104580 August 2006



Initial Study
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP —05-01)
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01
Page 7

Earlier Analysis

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or
other CEQA process, one or more effects have been adequately analyzed in an
earlier EIR or (mitigated) negative declaration. In this case, a discussion should
identify the following:

A.

Earlier analyses used.

City of Palmdale General Plan FEIR, (SCH No. 87120908) prepared for
the City of Palmdale by Michael Brandman Associates, and certified by
the Palmdale City Council (Resolution No. 93-10) on January 25, 1993.
This document was prepared to analyze the potential impacts from full
build-out of the City’'s General Plan, including the provision of roadways,
infrastructure and development of urban uses. The General Plan EIR
anticipated that significant impacts to air quality, loss of open space,
seismic related risks, biological resources, jobs/housing balance, traffic
impacts at 11 roadway links and cumulative impacts to groundwater
resources would occur with implementation of the City’'s General Plan. All
other impacts were found to be mitigatable to a level of insignificance
through the mitigation measures imposed under the EIR and
implementation measures contained within the General Plan. A copy of
this EIR is available for review at the City of Palmdale Planning
Department.

JN: 10-104580
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Initial Study

Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP 05-01)

General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01

Page 8
Potentially
Significant
Potentially  Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
VI.  Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

A.

Earth:

Based on the geotechnical or soils study for the project, review by the
City's Engineering Department, and/or the General Plan Update:

1. Soils

a.

Are there any areas of potential differential settiement on the
project site that could significantly impact development of
the proposed project?

Q Q [x] a

Is the site in an area of high shrink/swell (hydrocompaction)
potential that could significantly impact development of the
proposed project?

Q a Q

Is the site in an area of potential subsidence?

Q Q Q

Will the project result in a significant increase in wind or
water erosion of soils, either on- or off-site?

a Q Q

Could the project result in siltation deposition, or erosion that
may modify a stream channel, or adversely affect
downstream flood control facilities?

JN: 10-104580
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Initial Study
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP 05-01)
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01

Page 9
Potentially
Significant
Potentially  Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation ~ Significant ~ No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Q U O

In accordance with the City of Palmdale General Plan Safety Element, the
project site is not located in an area where settlement, shrink/swell or
substantial subsidence is anticipated to occur. Soil reports for existing
development in the area did not disclose any geologic conditions that
would preclude future development as envisioned by the plan. The
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan consists of land use and circulation
planning along with an accompanying general plan land use map and
zone change. No specific entitlements are proposed under this current
project. Once development is proposed, the City will be provided with a
detailed evaluation of geotechnical and seismic conditions at the sites of
proposed structures and slope modifications within the Palmdale Transit
Village Specific Plan area. California-licensed geologists or engineers
shall prepare these reports as part of the site design for future
development projects. Therefore, there will be no significant effect on the
environment from earth resources as a result of adoption of the Palmdale
Transit Village Specific Plan, GPA or ZC.

2. Earthquakes
Based on the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map (as
amended 1994) and California Division of Mines and Geology

Special Publication 42 (1997), or the geotechnical report for the
project site:

a. Is the site in a fault rupture hazard zone? U Yes No
If yes:

i. Is there an active or potentially active fault on the
project site? Q Yes No

JIN: 10-104580 August 2006



Initial Study
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP 05-01)
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01

Page 10

Potentially

Significant
Potentially  Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant ~ No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

ii. Does the project include a school, emergency or
public facility, day care center, nursing home, or high

rise building? Q Yes No

b. Is the site in a zone subject to seismic ground shaking,
ground failure, or liquefaction?
Q U d

Review of the Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zone Act Maps/Fault-Rupture
Hazard Zones determined that the project area is not within a fault rupture
hazard zone. The San Andres Fault traverses the southernmost portion
of the City, approximately 2.25 miles from the project site. Additionally,
several fault traces extend from the primary fault within the San Andreas
Rift Zone. According to General Plan Exhibit S-3, Earthquake Fault
Zones, the project site is located in Zone 1 for seismic shaking. Zone 1
represents an area that would be exposed to the most intense seismic
ground shaking. The project site would be subject to intense ground
shaking during a major earthquake along the San Andreas Fault. The
intensity of the ground shaking would depend upon the magnitude of the
earthquake, distance to the epicenter and the geology of the area
between the epicenter and the project area. Future development
associated with adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan will
be designed in compliance with Uniform Building Code (UBC) Standards.
Adherence to standard engineering practices and design criteria relative
to seismic and geologic hazards in accordance with the UBC will reduce
impacts to less than significant.

According to General Plan Exhibit PS-1, Aquifers and Groundwater
Surface, the groundwater level at the site is in excess of 100 feet below
the surface and U.S.G.S. Seismic Hazards Maps for the project area
reflect no potential for liquefaction. Therefore, because of the depth to
groundwater level it is not anticipated that the project site is subject to

JN: 10-104580
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Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP 05-01)
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01

Page 11
Potentially
Significant
Potentially  Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporated |mpact Impact

liquefaction.  Additionally, future development on the site would be
required to comply with the design requirements established by the UBC,
further minimizing potential damage due to seismic shaking. Therefore,
fault rupture, ground shaking and liquefaction do not constitute the
potential for a significant impact on the environment.

3. Slopes

Based on the U.S.G.S. Topographic Map, the slope map submitted
for the project, the geotechnical report for the project, and/or a site

inspection:
a. Does the project site contain slopes of 10% or greater?
Q Q (.
b. Is any significant modification of major landforms proposed?
a Q Q
C. Is the project in an area of landslide risk, or are landslides
present on the project site?
Q Q Q
d. Will project grading create slopes, on- or off-site, that could
be subject to landslides, mudslides, or erosion?
Q Q Q

The project site is essentially flat and according to U.S.G.S. quadrangle
maps the site gently slopes to the northeast. There is no risk from

JN: 10-104580
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Zone Change 05-01
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Potentially

Significant
Potentially  Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

landslides, mudslides or erosion; therefore, the project does not result in a
significant impact on the environment due to slopes.

4. Quarry Zone

Based on a site inspection, the City’'s General Plan Land Use Map,
and/or the Significant Gravel Resource Area Maps of the State
Department of Mines and Geology:

a. Would development of the project impede the extraction of
significant mineral resource deposits?

a a Q

According to Palmdale General Plan EIR Exhibit 3-19, Sand and Gravel
Resource Area, the project site is not within a significant resource area for
sand and gravel; therefore, this does not pose a significant impact on the
environment.

B. A

Based on the criteria in the South Coast Air Quality Management
Handbook for the Preparation of EIRs (1987), the Air Quality Study
prepared for the proposed project, the South Coast Air Quality
Management Plan, and EIR (1991), and/or the land use proposed:

1. Emissions
a. Will the project result in significant air emissions or

deterioration of ambient air quality either from stationary or
mobile sources?

Q Q Q

JN: 10-104580 August 2006
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Zone Change 05-01

Page 13
Potentially
Significant
Potentially  Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation ~ Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
b. Could the proposed project produce potentially toxic air
emissions?
ad a a
C. Will the project potentially result in the creation of
objectionable odors?
a a d
d. Could the project result in the alteration of air movement,

moisture or temperature, or any change in climate either
locally or regionally?

Q Q Q

Adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, and related GPA
and ZC would modify future land uses from primarily industrial uses
located north of Avenue Q to moderate to high-density residential uses.
South of Avenue Q, the proposed land use changes could result in
increased residential density, as well as commercial retail uses that are
not currently anticipated. The changes in land use could potentially result
in increased air emissions generated by vehicles on site. By encouraging
the use of public transportation systems, regional air quality effects from
the project could reduce mobile source emissions, thereby having a
beneficial impact on air emissions.

An air quality assessment will be prepared for the proposed project to
determine the potential for quality impacts as a result of short-term
construction emissions, long-term mobile emissions from trucks and
vehicles traveling to and from the site once the project is operational and
long-term stationary emissions from power and gas consumption and

JN:10-104580
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Potentially

Significant
Potentially  Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

machinery and equipment on-site. The EIR will quantify potential project-
related air quality impacts (both short- and long-term) and identify
appropriate mitigation that would be effective in reducing pollutant
emissions.

Future construction activity within the project area may generate
detectable odors from heavy-duty equipment exhaust. However, this
impact will be short-term in nature and cease upon completion. Vehicle
emissions generated as a result of future development within the project
would have a cumulative effect on greenhouse gases; however,
development within the project site itself is not anticipated to result in any
change in climate either locally or regionally. Proposed residential, retail
and office uses are not anticipated to create objectionable odors affecting
a substantial number of people, nor will it alter air movement or moisture.

The project involves adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan and related GPA and ZC. Future development of the Palmdale
Transit Village Specific Plan will involve the construction of residential,
commercial and office uses.

Water:

1. Natural Streams, Springs, and Wetlands

Based on the type of project, the U.S.G.S. Topographics Maps, the
exhibits and studies submitted for the project, and/or a site

inspection:
a. Does the project site contain a blue-line stream, spring,
seep, or wetland?

Q U (x Q
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b. Will the project include changes in the course or volume of

water in a local stream or wetland, which require Department
of Fish and Game or Army Corps of Engineers permits?

Q Q a
C. Will the project result in the loss of, or changes to, significant
stands of riparian vegetation?
Q O [x] d

Adjacent to the easterly boundary of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan area, along the west side of the railroad tracks, is a segment of the
Ana Verde Creek, a blue-line stream, as shown on USGS Palmdale
Quadrangle map, 1974. The Ana Verde Creek is an ephemeral wash that
flows from south to north. The creek is now highly degraded as a result of
previous construction of the railroad and associated maintenance
activities. A section of the Ana Verde Creek was previously channelized
with riprap lined banks and channel bottom and the bottom is now
covered with silt deposits. In addition, a 630-foot box culvert storm drain
and widening of 6" Street East were constructed in this area as a part of
the Palmdale Transportation Center in 2005. Future development within
the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan area is not anticipated to affect
this section of the Ana Verde Creek since all the improvements have
already been constructed; therefore, no significant impact on natural water
features will occur as a result of this project.

2. Other Surface Waters
Based on a site inspection, and review of the Map of Aqueduct

Facilities (Dept. of Water Resources, East Branch Hydrology
Palmdale Area), and/or the General Plan:
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If the project is adjacent to or near the California Aqueduct:

a. Could the project result in a significant increase in runoff of
storm or nuisance water toward the aqueduct?

Q Q Q

b. Will the project be significantly affected by storm or nuisance
water runoff flowing through aqueduct culverts or pools?

Q Q a

The project site is located downstream approximately three miles
northeast of the California Aqueduct. A majority of the area has been
developed and therefore the project would not increase stormwater runoff
toward the aqueduct or be affected by runoff flowing through aqueduct
culverts or pools. Therefore, this does not constitute a significant impact
on the environment.

Based on a review of the General Plan and/or a site inspection:

C. Is the project located above Lake Palmdale where urban
runoff could significantly impact the lake?
a ad Q
d. Is the project located in an inundation area below Lake
Palmdale dams, or Littlerock Dam?
a a Q

The project is not located within proximity to either Lake Palmdale or the
Littlerock Dam, which could impact or be impacted by these bodies of
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water. Therefore, this does not constitute a significant impact on the
environment.

Based on review of the FIRM Map, the Master Plan of Drainage
and/or review by the Department of Public Works/Engineering:

e. Is the site in an area of flood hazard as shown on the FIRM
Map, or as identified by the Engineering or Public Works
Departments?

Q a O

f. Will the project result in a significant increase in peak runoff

that could increase flood hazard off-site?
a ad a
g. Would development of the project impede the

implementation of the City's Master Plan of Drainage or
Drainage Management Plan?

Q Q Q

As indicated on Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), Community Panel
060144 0040 D, dated March 30, 1998, a portion of the project site is
located in Zone AO (Depth 1 foot) flood plain. The project site is also
located within the Anaverde Watershed as reflected in the City's Master
Plan of Drainage and, as noted above, a portion of the project site is
bordered on the east by a blue-line stream (USGS Palmdale Quadrangle,
1974). However, a 630-foot long box culvert storm drain has been
constructed within the streambed alignment west of the Metrolink and
Union Pacific Railroad tracks. Therefore, the potential for flood hazard
associated with the blue line stream has been mitigated to an acceptable
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level. In addition, in accordance with City’'s Floodplain Management
Ordinance, once proposed, new development will be required to reduce
on-site runoff to 85% of peak flows. Hydrology reports will be required
prior to subsequent project approvals, which will address potential flood
hazard. Therefore, development within the Palmdale Transit Village
Specific Plan area will not result in significant off-site drainage impacts,
nor will existing flood hazard conditions significantly impact development.

h. Will any aspect of the project result in discharge of materials
into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water
quality, including but not limited to, temperature, dissolved
oxygen, or turbidity?

Q Q Q

i. Will the project result in the significant alteration of the
direction or rate of flow of groundwater?

Q Q a

Adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan and related GPA
and ZC would not result in discharge of materials into surface waters
since no site specific design or development is proposed in conjunction
with the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan. Future development
projects within this planning area will be evaluated for surface water
impacts and standard water quality control measures will be incorporated
into the project design. The possibility of future development altering the
direction or rate of flow of ground water is highly unlikely given that ground
water is located in excess of 100 feet below the surface as shown on
General Plan Exhibit PS-1, Aquifers and Groundwater Surface. In
addition, any new development would be required to connect to a public
sanitary sewer system further minimizing potential groundwater impacts.
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Based on the type of project, project submittals and exhibits, and/or a site
inspection:

J- Could the project result in a change in the quantity or quality
of groundwater, either through direct additions or
withdrawals, or through interception of an aquifer by cuts or

excavations?
d a a

k. Could the project result in a substantial reduction in the
amount of water otherwise available for public water

supplies?
Q Q Q

As indicated above, groundwater is anticipated to be at a depth greater
than 100 feet below the project surface; therefore, no impact to
groundwater supply is expected to occur as a result of future development
within the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan area. It is not anticipated
that future development would require the commitment of large amounts
of water for construction or operations that cannot be provided by the
servicing water district. The Palmdale Water District, who obtains a
portion of its water from groundwater supplies, has been requested to
conduct a water supply assessment in accordance with SB 610.
Therefore, potential impacts to water supply will be addressed within the
EIR.

Plant Life:

Based on a site inspection, the biological report, and/or the Native
Vegetation Preservation Plan submitted for the project:

1. Is there a significant stand of desert vegetation on the site that will
be adversely impacted by the project?
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Q a a
2. Will the project result in a reduction of the numbers of any unique,
rare, or endangered species of plants?
a Q d
3. Will the project result in the introduction of invasive, non-native

species of plants into an area; or will the project create a barrier to
the normal replenishment of existing native plant species?

Q a Q
4. Will the project result in a significant reduction in acreage of native
vegetation?
a a a

The undeveloped portions of the project site have been previously
disturbed by past agricultural activity and other human intrusion. On-site
vegetation consists primarily of disturbed/ruderal vegetation. Due to the
extremely disturbed condition of the project site, special status plant
species are not present on the site; therefore, it is not anticipated that a
significant impact will occur to plant life as a result of the project.

Animal Life:

Based on the burrowing owl survey prepared for the project and/or a site
inspection: Will the proposal result in:

1. Will the project result in a significant loss of biological diversity?

JN: 10-104580

August 2006



Initial Study
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan (SP 05-01)
General Plan Amendment 05-01
Zone Change 05-01

Page 21
Potentially
Significant
Potentially  Unless Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
ad d Q
2. Will the project result in the reduction of the numbers of any
unique, rare, or endangered species of animals?
a Q a
3. Is the project located in a Significant Ecological Area where the

introduction of animals associated with urbanization could
adversely affect native species; or where the project will result in a
barrier to the migration or movement of animals?

d d Q
4, Will the project cause significant deterioration of, or loss of, existing
fish or wildlife habitat?
a a Q

In accordance with Exhibit ER-5, Area Vegetation, of the City's General
Plan, the project site is not located within a Significant Ecological Area.
The project site is adjacent to an urbanized area and in the past portions
of the project site have been developed or disturbed by agricultural use,
development and/or other human disturbance. However, in the recent
past, burrowing owl has been located on a site within a mile and a half of
the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan. A biologist was contracted to
survey the site for habitat that could support burrowing owl. BonTerra
Consulting conducted the burrowing owl survey during the burrowing owl
breeding season (March 1 through August 31). Suitable burrowing owl
habitat and burrowing owl burrows were observed and focused owl
surveys were initiated. A total of four surveys were conducted, the results
of which were negative, no burrowing owls were observed. Therefore,
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based on this survey the potential for a negative impact to animal
resources as a result of development within the Specific Plan is less than
significant.

Noise:

1. If the project is residential or noise sensitive, will it expose people
to severe noise levels because it is located:

a. adjacent to the Freeway?

Q g Q
b. within 200 feet of the railroad?

Q Q (] Q
C. adjacent to an existing or future arterial street?

a Q a

The project consists of planning for transit-oriented development within
walking distance of the City’'s transportation center. This includes
residential, commercial and office uses that would be affected by noise
from railroad and Air Force Plant 42 operations. In 2002, a noise impact
study was conducted for the Palmdale Transportation Center, a multi-
modal transportation facility, to evaluate noise generated by these
sources as well as traffic and other potential sources such as people
closing car doors in the parking lot. Specifically, the study evaluated
impacts to existing residents along Avenue P-14 and it was found that
with construction of a six-foot sound wall along the rear property line
shared with the station, potential noise impacts would be reduced to
below the level of significance. The Palmdale Transit Village Specific
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Plan does not propose the placement of residential uses closer to the
railroad tracks and train station than what was evaluated under the 2002
noise impact study. Therefore, it can be expected that any new
residential development would be similarly impacted or even reduced with
adherence to current building codes and use of dual pane windows.

As specific development projects are developed, project specific noise
studies will be required to demonstrate that noise levels affecting future
residents will not exceed General Plan thresholds. Therefore, this does
not constitute a significant impact from noise sources.

2. Is the proposed project within the Plant 42 over-flight area, or the
65 CNEL boundaries?

Q Q Q

As shown on General Plan Exhibit S-17, USAF Plant 42 Air Installation
Compatible Use Zone (AICUZ), the northwest corner of the project site is
located within Accident Potential Zone 1l (APZ Il) of Air Force Plant 42's
over-flight area. However, according to the CNEL noise contours
illustrated in the Air Installation Compatible Use Zone Study for Air Force
Plant 42 (2002), the project site is not located within a 65 CNEL noise
contour. Aircraft noise is not expected to result in a significant impact on
the project.

3. Will the project generate a noise level exceeding 65 CNEL at the

project boundary after construction that could significantly impact
an adjoining land use?

Q Q [x] Q

The Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan consists of planned residential,
commercial and office uses, which are not anticipated to generate noise in
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excess of 65 CNEL at the project boundary. The noise study prepared for
the Palmdale Transportation Center in 2002, as discussed above, fully
addressed the project as a noise source. Future development proposals
within the Transit Village Specific Plan area will be evaluated for noise
impacts on a case-by-case basis and appropriate mitigation measures will
be applied if needed. Therefore, this does not constitute a significant
noise impact.

Light or Glare:

Based on the type of project, and/or project submittals and exhibits:

1. Will the project produce significant new sources of light or glare
that would disturb neighboring uses or significantly change the light
environment visible from other areas of the City?

Q Q Q

Development of some uses within the Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan would change the existing environment from an undeveloped
condition to a developed condition, resulting in increased light as seen
from existing adjacent land uses. Future development within the
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan area would be reviewed and
required to comply with the City’'s Zoning Ordinance. The City's Zoning
Ordinance requires light standards to be shielded to prevent off-site glare
so that impacts from light and glare are minimized to the extent feasible.
Therefore, this does not constitute a significant impact on the
environment.

Land Use:

1. Will the project result in a substantial alteration of the present or
planned land use of an area?
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Q a a
2. Are adjoining or planned land uses greatly different from that of the
proposed project so that a potentially substantial interface problem
would be created?
Q Q ] d

3. If the project is located within the Plant 42 AICUZ zone, does it
conflict with the joint land use policies established for those zones?

Q Q Q

Transit-oriented development (TOD) would provide an opportunity for the
City to link land use planning principles with the City's investment in its
new transportation center. TOD supports increased transit ridership,
helps relieve congestion and ultimately contributes to improved air quality
by reducing automobile reliance. TOD can also improve access for
existing residents in the area, as many of them already walk or utilize
public transit for many of their daily trips. In conjunction with adoption of
the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, the project proposes to amend
the land use and zoning designations for this approximately 110-acre site
from primarily industrial and service-oriented commercial to residential,
commercial and office land uses. In general, the current industrially
designated land, located north of Avenue Q, would be changed to
primarily residential uses and in the long term would change to
commercial and office uses in close proximity to the transportation center.
The area south of Avenue Q, along 6" Street East, land use and zoning
designations would change from service commercial to mixed-use
commercial and multi-family residential uses, located west of 6" Street
East.

The uses proposed under the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan are
not anticipated to create or result in a substantial interface problem with
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surrounding residential uses and would provide better consistency with
existing residential uses north and south of Avenue Q than the existing
industrial designations.  Commercial uses contemplated would be
supportive of residential uses and are not intended to draw customers
from outside the immediate neighborhood, other than commuters using
the train and bus stations. Office uses proposed are in close proximity to
the train station and would provide a buffer for planned residential uses.

The existing residential uses along Avenue P-14 and the older mobile
home park currently- under L.A. County's jurisdiction are anticipated to
transition over time to townhouse and multi-family residential uses that are
compact and within easy walking distance of transit facilities. Should
displacement of existing residents become necessary, all applicable
regulations pertaining to relocation would be followed.

A portion of the project site is located within the Accident Potential Zone Il
of Air Force Plant 42. Although the zone is the least critical of the
accidental zones, restriction to land uses within the area would be
required. While it is not expected that a significant impact would occur as
a result of development proposed under the Palmdale Transit Village
Specific Plan, the focused EIR will analyze potential land use impacts,
including land use compatibility, build out of the project site and relocation
of existing residents and/or businesses.

Natural Resources:

1. Will the project result in a significant increase in the rate of use of
any natural resources?

Q a Q

2. Will the project result in the substantial depletion of any non-
renewable natural resources?
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Q Q a

The proposed project will not engage in any direct activities designed to
deplete natural resources. The construction of TOD within the Palmdale
Transit Village Specific Plan will require the use of stone, sand, gravel,
wood, metals and combinations of these and similar natural materials
(resources) in their construction. The harvesting/mining of such resources
has been approved through other agencies and the resulting products are
anticipated to be available for buildout of this project. The amount of
resources to be used is relatively insignificant. Therefore, development of
the project site would not result in adverse impacts to the environment
due to a significant depletion of natural resources.

Risk of Upset:

1. Will the project result in a risk of an explosion or the release of
hazardous substances (including, but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an accident or upset

condition?
Q a a

The State Department of Toxic Substance Control's Hazardous Waste
and Substances Site List does not identify the project area as a known
hazardous waste site. A plant nursery was at one time located on the
north side of Avenue Q, between 3 and 6™ Streets East. Pesticides
and/or other chemicals may have been used at this site, which could pose
a potential health hazard; therefore, prior to development of the project
site, a hazardous materials assessment will be required. Should
contamination be identified as a result of that study, appropriate mitigation
will be required for clean up of the site prior to construction.

In addition, future development proposals that include the use or handling
of hazardous materials at California threshold reporting quantities or the
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use of any acutely hazardous materials would also trigger the preparation
of a hazardous materials study. Therefore, development of this project
site would not result in a significant adverse impact to the environment
from explosion or release of hazardous substances.

2. Will the project result in possible interference with any emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
O Q Q

General Plan Exhibit S-1, Evacuation Routes, identifies existing
emergency evacuation routes on Palmdale Boulevard and on Rancho
Vista Boulevard (located north and south, respectively, of the project
boundary). It is not anticipated that the project would have the potential to
result in interference with any emergency response or evacuation. The
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan would involve circulation
improvements within the area, including the extension of existing streets.
It is anticipated that future development of the Paimdale Transit Village
Specific Plan would improve circulation within the project area. Therefore,
this does not constitute a significant impact on the environment.

3. Is the site included on any known State Hazardous Waste Site list?

Q Q Q

As discussed above, review by planning staff of the State Department of
Toxic Substance Control's Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List
did not identify any known hazardous waste sites. Should a development
proposal meet the above-described criteria for requesting hazardous
materials studies, such studies will be evaluated prior to project approval.
Therefore, this does not constitute a significant impact on the
environment.
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4, Is the project within or adjacent to a high fire hazard area as shown

in the General Plan, identified by the Los Angeles County Fire
Department or based on a site inspection?

Q Q Q

The project site is not located within proximity to a high fire hazard area as
shown on Exhibit S-16, Wildfire Hazard Zones, of the General Plan Safety
Element. Therefore, this does not constitute a significant impact on the
environment. '

Population:

Based on the type of project:

1. Will the project significantly alter the location, distribution, density,
or growth rate of the human population of an area?
a a a

The project proposes adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan and associated GPA and ZC, allowing for development of residential,
commercial and office uses at a greater intensity than currently exists
within the project area. It is anticipated that some businesses and
residential uses may transition to an alternative land use during the period
in which build out of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan will occur.
Potential growth impacts resulting from adoption of the Transit Village
Specific Plan and associated GPA and ZC would be analyzed in the EIR.
As discussed in the Draft Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, any
public acquisition and/or redevelopment of property could trigger
relocation requirements. Applicable California or Federal relocation rules
and regulations must be followed closely to avoid any negative
implications and the property owner must be paid at least the appraised
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value of the property. Therefore, this does constitute a significant impact
on the environment.

Housing:

Based on the type of project?

2.

Will the project create a significant demand for additional housing?
d a a
Will the project result in displacement of people from existing

housing on the site?
Q a Q

Adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan and related
GPA and ZC will allow for development of housing units in addition
to those currently planned under the existing General Plan. Neither
these additional housing units nor the supportive commercial uses
proposed under the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan is
anticipated to create demand for more housing because new
housing in Palmdale is currently being constructed and can be
expected to continue in the future as long as housing prices are
incrementally lower than homes in the San Fernando and Santa
Clarita Valleys and the Los Angeles basin. Should commuting
times become too long, it is anticipated that Antelope Valley
residents will look to other commuting options such as the Metrolink
commuter train or buses. Therefore, housing desirability near the
station could increase. As noted above, some businesses and
residential uses may transition to an alternative land use during the
period in which build out of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan will occur; however, any persons displaced as a result of
future development of the site will be relocated and compensated
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in accordance with applicable state housing law. Potential impacts
from the displacement of people from existing houses will be
further addressed in the EIR.

Transportation/Circulation:

Based on review of the type of project, project exhibits, a site inspection,
and/or review of the Institute of Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation
or the applicant’s traffic study:

1. What is the estimated number of average daily vehicle trips, and
a.m. and p.m. peak hour trips, generated by the proposed project?

To Be Determined  ADT: a.m. peak, p.m. peak
2. Will the traffic generated by this project cause a reduction of Level
of Service at an intersection or on a street segment?
a Q d

The Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan proposes a system of local
level and collector streets to serve the project. Most of these streets are
extensions of existing streets adjacent to the project, typically improving
north/south and east/west connectivity in the area. In order to adequately
address traffic generated by the project, a traffic study will be prepared
and evaluated under a focused EIR. It is anticipated that mitigation
measures will be applied to new development to reduce impacts to
acceptable levels.

3. Does circulation within the project prevent the safe and orderly flow
of people and vehicles, including emergency vehicles?
d a Q
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4, Will the project create or experience access problems as designed,
or create any obstruction to the safe flow of traffic?
a a a

A circulation plan has been developed for the Palmdale Transit Village
Specific Plan that is consistent with the City's General Plan Circulation
Element policies. The City Traffic/Transportation Engineer as well as the
sheriff's and fire departments have reviewed the plan and have expressed
no concerns regarding the safety and orderly flow of people and vehicles,
including emergency vehicles. Future development proposals will be
evaluated on a case-by-case basis for adequate circulation and traffic
flow. Therefore, this does not constitute a significant impact on the
environment.

5. Could the project result in a significant alteration to rail or air traffic?
Q Q a

It anticipated that development of new housing, as well as existing
housing that is within easy walking distance of the City's transportation
center, will increase demand for rail or bus service. The Antelope Valley
Transit Authority and Metrolink regularly review demand for these services
and make adjustments as needed to accommodate such demand;
however, with the addition of approximately 1,000 housing units as
envisioned under the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, no alteration
to rail or air traffic is expected to occur. Therefore, adequate provision of
these services is expected.

6. Will the project create a significant shortage of parking?
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a Q Q

The parking requirement for uses in close proximity to the City's
Transportation Center will be less than that required of development in
other areas of the City because it is anticipated that many residents within
the planned residential areas and some customers making use of
businesses located near the transportation center will be utilizing transit
services, thereby reducing the need for typical parking requirements.

Public Services:

1. Fire Protection

What is the roadway distance and location of the nearest fire
station: There are two fire stations in close proximity to the project
area:_Fire Station 37 located at 38318 9" Street East and Fire
Station 24 located at 1050 West Rancho Vista Boulevard are
approximately 1.25 and 1.5 miles from the project site respectively.

a. Will the project result in a need for significant additional fire
protection services?
Q a |

As stated, there are two fire stations located in close proximity to the
project site. Future development of the site will not create a significant
impact on fire protection services. Development proposals are routinely
reviewed by the Los Angeles County Fire Department in order to ensure
adequate service is maintained.
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2. Police Protection

Are there any aspects of the project that would create a significant
impact to police protection?

Q Q Q

The project site is within close proximity to the sheriff's station currently
under construction at the southeast corner of Avenue Q and Sierra
Highway. A pedestrian bridge over the railroad tracks between 6™ Street
East and Sierra Highway at Avenue Q is also planned, which will increase
accessibility to the new sheriff's station. The adjacent Metrolink train
station has an on-site security guard 24 hours a day to augment police
services.

Future development of the project site will not create a significant impact
on police protection services. The Los Angeles County Sheriff's
Department routinely reviews development proposals in order to ensure
adequate service is maintained.

3. Schools

a. In what elementary and high school attendance area is the
project? Palmdale School District and Antelope Valley
Union High School District

b. Approximately how many students will the project generate?

Based on Antelope Valley Union High School District data of
.323 students per dwelling unit, staff estimates that this
project could generate 207 to 332 high school students.
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Based on Palmdale School District data of .631 students per
dwelling unit, staff estimates that this project could generate
404 to 648 elementary and middle school students.

Based on Antelope Valley Union High School District and
Palmdale School District data, staff estimates that the total
number of students generated by this project could be 611
to 980 students.

C. Would the students generated by the project significantly
contribute to the affected schools exceeding their designed
capacity?

Q Q Q

Adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan and related GPA
and ZC are anticipated to modify land use designations from industrial
uses to residential uses producing potentially 928 units, which would
significantly increase student enrollment in local schools. An analysis of
these changes in terms of any potential increase in school attendance
along with other public services will be addressed in the focused EIR that
will be prepared for the project. Schools generally are at or over capacity
due to high population growth in the Antelope Valley. State law currently
limits cities’ ability to mitigate for school impacts beyond payment of
school impact fees. Palmdale School District routinely evaluates
projected student enroliment levels and typically has been able to
accommodate enrollment projections. Even though the school district is
anticipated to accommodate students generated as a result of new
residential development within the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan,
schools may have to operate significantly beyond their capacity.
Therefore, impacts on schools have the potential to be significant and
need to be addressed in the EIR.

4. Parks and Recreation
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Will the proposed project result in an impact on the quality or
quantity of existing parks or recreational facilities, including trails or

bicycle paths?
Q Q Q

As stated above, certain land uses will be changed to residential
designations, which could increase the need for parks and recreation
facilities. Development of these residential uses will require that open
space be provided that will help offset this need. A linear greenbelt is
proposed along the west side of 3" Street East from Desert Sands Park at
Technology Drive connecting residential areas south of Avenue Q. In
addition, the Transit Village Specific Plan is located within easy walking
distance of the fully developed 20-acre Desert Sands Park located at the
southwest corner of 3" Street East and Technology Drive. Therefore, it is
not anticipated that the additional need for parks generated by the project
will result in a significant increase for park services.

5. Public Facilities

Will the proposed project have a significant impact on maintenance
of public facilities, including roads, drainage facilities, slopes, open

space and trails?
Q Q a

Adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, general plan
amendment and zone change will not have a significant impact on public
facilities, nor would future development of the site because currently the
site could be developed with alternative land uses, requiring similar levels
of maintenance of public facilities. Therefore, this does not constitute a
significant impact on the environment.
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6. Library Services

Will the project result in a significant impact to library services due
to increased population?

a Q Q

While it can be expected that population would increase as a result of
future residential development within the Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan and related general plan amendment and zone change, this increase
is not expected to significantly impact the City’s ability to provide library
services for these future residents. Therefore, this does not constitute a
significant impact on the environment.

7. Other Governmental Services

Will the project have a significant impact on a government service
or agency not listed above?

Q Q Q

As discussed above, while it can be expected that population would be
increased as a result of residential development contemplated within the
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, this increase is not expected to
significantly impact the ability of government service providers or agencies
to provide services. Therefore, this does not constitute a significant
impact on the environment.

Energy:

1. Will the project result in the use of substantial amounts of fuel or

energy?
Q U Q
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Will the project result in a substantial increase in demands upon
existing sources of energy, or require the development of new
sources of energy?

Q Q (x Q

The proposed project would result in an incremental increase in use of
fuel and energy. However, any future development would be constructed
under Title 24 energy requirements and the ultimate use of fuel and
energy will be allocated by the applicable provider and is not considered
significant. Therefore, implementation of this project is not expected to
create significant impacts to energy sources.

Utilities:

Will the proposal result in a need for new systems, or substantial
alterations to the following utilities:

1.

Power or natural gas?

a U (] U
Communications systems?

Q a a
Water?

Q a a
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4, Sanitary sewer?
d a a
5. Solid waste disposal?
d d d

The majority of project site that is located north of Avenue Q is in an area
that is either undeveloped or has been partially developed a number of
years ago. The area south of Avenue Q has been nearly built out with
multi-family, attached or single-family homes. In accordance with the
infrastructure study prepared for the Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan, it can be expected that most utilities will require expansion in order
to accommodate new development; however, expansion of some utility
systems would be needed regardless of whether the transit village project
is approved. Therefore, this does not constitute a significant impact on
the environment.

Human Health:

Based on the type of project:

1. Will the project create any health hazard or potential health hazard
(excluding mental health)?
d d Q
2. Will the project result in the exposure of people to potential health
hazards?
a a d
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No aspect of the proposed project is anticipated to create health hazards
or expose people to health hazards. The proposed commercial and/or
office uses are not expected to involve the handling or use of hazardous
materials; however, if they do, all health and safety regulations would be
required. Prior to individual project approvals, site assessments will be
required and should health hazards be discovered, appropriate mitigation
to eliminate their potential impacts would be conducted. Therefore, this
does not constitute an impact on the environment.

Aesthetics:

1. Will the proposal result in the obstruction of any scenic vista or
view open to the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of
an aesthetically offensive site open to public view?

Q a a

The project site is not located near any scenic highways as shown on
Exhibit ER-1 of the General Plan. Development of approximately 100
acres would have an incremental impact on the loss of open space;
however, development of this area is anticipated under the current
General Plan. The site is relatively flat and any new construction that
contains roof-mounted equipment will require screening, thereby
minimizing visual impacts from existing developed areas. Further, in
accordance with the General Plan Community Design Element, new
structures will consist of high quality, aesthetically pleasing architectural
design utilizing durable materials to enhance the project. Therefore, the
aesthetic impact of future development is expected to be less than
significant. Therefore, this does not constitute a significant impact on the
environment.
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Cultural Resources:
1. Will the proposal result in the alteration or destruction of a
prehistoric or historic archaeological site, or historic structure(s)?
a Q Q
2. Will the proposal result in potential adverse impacts on
paleontological resources?
Q U Q

The project site consists of approximately 100 acres, much of which has
been previously developed or used for agricultural use. Some of the
existing homes are over fifty years old. A cultural resources study will be
conducted as part of the focused EIR prepared for the Palmdale Transit
Village Specific Plan, general plan amendment and zone change. The
study will address whether these homes, or any other aspect of the
project site, are significant in terms of their potential as cultural resources.

Public Controversy:

1. Is the project or action environmentally controversial in nature or
can it reasonably be expected to become controversial upon
disclosure to the public?

Q d a

The Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan and related general plan
amendment and zone change may become controversial upon disclosure
to the public due to its location in close proximity to existing residential
areas; however, adequate safeguards to address impacts to existing
homes have been incorporated into the Transit Village Specific Plan.
Some of these include building setbacks and requirements for pedestrian
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accessibility and open space. It is anticipated that any public controversy
will not be based on environmental issues since a focused EIR will be
prepared for the project and it is anticipated that all recommended
mitigation measures would be applied to future development. This does
not constitute a significant impact on the environment.

VIl. Mandatory Findings of Significance

A.

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

Q Q Q

Much of the project site has been previously disturbed by existing
development, prior agricultural use or otherwise disturbed by human
encroachment. As a part of a focused EIR, site specific studies will be
prepared to address land use, air quality, traffic, schools and cultural
resources impacts on the environment. The results of those findings will
be addressed in the EIR prepared for the Transit Village project.

Does the project have impacts, which are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? (A project may impact on two or more
separate resources where the impact on each resource is relatively small,
but where the effect of the total of those impacts on the environment is
significant.)

(I Q Q Q
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The project could have limited impacts that could be cumulatively
considerable; therefore, a focused EIR will be prepared to address air
quality, traffic, schools and cultural resources and all available mitigation
measures will be applied to the project.

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

Q Q Q

It is anticipated that substantial adverse effects on human being could be
caused as a result of poor air quality, increased traffic or overcrowded
schools. Therefore, these issues will be addressed in the EIR prepared
for the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan.
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Notice of Preparation

August 9, 2006 REQEE¥ ED

To: Reviewing Agencies PLANNNE DEPARTS

Re: Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan EIR
SCH# 2006081052

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan EIR draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency.
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:

Sharon Kozdrey

City of Palmdale

38250 N. Sierra Highway
Palmdale, CA 93550

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Singerely,

Scott Morgan
Project Analyst, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 wwWw.0pr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2006081052
Project Title  Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan EIR
Lead Agency Palmdale, City of
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description  The project proposes a General Plan Amendment and Zone Change that would amend the General
Plan Land Use and Zone Maps to reflect adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan.
Development of the specific plan would result in a transit-oriented village near the City's newly
constructed Metrolink train and AVTA bus transfer stateion. The area could potentially be developed
with up to 1,027 new housing units, 40,000 square feet of stand alone neighborhood retail uses,
93,000 square feet of neighborhood retail mixed use, 353,000 square feet of stand alone low rise office
and 93,000 square feet of low rise mixed-use offices uses.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Sharon Kozdrey
Agency City of Palmdale
Phone (661) 267-5200 Fax
email
Address 38250 N. Sierra Highway
City Palmdale State CA  Zip 93550
Project Location
County Los Angeles
City Palmdale
"Region
Cross Streets  Sierra Highway/Technology Drive/Avenue Q-3
Parcel No.
Township Range Section Base
Proximity to:
Highways SR-14
Airports  Air Force Plant 42
Railways Metrolink
Waterways
Schools
Land Use
Project Issues  Economics/Jobs; Flood Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Minerals; Noise;
Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Sewer
Capacity; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation;
Vegetation; Water Quality; Water Supply; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife; Growth Inducing; Landuse;
Cumulative Effects
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources;
Agencies Department of Fish and Game, Region 5; Department of Health Services; Office of Emergency

Services:; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilittes Commission; Caltrans, District 7;
Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics; California Highway Patrol; Department of Housing and Community
Development; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional Water Quality Control Bd., Region 6
(Victorville)

Date Received

08/09/2006 Start of Review 08/09/2006 End of Review 09/07/2006

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



2006081052

See Note Below — SCH#

NOTICE OF COMPLETION

Mail to: State Clearinghouse, 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 (916) 445-0613

Project Title: Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan EIR

Lead Agency: City of Palmdale Contact Person:  Sharon Kozdrey
Street Address: 38250 Sierra Highway Phone: 661.267.5200
City: Palmdale County: Los Angeles
Project Location:
County: Los Angeles City/Nearest Community: Palmdale
Cross Streets: Sierra Highway/Technology Drive/Avenue Q-3 Zip Code: 93550 Total Acres: 110
Assessor’s Parcel No.: - Section: Twp: Range: Base:
Within State Hwy. #: SR-14 Waterways:
2 Miles: Airports: Air Force Plant 42 Railways: Metrolink Schools:
Document Type: (Check one)
CEQA NEPA OTHER
X NopP [0 Supplement/Subsequent 0 Nol [] Joint Document
[] Early Cons [] Prior EIR (SCH#) L] EA [J Final Document
[ NegDec [] Other: [] DraftEIS [] Other:
[] DraftEIR ] FONSI
Local Action Type: (Check all that apply)
[0 General Plan Update X Specific Plan X Rezone [] Annexation
] General Plan Amend. [] Master Plan [] Prezone [] Redevelopment
[ General Plan Element [J Planned Unit Dev. [ Use Permit [0 Coastal Permit
[ Community Plan [] Site Plan [] Land Division subdivision [] Other:

parcel, tract maps etc.)

Development Type: (Check all that apply)
Units/Sq Ft  Acres Employees . TygLe R E C E IV E D
K Residential Ur{tto 1,027 [0 Water Facilities AUG 0 9 200 6
units
Xl Office Up fio 446,000 [J Transportation
sq.ft.
X Commercial Upftto 49,000 [l Mining Mingr§TATE CLEARING HOUSE
v sq.ft.
[J Industrial [0 Power Watts
[] Educational [C] Waste Treatment
[0 Recreational [J Hazardous Waste
[0 oOther [J Other:
Project Issues Discussed in Document: (Check all that apply)
[X] Aesthetics/Visual X Flood Plain/Flooding IX Schools/Universities @ Water Quality
& Agricultural Land E] Forest Land/Fire Hazard D Septic Systems ]Z Water Supply/Ground Water
[X] AirQuality X Geologic/Seismic X Sewer Capacity X Wetland/Riparian
X] Archaeo/History X Minerals X Soil Erosion/Compaction  [X] Wwildlife
[[] CoastalZone Noise X Solid Waste X Growth Inducing
@ Drainage Absorption IZ Population Housing Balance Kl Toxic/Hazardous IZ Land Use
[X] Economic/Jobs X Public Services/Facilities X Traffic/Circulation X Cumulative Effects
[] Fiscal X Recreation/Parks X Vegetation ] Other:

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation: residential, commercial, industrial, public and vacant land uses/Business
Park (BP), Commercial Manufacturing (CM), Industrial (IND) and Medium Residential (MR)/Light Industrial (M-1), Planned Industrial (M-4),
Service Commercial (C-5), Medium Residential (R-2) and Multi-Family Residential (R-3).

Project Description: The project proposes a General Plan Amendment and Zone Change that would amend the General Plan Land Use
and Zone Maps to reflect adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan. Development of the specific plan would result in a transit-
oriented village near the City's newly constructed Metrolink train and AVTA bus transfer station. The area could potentially be developed with up
to 1,027 new housing units, 40,000 square feet of stand alone neighborhood retail uses, 93,000 square feet of neighborhood retail mixed use,
353,000 square feet of stand alone low rise office and 93,000 square feet of low rise mixed-use offices uses. Development would also involve
circulation improvements including a pedestrian bridge traversing the Union Pacific Railroad Tracks and landscaping.
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James C. LEDFORD, JR.
Mayor

MiKE DISPENZA
Mayor Pro Tem
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Councilmember
STEPHEN KNIGHT
Councilmember
Tom LACKEY
Councilmember

38300 Sierra Highway ‘
Palmdale, CA 93550-4798 .
Tel: 661/267-5100

Fax: 661/267-5122

TDD: 661/267-5167 .

Auxiliary aids provided for

communication accessibility -

pon 72 hours” notice and request. .

PALMDATLE

a place to call home

NOTICE OF PREPARATION
TO: Agencies, Organizations and Interested Parties

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report in Compliance
with Title 14, Section 15082(a) of the California Code of Regulations

The City of Palmdale is the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) in the preparation of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project identified
below. We request the view of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental
information relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed
project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by the City when considering any
permits that your agency must issue or for any other approval for the project.

AGENCIES: The City requests your agency’s views on the‘h:&cope and content of the
environmental information relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection
with the proposed project, in accordance with California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section
15082(b).

ORGANIZATIONS AND INTERESTED PARTIES: The City requests your comments and
concerns regarding the environmental issues associated with construction and operation of
the proposed project.

PROJECT TITLE: Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan EIR

PROJECT LOCATION: The project is approximately 110 acres generally located between
Technology Drive and Avenue Q-3 and between 3™ Street East and the Metrolink Railroad
tracks adjacent to Sierra Highway.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The City of Palmdale is the Lead Agency for the proposed
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, a planned development for approximately 110 acres of
land as a compact, transit-oriented village within easy walking distance of the City’'s newly
constructed Metrolink train and AVTA bus transfer station.

The project proposes a General Plan Amendment (GPA) 05-01 and Zone Change (ZC) 05-01
that would amend the General Plan Land Use and Zoning Maps from Industrial, Commercial,
Business Park and Residential designations to reflect adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village
Specific Plan. :

With adoption of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan, the area could potentially be
developed with up to 1,027 new housing units, as follows: 44 single-family/duplex units on
small lots, 34 single-family/duplex units surrounding common courtyard areas, 192 townhouse
units, up to 725 multi-family units and approximately 32 mixed use-residential units. The
project may also include up to 40,000 square feet of stand alone neighborhood retail uses,
9,000 square feet ofneighborhood retail mixed-use, 353,000 square feet of stand alone low
rise office use and 93,000 square feet of low rise mixed-use office uses, primarily located
along the west side of 6th Street East and in close proximity to the train station and AVTA bus
transfer station.
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Notice of Preparation
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In the long term, the existing parking for the train station may be replaced by a new parking
structure to be located directly north of the Metrolink station. It is anticipated that the
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan project would be built in several phases over time. Itis
expected that development of this site would primarily be by private developers; although,
some public or public-private development could potentially occur as well.

POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: The attached Initial Study describes the
potential environmental effects of the proposed project. An EIR will be prepared to evaluate
the project’s potential impacts on the environment and analyze alternatives.

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD: The City has made this Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Initial
Study available for public review and comment pursuant to California Code of Regulations,
Title 14, Section 15082(b). Your response must be sent as soon as possible but not later
than 30 days after receipt of this notice. All comments must be submitted in writing to the
address below. The comment period during which the City will receive comments on the
Notice of Preparation is:

Starting Date: August 10, 2006 Ending Date: Septemq‘_er 8, 2006
RESPONSES AND COMMENTS: Please indicate a contact person for your agency or
organization and send your responses and comments to:

Sharon Kozdrey, Senior Planner
City of Palmdale

38300 N. Sierra Highway
Palmdale, California 93550

SCOPING MEETING: As part of the CEQA process, the City will hold a public scoping
meeting at the date and time listed below. You are welcome to attend and present
environmental information that you believe should be addressed in the EIR:

Date: Thursday, August 31, 2006
Time: 1:30 p.m.
Location: City of Palmdale, Development Services Building

Main Conference Room
38250 N. Sierra Highway
Palmdale, California 93550

DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY: The NOP and Initial Study are available for public review at the
locations listed below during regular business hours:

= Palmdale City Hall, 38300 N. Sierra Highway
= City of Palmdale Library, 700 East Palmdale Boulevard

If you require additional information please contact Sharon Kozdrey at (661) 267-5200

Date: X . 7 ol Signature: LZ%W %/J

Laurie Lile

Title: Director of Planning
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COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 20601-1400

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whittier, CA 90607-4998 JAMES F. STAHL
Telephone: (562) 699-7411, FAX: (562) 699-5422 Chief Engineer and General Manager
www.lacsd.org

August 17,2006

File No: 20-00.04-00

Ms. Sharon Kozdrey, Senior Planner
City of Palmdale

38300 North Sierra Highway
Palmdale, CA 93550

Dear Ms. Kozdrey:

Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan

The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts) received a Notice of
Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the subject project on August 11, 2006. The
proposed project area is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of District No. 20. We offer the
following comments regarding sewerage service:

1. The following is a list of Districts' trunk sewers that serve the project area.

Design Peak
Size Capacity Flow Last

Name Location (dia.) (mgd) (mgd) Measured
5™ Street East In 5" Street East from Avenue Q-3 to 12” 1.9 1.0 2006
Trunk Sewer Avenue Q and in Avenue Q from 5%
Street East to 6" Street East
Avenue Q Relief In Avenue Q from 5% Street East to 6™ 18” 4.0 1.2 2006
Trunk Sewer Street East
Trunk A Trunk In Technology Drive at Sierra Highway 18” 3.8 24 2006
Sewer
3. Wastewater generated by development within the proposed project area will be treated at the

Palmdale Water Reclamation Plant, which has a design capacity of 15 mgd and currently
processes an average flow of 9.7 mgd.

4. The expected average wastewater flow from the project site at buildout is approximately 300,000
gallons per day. A copy of the Districts' average wastewater generation factors is enclosed for
your information.

5. The Districts should review development projects within the Specific Plan area in order to
determine whether or not sufficient trunk sewer capacity exists to serve each project and if
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Districts’ facilities will be affected by the project. Please forward information on projects to the
undersigned. '

The Districts are empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the
privilege of connecting (directly or indirectly) to the Districts' Sewerage System or increasing the
existing strength and/or quantity of wastewater attributable to a particular parcel or operation
already connected. This connection fee is required to construct an incremental expansion of the
Sewerage System to accommodate the proposed project, which will mitigate the impact of this
project on the present Sewerage System. Payment of a connection fee will be required before a
permit to connect to the sewer is issued. A copy of the Connection Fee Information Sheet is
enclosed for your convenience. For more specific information regarding the connection fee
application procedure and fees, please contact the Connection Fee Counter at extension 2727.

In order for the Districts to conform to the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), 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). Specific
policies included in the development of the SCAG regional growth forecast are incorporated into
clean air plans, which are prepared by the South Coast and Antelope Valley Air Quality
Management Districts in order to improve air quality in the South Coast and Mojave Desert Air
Basins as mandated by the CAA. All expansions of Districts' facilities must be sized and service
phased in a manner that will be consistent with the SCAG regional growth forecast for the
counties of Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura, and Imperial. The
available capacity of the Districts' treatment facilities will, therefore, be limited to levels
associated with the approved growth identified by SCAG. As such, this letter does not constitute
a guarantee of wastewater service, but is to advise you that the Districts intend to provide this
service up to the levels that are legally permitted and to inform you of the currently existing
capacity and any proposed expansion of the Districts' facilities.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2717.
Very truly yours,

James F. Stahl

Ruth I. Frazen
Engineering Technician
Planning & Property Management Section

Enclosures

679997.1



TABLE 1
LOADINGS FOR EACH CLASS OF LAND USE

SUSPENDED
FLOW COD SOLIDS
(Gallons (Pounds (Pounds

DESCRIPTION UNIT OF MEASURE  per Day) per Day) per Day)
RESIDENTIAL
Single Family Home v Parcel 260 1.22 0.59
Duplex Parcel 312 1.46 0.70
Triplex Parcel 468 2.19 1.05
Fourplex Parcel 624 2.92 1.40
Condominiums Parcel i95 0.92 0.44
Single Family Home Parcel 156 0.73 0.35

(reduced rate)
Five Units or More No. of Dwlg. Units 156 0.73 0.35
Mobile Home Parks No. of Spaces 156 0.73 0.35
COMMERCIAL
Hotel/Motel/Rooming House Room 125 0.54 0.28
Store 1000 fi 100 0.43 0.23
Supermarket 1000 ft* 150 2.00 1.00
Shopping Center 1000 ft? 325 3.00 1.17
Regional Mall 1000 ft? 150 2.10 0.77
Office Building 1000 ft® 200 0.86 0.45
Professional Building 1000 ft? 300 1.29 0.68
Restaurant 1000 ft* 1,000 16.68 5.00
Indoor Theatre 1000 fi* 125 0.54 0.28
Car Wash

Tunnel - No Recycling 1000 ft? 3,700 15.86 8.33

Tunnel - Recycling 1000 ft? 2,700 11.74 6.16

Wand 1000 ft 700 3.00 1.58
Financial Institution 1000 ft* 100 0.43 0.23
Service Shop 1000 ft* 100 0.43 0.23
Animal Kennels 1000 ft 100 0.43 0.23
Service Station 1000 ft* 100 0.43 0.23
Auto Sales/Repair 1000 ft* 100 0.43 0.23
Wholesale Outlet 1000 ft* 100 0.43 0.23
Nursery/Greenhouse 1000 ft? 25 0.11 0.06
Manufacturing 1000 ft* 200 1.86 0.70
Dry Manufacturing 1000 ft? 25 0.23 0.09
Lumber Yard 1000 ft® 25 0.23 0.09
Warehousing 1000 ft* 25 0.23 0.09
Open Storage 1000 ft® 25 0.23 0.09

Drive-in Theatre 1000 ft? 20 0.09 0.05



TABLE 1
(continued)

LOADINGS FOR EACH CLASS OF LAND USE

SUSPENDED
FLOW COD SOLIDS
(Gallons (Pounds (Pounds

DESCRIPTION UNIT OF MEASURE  per Day) per Day) per Day)
COMMERCIAL
Night Club 1000 ft* 350 1.50 0.79
Bowling/Skating 1000 ft? 150 1.76 0.55
Club 1000 ft? 125 0.54 0.27
Auditorium, Amusement 1000 ft? 350 1.50 0.79
Golf Course, Camp, and 1000 ft* 100 0.43 0.23

Park (Structures and

Improvements)
Recreational Vehicle Park No. of Spaces 55 0.34 0.14
Convalescent Home Bed 125 0.54 0.28
Laundry 1000 ft* 3,825 16.40 8.61
Mortuary/Cemetery 1000 ft* 100 1.33 0.67
Health Spa, Gymnasium

With Showers 1000 ft* 600 2.58 1.35

Without Showers 1000 ft 300 1.29 0.68
Convention Center,

Fairground, Racetrack, Average Daily

Sports Stadium/Arena Attendance 10 0.04 0.02
INSTITUTIONAL
College/University Student 20 0.09 0.05
Private School 1000 ft 200 0.86 0.45

Church 1000 ft? 50 0.21 0.11

LASERCHARG\WP60\1998-99\LOADING.TBL



INFORMATION SHEET FOR APPLICANTS
PROPOSING TO CONNECT OR INCREASE THEIR DISCHARGE TO

THE COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY SEWERAGE SYSTEM

THE PROGRAM

The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County are empowered by the California Health and

Safety Code to charge a fee for the privilege of connecting to a Sanitation District’s sewerage system. Your
connection to a City or County sewer constitutes a connection to a Sanitation District’s sewerage system as
these sewers flow into a Sanitation District’s system. The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
provide for the conveyance, treatment, and disposal of your wastewater. PAYMENT OF A CONNECTION
FEE TO THE COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY WILL BE
REQUIRED BEFORE A CITY OR THE COUNTY WILL ISSUE YOU A PERMIT TO CONNECT TO
THE SEWER.

I.

I

1.

IV.

WHO IS REQUIRED TO PAY A CONNECTION FEE?

1.  Anyone connecting to the sewerage system for the first time for any structure located on a parcel(s)
of land within a County Sanitation District of Los Angeles County.

2. Anyone increasing the quantity of wastewater discharged due to the construction of additional
dwelling units on or a change in land usage of a parcel already connected to the sewerage system.

3. Anyone increasing the improvement square footage of a commercial or institutional parcel by more
than 25 percent.

4.  Anyone increasing the quantity and/or strength of wastewater from an industrial parcel.

5. If you qualify for an Ad Valorem Tax or Demolition Credit, connection fee will be adjusted
accordingly.

HOW ARE THE CONNECTION FEES USED?

The connection fees are used to provide additional conveyance, treatment, and disposal facilities (capital
facilities) which are made necessary by new users connecting to a Sanitation District’s sewerage system
or by existing users who significantly increase the quantity or strength of their wastewater discharge.
The Connection Fee Program insures that all users pay their fair share for any necessary expansion of
the system.

HOW MUCH IS MY CONNECTION FEE?

Your connection fee can be determined from the Connection Fee Schedule specific to the Sanitation
District in which your parcel(s) to be connected is located. A Sanitation District boundary map is
attached to each corresponding Sanitation District Connection Fee Schedule. Your City or County
sewer permitting office has copies of the Connection Fee Schedule(s) and Sanitation District boundary
map(s) for your parcel(s). If you require verification of the Sanitation District in which your parcel is
located, please call the Sanitation Districts’ information number listed under Item IX below.

WHAT FORMS ARE REQUIRED*?

The Connection Fee application package consists of the following:

1. Information Sheet for Applicants (this form)

2. Application for Sewer Connection

(Revised 5/31/06)



VI.

VII.

VIIL

IX.

3. Connection Fee Schedule with Sanitation District Map (one schedule for each Sanitation
District)

* Additional forms are required for Industrial Dischargers.

WHAT DO I NEED TO FILE?

1. Completed Application Form

A complete set of architectural blueprints (not required for connecting one single family home)

Fee Payment (checks payable to: County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County)

Hown

Industrial applicants must file additional forms and follow the procedures as outlined in the
application instructions

WHERE DO I SUBMIT THE FORMS?

Residential, Commercial, and Institutional applicants should submit the above listed materials either by
mail or in person to:

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
Connection Fee Program, Room 130

1955 Workman Mill Road

Whittier, CA 90601

Industrial applicants should submit the appropriate materials directly to the City or County office which
will issue the sewer connection permit.

HOW LONG DOES IT TAKE TO PROCESS MY APPLICATION?

Applications submitted by mail are generally processed and mailed within three working days of
receipt. Applications brought in person are processed on the same day provided the application,
supporting materials, and fee is satisfactory. Processing of large and/or complex projects may take
longer.

HOW DO I OBTAIN MY SEWER PERMIT TO CONNECT?

An approved Application for Sewer Connection will be returned to the applicant after all necessary
documents for processing have been submitted. Present this approved-stamped copy to the City or
County Office issuing sewer connection permits for your area at the time you apply for actual sewer
hookup.

HOW CAN I GET ADDITIONAL INFORMATION?

If you require assistance or need additional information, please call the County Sanitation Districts of
Los Angeles County at (562) 908-4288, extension 2727.

WHAT ARE THE DISTRICTS’ WORKING HOURS?

The Districts’ offices are open between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday through
Thursday, and between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. on Friday, except holidays. When applying
in person, applicants must be at the Connection Fee counter at least 30 minutes before closing time.

L:\FP\PM- Annexations\Annexation\Forms\connfeeinfo.doc (Revised 5/31/06)



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

~ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, OFFICE OF REGIONAL PLANNING
100 MAIN STREET, IGR/CEQA BRANCH
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606
PHONE (213) 897-3747
FAX (213) 897-1337

- TTY (213) 8974937
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PLANNING i
IGR/CEQA ¢s/060832 - NOP
City of Palmdale
Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan
Specific Plan 05-01, GPA 05-01, ZC 05-01, 110 acres
Technology Dr. to the north, Ave. Q-3 to the south, 3 Street
East, to the west and 6™ Street East to the east
Vic. LA-138- (43.95-44.32); SCH # 2006081052

August 22, 2006

Ms. Sharon Kozdrey

City of Palmdale

38250 N. Sierra Hwy.
Palmdale, California 93550

Dear Ms. Kozdrey:

Thank you for including the California Department of T ransportation in the environmental review process for the
Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan. The proposed Palmdale Village Specific
Plan, a planned development for approximately 110 acres of land as a compact transit-oriented village within easy
walking distance of the City’s newly constructed MetroLink train and AVTA bus transfer station. The area could
potentially be developed with up to 1027 new housing units as follows: 44 single family/duplex units on small lots,
34 single family/duplex units with common courtyards, 192 townhouse units, up to 725 multi-family units and
approximately 32 mixed used-residential units and may also include up to 40,000 sq. ft. stand alone retail, 9,000 sq.
ft. of mixed-use retail, 353,000 sq. ft. stand alone office and 93,000 sq. of mixed-use office uses. Based on the
information received, we have the following comments:

Caltrans promotes the implementation of Smart Growth strategies such as transit oriented developments (TODs) that
can reduce the demand of single occupancy vehicles traveling along congested State highway corridors especially
when traveling long distances. We recommend consulting with Caltrans regarding existing traffic conditions and the
use of acceptable growth rates on State highways in the area. Any trip reduction use based on transportation
demand management (TDM) strategies will need to be fully justified. The use of local or sub-regional transportation
models needs to be consistent with regional models indicating the most recent projections and analyses of planned
transportation improvements.

A traffic study will be needed to evaluate the project's overall impact on the State transportation system including the
mainline Sr-14 (Antelope Valley Freeway) and all affected freeway on/off-ramps and SR-138 (Palmdale Boulevard)

and all intersections along Palmdale Boulevard in the vicinity of the project. The traffic study should include, but not
be limited to:

1) Assumptions used to develop trip generation/distribution percentages and assignments.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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2) An analysis of ADT, AM and PM peak hour volumes for both the existing and future (year 2025) conditions.
This should also include level-of-service calculations using the HCM 2000 methodology. The analysis should
include the following:

existing traffic volumes

project and cumulative traffic volumes

future traffic volumes projections for year 2025

existing level-of-service (LOS) calculations

project and cumulative level-of-service (LOS) calculations

0Oo0o0oo

3) The Equitable Share responsibility for traffic mitigation measures will need to be calculated as determined by
the percentage increase in projected peak period trips resulting in operational impacts to SR-14 mainline
freeway facility and affected on/off-ramps as well as impacts to SR-138, Palmdale Bivd. Consulting with
Caltrans may be necessary in reaching consensus regarding the traffic mitigation measures. The City should
refer to Appendix "B" Methodology for Calculating Equitable Mitigation Measures found in our Caltrans
Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies. The Guide can be found on the internet at:

http://www.dot.ca. g_ov/hq/traﬁ'ops/developserv/operationalsystems/reports/tisguide.pdf

Proposed projects may need to conform with the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) requirements relating to construction activities and Post-Construction Storm Water
Management. To the maximum extent practicable, Best Management Practices will need to be
implemented to address storm water runoff from new development.

We would appreciate advance copies of the Draft EIR and Traffic Study to facilitate our internal Caltrans review.
Advance copies should be sent to the undersigned:

Cheryl J. Powell

Caltrans District 7 Office of Regional Planning
IGR/CEQA Branch

100 South Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

If you have any questions regarding our comments, please refer to our IGR/CEQA Record number ¢s/060832 and
you may contact me at (213) 897-3747.

Sincerely,

C/pﬁ«—& (\,%® ,QJW,Q.%Z}

Cheryl J. Povell
IGR/CEQA Program Manager

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Ms. Sharon Kozdrey

Senior Planner

City of Palmdale

38300 North Sierra Highway
Palmdale, California 93550

NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR THE PALMDALE TRANSIT VILLAGE SPECIFIC
PLAN DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear Ms. Kozdrey:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your Notice of
Preparation of a draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project mentioned
above.

Based on the review of the document, DTSC comments are as follows:

1. The draft EIR néeds to identify and determine whether current or historic uses at
the Project area have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances.

2. The draft EIR needs to identify any known or potentially contaminated site within
the Project area. For all identified sites, the draft EIR needs to evaluate whether
conditions at the site pose a threat to human health or the environment.

3. The draft EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation for any site that may require remediation, and which
government agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

4. If during construction of the project, soil contamination is suspected, construction
in the area should stop, and appropriate health and safety procedures should be
implemented. If it is determined that contaminated soils exists, the draft EIR
should identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be
conducted, and which government agency will provide regulatory oversight.

Printed on Recycled Paper



Ms. Sharon Kozdrey
August 25, 2006
Page 2

DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment preparation and
cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP). For additional
information on the VCP please visit DTSC’s web site at www.dtsc.ca.gov. If you would
like to meet and discuss this matter further, please contact Mr. Alberto Valmidiano,
Project Manager, at (818) 551-2870 or me at (818) 551-2973.

Sincerely,

H 1 H Loy

T
Jennifer Jones
Unit Chief ,
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch — Glendale Office

i/

cc:  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044 _
Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief

Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806



Metropolitan Transportation Authority One Gateway Plaza . 213.922.2000 Tel

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 metro.net

August 29, 2006 7 g g e,
© RECEIVED
Sharon Kozdrey, Senior Planner AUG 3§ 7008
City of Palmdale AL 30 -
38300 N. Sierra Highway PLANNING DEPARTMERT

Palmdale, CA 93550

Dear Ms. Kozdrey:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for
the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan. This letter conveys recommendations
from the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
concerning issues that are germane to our agency’s statutory responsibilities in
relation to the proposed project.

A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA), with highway, freeway, and transit components, is
required under the State of California Congestion Management Program (CMP)
statute. The CMP TIA Guidelines are published in the “2004 Congestion
Management Program for Los Angeles County”, Appendix D. The geographic area
examined in the TIA must include the following, at a minimum:

1. All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway
on/off-ramp intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more
trips during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak hour (of adjacent street
traffic); and

2. Mainline freeway-monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or
more trips, in either direction, during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday
peak hour.

Among the required steps for the analysis of development-related impacts to transit
are:

3. Evidence that in addition to Metro, all affected Municipal transit operators

received the NOP for the Draft EIR;

A summary of the existing transit services in the area;

Estimated project trip generation and mode assignment for both morning

and evening peak periods;

6. Documentation on the assumptions/analyses used to determine the
number and percentage of trips assigned to transit;

b



7. Information on facilities and/or programs that will be incorporated into
the development plan that will encourage public transit usage and
transportation demand management (TDM) policies and programs; and

8. An analysis of the expected project impacts on current and future transit
services along with proposed project mitigation.

Metro looks forward to reviewing the Draft EIR. If you have any questions regarding
this response, please call me at 213-922-6908 or by email at chapmans@metro.net.
Please send the Draft EIR to the following address:

Metro CEQA Review Coordination
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-2
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Attn: Susan Chapman

Sincerely,

Susan Chapman
Program Manager, Long Range Planning



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Main Office
818 West Seventh Street
12th Floor
Los Angeles, California

90017-3435

t(213) 236-1800
f(213) 236-1825

www.scag.ca.gov

Officers: President: Yvonne B. Burke, Los
Angeles County - First Vice President: Gary Ovitt,
San Bernardino County - Second Vice President:
Richard Dixon, Lake Forest - immediate Past
President: Toni Young, Port Hueneme

Imperial County: Victor (anillo, Imperial
County - Jon Edney, E! Centro

Los Angeles County: Yvonne B. Burke, Los
Angeles County - Zev Yaroslavsky, Los Angeles
County - Jim Aldinger, Manhattan Beach - Harry
Baldwin, San Gabriel - Paul Bowlen, Cerritos -
Todd Campbell, Burbank - Tony Cardenas, Los
Angeles - Stan Carroll, La Habra Heights -
Margaret Clark, Rosemead - Gene Daniels,
Paramount - Mike Dispenza, Palmdale - Judy
Duntap, Inglewood - Rae Gabelich, Long Beach -
David Gafin, Downey - Eric Garcetti, Los Angeles
- Wendy Greuel, Los Angeles « Frank Gurulé,
Cudahy - Janice Hahn, Los Angeles - Isadore Hall,
Compton - Keith W. Hanks, Azusa - José Huizar,
Los Angeles - Tom LaBonge, Los Angeles - Paula
Lantz, Pomona « Paul Nowatka, Torrance - Pam
0'Connor, Santa Monica - Alex Padilla, Los
Angeles - Bernard Parks, Los Angeles - Jan Perry,
Los Angeles - Ed Reyes, Los Angeles - Bill
Rosendahl, Los Angeles - Greig Smith, Los
-Angeles - Tom Sykes, Walnut - Paul Talbot,
Alhambra - Mike Ten, South Pasadena - Tonia
Reves Uranga. long Beach - Antonio
Villaraigosa, Los Angeles - Dennis Washbum,
Calabasas - Jack Weiss, Los Angeles - Herb ).
Wesson, Jr., Los Angeles - Dennis Zine, Los
Angeles

Orange County: Chris Norby, Orange County «
Christine Barnes, La Palma - John Beauman,
Brea - Lou Bone, Tustin - Art Brown, Buena Park
« Richard Chavez, Anaheim - Debbie Cook,
Huntington Beach - Leslie Daigle, Newport
Beach - Richard Dixon, Lake Forest.- Paul Glaab,
Laguna Niguel - Marilynn Poe, Los Alamitos

Riverside County: Jeff Stone, Riverside County
« Thomas Buckley, Lake Elsinore - Bonnie
Flickinger, Moreno Valley - Ron Loveridge,
Riverside - Greg Pettis, (athedral City « Ron
Roberts, Temecula

San Bernardino County: Gary Ovitt, San
Bernardino County - Lawrence Dale, Barstow -
Paul Eaton, Montclair - Lee Ann Garcia, Grand
Terrace - Tim Jasper, Town of Apple Valley - Larry
McCallon, Highiand - Deborah Robertson, Rialto
- Alan Wapner, Ontario

Ventura County: Judy Mikels, Ventura County -
Glen Becerra, Simi Valley - Carl Morehouse, San
Buenaventura - Toni Young, Port Hueneme

Orange County Transportation Authority:
Lou Correa, County of Orange

Riverside County Transportation
Commission: Robin Lowe, Hemet

Ventura County Transportation
Commission: Keith Milthouse, Moorpark
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Ms. Sharon Kozdrey, Senior Planner
City of Palmdale

38300 N. Sierra Highway

Palmdale, CA 93550

RE: SCAG Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental
Impact Report for Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan
SCAG No. | 20060547

Dear Ms. Kozdrey:

Thank you for submitting a Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the above-mentioned project to the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) for review and comment. SCAG’s responsibility as the
region’s clearinghouse per Executive Order 12372 includes the implementation of
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §15125 [d]. This legislation requires
the review of local plans, projects and programs for consistency with regional
plans.

We have determined that the proposed Project is regionally significant per California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines (Section 15206). The proposed project
is a planned development of approximately 110 acres that could potentially be
comprised of up to 1,027 new housing units, 40,000 square feet of stand alone
neighborhood retail uses, 9,000 square feet of retail mixed use, 353,000 square feet
of stand alone low rise office use and 93,000 square feet of low rise mixed-use office
uses. SCAG bases review of such projects on its adopted regional plans:

Destination 2030: 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) —1996 Version
Compass Growth Vision

CEQA requires that EIRs discuss any inconsistencies between the proposed project
and the applicable general plans and regional plans (Section 15125 [d]). Please state
separately how the proposed plan will or will not support sach regicnal plan. Please
cite specific policies in the regional plans that the proposed project supports. If there
are inconsistencies, an explanation and rationalization for such inconsistencies
should be provided. Visit www.scag.ca.gov for downloadable versions of these
documents.

Please provide a minimum of 45 days for SCAG to review the EIR when this
document is available. If you have any questions regarding the attached comments,
please contact me at (213) 236-1858. Thank you.

Sincerely,

/

g7 { W
A /
April Grayson v
Associate Regional Planner

Intergovernmental Review

DOCS # 126452v1
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State of Califarnia - The Resources Agency ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

http: / /www.dfg.ca.qov

South Coast Region

4949 Viewrlidge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

(858) 467-4201
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September 7, 2006 - REQE,NED
gs. S:\grc;’r:‘:’(ozdrey ogf 20 7006
ity of Paimdale NG
38250 N. Sierra Highway ULl
Paimdale, GA 93550 REF CON

Natice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental impact Report for
Paimdale Transit Village
SCH # 2006081052, Los Angeles County

Dear Ms. Kozdrey:

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewad the above-referenced Notice of
Preparation (NOP), relative to impacts to biological resources. The proposed project consists of
the implementation of the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan which would result in the
construction of a transit oriented village near Sierra Highway/Technology Drive/AvenueQ-3, City
of Palmdale.

To enable Department staff to adequately review and comment on the proposed project we
recommend the following information, where applicable, be included in the Draft Environmental
Impact.Report:

1. A complete, recent assessment of flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project area,
with particular emphasis upon identifying endangered, threatened, and locally unique
species and sensitive habitats.

a. A thorough recent assessment of rare plants and rare natural communities, following
the Department's Guidelines for Assessing impacts to Rare Plants and Rare Natural
Communities.

b. A complete, recant assessment of sensitive fish, wildlife, reptile, and amphibian
species. Seasonal variations in use of the project area should ajso be addressed.
Recent, focused, species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year
and g!me of day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are
required. Acceptable species-specific survey pracedures should be developed in
consuitation with the Department and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

¢. Rare, threatened, and endangered species to be addressed should include all those

which meet the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) definition (see CEQA
Guidelines, Saction 15380).
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otherwise minimize impacts to sensitive biological reso i i

_ ' urces including wetl i
habltats, alluvua! scrub, coc::sfal sage scrub, Joshua tree woodlands, egtc. shz':ﬁlsgmn
included. Spef:uﬁc alternative locations should also be evaluated in areas with lower
resource sensitivity where appropriate.

a. Mitigation measures for project impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and habitats
sr!o_ulq emphpsize evaluation and selection of alternatives which avoid or otherwise
minimize project impacts. Compensation for unavoidable impacts through acquisition
and protection of high quality habitat elsewhere should be addressed with offsite
mitigation locations clearly identified.

b. The Department considers Rare Natural Communities as threatened habitats having
both regional and local significance. Thus, these communities should be fully avoided
and otherwise protected from project-related impacts.

c. The Department generally does not support the use of relocation, salvage, and/or
transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered species.
Department studies have shown that these efforts are experimental in nature and
largely unsuccessful.

4. A California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Permit must be obtained, if the project has
the potential to result in “take” of species of plants or animals listed under CESA, either
during construction or over the life of the project. CESA Permits are issued to conserve,
protect, enhance, and restore State-listed threatened or endangered species and their
habitats. Early consultation is encouraged, as significant modification o the proposed
project and mitigation measures may be required in order to obtain a CESA Permit.
Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, require that the
Department issue a separate CEQA document for the issuance of a CESA permit unleas
the project CEQA document addresses all project impacts to listed species and specifies
a mitigation monitoring and reporting program that will meet the requirements of a CESA
permit. For these reasons, the following information is requested.

a. Biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals should be of sufficient detail
and rosolution to satisfy the requirements for a CESA Permit.

b. A Department-approved Mitigation Agreement and Mitigation Plan are required for
plants listed as rare under the Native Plant Protection Act.

5. The Department opposes the elimination of watercourses (including concrete channels)
and/or the canalization of natural and manmade drainages or conversion to subsurface
drains. All wetlands and watercourses, whether intermittent, ephemeral, or perennial,
must be retained and provided with substantial setbacks which praserve the riparian and
aquatic habitat values and maintain their value to on-site and off-site wildlife populations,
The Department recommends a minimum natural buffer of 100 feet from the outside edge

of the riparian zone on each side of a drainage.

a, The Department requires a Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA), pursuant to
Section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code, with the applicant prior to any direct
or indiract impact to a lake or stream bed, bank or channel or associated riparian
resources. The Department’s issuance of a SAA may be a project that is subject to
CEQA. To facilitate our issuance of the Agreement when CEQA applies, the
Department as a responsible agency under CEQA may consider the local
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jurisdiction’s (lead agency) document for the project. To minimize additional
requirements by the Depariment under CEQA the document should fully identify the
potential impacts to the lake, stream or riparian resources and provide adequate
avoidance, mitigation, monitoring and reporting commitments for issuance of the
Agreement. Early consultation is recommended, since modification of the proposed
project may be required to avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife resources.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comment. Please contact Mr. Scott Harris, Wildlife
Biologist, at (626) 797-3170 if you should have any questions and for further coordination on the
proposed project.

Sincerely,

gorgan Wehtje %‘\’

Environmental Scientist IV

cc:  Ms. Morgan Wehtje
Mr. Scott Harris, Pasadena
HCP-Chron
Department of Fish and Game
State Clearinghouse, Sacramento
SPH:sph

Palmdale Transit Village/2006 NOP



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governior

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

320 WEST 4™ STREET, SUITE 500
LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

September 7, 2006
=
Sharon Kozkrey, Senior Planner gEp 112008
City of Palmdale-Planning Dept. IE——
38250 N. Sierra Highway PLANNING Beranatie

Palmdale, CA 93550
Dear Ms. Kozkrey:

Re: SCH# 2006081052; Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan EIR

As the state agency responsible for rail safety within California, we recommend that any
development projects planned adjacent to or near the Union Pacific Railroad Company and
Metrolink’s Antelope Valley Line right-of-way be planned with the safety of the rail corridor in
~ mind. New developments may increase traffic volumes not only on streets and at intersections,

but also at at-grade highway-rail crossings. This includes considering pedestrian circulation
patterns/destinations with respect to the railroad right-of-way.

Safety factors to consider include, but are not limited to, the planning for grade separations for
major thoroughfares, improvements to existing at-grade highway-rail crossings due to increase in
traffic volumes and appropriate fencing to limit the access of trespassers onto the railroad right-of-

way.

The above-mentioned safety improvements should be considered when approval is sought for the
new development. Working with Commission staff early in the conceptual design phase will help
improve the safety to motorists and pedestrians in the City.

Please advise us on the status of the project. If you have any questions in this matter, please contact
me at (213) 576-7078 or at rxm(@cpuc.ca.gov.

Utilities Engin {\
Rail Crossings Engineering Section
Consumer Protection & Safety Division

C: Freddy Cheung, UP
Ron Mathieu, Metrolink
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY Member Agencies:

Los Angeles County

Metropolitan Transportation

Authority.
Orange County
Transportation Authority.

September 8 R 2006 Riverside County

San Bernardino
Associated Governments.
Ventura County

Sharon Kozdrey ) »
Transportation Comnmission.
Senior Planner Ex Officio Members:
Clty Of P a]_m(jale Southern California
. . s e Association of Governments.
3 82 5 0 Slel'ra nghway ?ap;‘}ﬁ . San Diego Association
Palmdale, CA 93550 of Governments.

State of California.

RE: Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) Comments on the Initial
Study/Environmental Checklist (NOP/IS) for Palmdaie Transit Village Specific
Plan/General Plan Amendment and Zone Change

Dear Ms. Kozdrey:

As background information, SCRRA is a five-county Joint Powers Authority (JPA) that operates
the regional commuter rail system, known as Metrolink, on member agency-owned and on
private freight railroad rights of way. Additionally, SCRRA provides a range of rail engineering,
construction, operations and maintenance services to its five JPA member agencies. The JPA
member agencies are the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro),
Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA), San Bernardino Associated Governments
(SANBAG), Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) and Ventura County
Transportation Commission (VCTC).

The City of Palmdale requested the assistance of SCRRA in reviewing the Draft Transit Village
Specific Plan and SCRRA provided comments on this document on April 8, 2005. SCRRA
supports the City of Palmdale’s concept for station-adjacent development. There is two railroad
tracks through the project area: one is owned by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Trensportation Authority (Metro) and the other by the Union Pacific Railroad. Each weekday, 24
Metrolink trains and approximately 9 freight trains pass through the project area and Metrolink
also operates 8 trains on Saturdays. This level of service is expected to grow after 2010.
Metrolink first provided service to Palmdale at an emergency station built after the Northridge
carthquake in January 1994. This station was subsequently closed and Metrolink served
Palmdale residents at the Lancaster and Vincent Grade/Acton stations until service began at the
new Palmdale station on April 25, 2005. Our agency believes that a well-planned transit village
will take full advantage of the proximity of the new Palmdale Transportation Center, resulting in
improved mobility for the new residents, offer an environmentally friendly commuting option
and create a thriving neighborhood. Nationwide consumer trends indicate a growing interest in
housing within a half-mile of rail systems. SCRRA supports smart growth principles allowing
increased rail use, such as convenient and direct pedestrian access for station area residents.

700 S. Flower Street 26th Floor Los Angeles CA 90017 Tel [213] 452.0200 Fax [213] 452.0425

Transportation Commission.

www.metrolinktrains.com
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The proposed project includes construction of the Palmdale Transit Village. The proposed
project location site contains approximately 110 acres generally located between Technology
Drive and Avenue Q-3 and between 3™ Street East and the Metrolink Railroad tracks adjacent to
Sierra Highway. Based on the proximity of the rail line to the proposed Transit Village, the
following recommendations are being conveyed by SCRRA after reviewing the Palmdale Transit
Village Specific Plan/General Plan Amendment and Zone Change; Initial Study/Environmental

Checklist.

1

2)

3)

4

3)

As the city’s efforts are designed to leverage the considerable transportation
infrastructure and investment, we suggest that the Specific Plan describe in greater detail,
the transit elements of the Transit Village plan. Metrolink provides an important
regional connection for the area, and offers a viable alternative to driving. Additionally,
the Antelope Valley Transit Authority bus network is an integral part of local and
regional mobility — the expanded transit discussion should proffer details on this service
as well. Metrolink sent some details via email with the April 8, 2005 letter along with
data on the characteristics of the Antelope Valley Line service and riders and hopes the
city finds the information useful for incorporation into the Transit Village Specific Plan.

Section 2.5.1, regarding Transit, should read, “a new train station for Metrolink (Figure
2.12); a commuter rail service to ...”, since it is not a light-rail service as stated in the

draft.

Section 4.1, regarding Pedestrian Environments, should suggest that another design
guideline - striving to keep pedestrian trespassers off the railroad tracks - and designs for
the Transit Village should continue to discourage trespassing on the railroad right of

way.

A welded wire mesh or tubular fence should be provided along the property line to
separate the railroad right-of-way from all adjacent development. The fence will also
help in guiding pedestrians to the planned pedestrian bridge and lead them to the station

_ facilities.

A pedestrian bridge is planned by the city to extend over the railroad track and is
represented in the site plans as located near Avenue Q. When this pedestrian bridge is
designed, it should accommodate a future third main railroad track. The design of the
bridge will also need to meet SCRRA’s Grade Separation requirements. Additionally, it
will be necessary to obtain approval from the California Public Utilities Commission for
the pedestrian bridge; this agency has jurisdiction over any crossings the railroad right of
way.
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6)

7)

8)

The proposed development will increase the vehicle traffic levels at the existing Sierra
Highway rail grade crossing. SCRRA recommends a grade separation of this crossing,
especially considering the cumulative traffic increases, which will be caused by
development of this area, increased Palmdale Airport use and other adjacent

development.

Existing or proposed traffic signals within close proximity of the railroad must be
interconnected with the railroad signal controls. This will allow for proper preemption
to allow vehicular traffic to clear track area prior to arrival of trains. Close coordination
with the City and railroad is critical to allow for safe movements of vehicles.

Another serious consideration is for the City to ensure any development around the
railroad, including bicycle routes and pedestrians crossing the railroad, carefully address
safety concerns. While we cannot make recommendations on the appropriate barriers
used, we believe that a 7 or 8-foot block wall in lieu of a wire/mesh or tubular fence
between the track and buildings has proven to be safer especially when children are
present. The lack of appropriate barriers between dwellings and track is a dangerous

condition of public property.

We request to receive timely notice, in accordance with Public Resources Code Section 21092.5
and State CEQA Guideline Section 15088, of the written proposed responses to our comments on
this environmental document and the time and place of any scheduled public meetings or public
hearings by the agency decision makers at least 10 days prior to such a meeting.

If you have any questions regarding these comments please contact Laurene Lopez, Community
Relations Administrator, at (213) 452-0288 or by e-mail at lopezl@scrra.net.

Sincergl

Dayid Solow

Chief Executive Officer

CC:

Patricia Chen, Metro
Susan Chapman, Metro
Rosa Munoz, CPUC
SCRRA Central Files
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QI California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Lahontan Region
Victorville Officc .
Linda S. Adams 14440 Civic Drive, Suite 200, Victorville, California 92392 Arnold SG';’;::::?““EE‘
Secretary for Environmental *(760) 241-6583 * Fax (760) 241-7308
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FAX TRANSMITTAL PAGE

TO: Sharon Kozdrey DATE: September 8, 2006

ORGANIZATION: City of Paimdale
Planning Department

PHONE NO: (661) 267-5293 FAX NO: _(661) 267-5233

FROM: Judy Keir PHONE NO.:(760) 241-7366 direct
SUBJECT:

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT (EIR) FOR THE PROPOSED PALMDALE TRANSIT VILLAGE SPECIFIC
PLAN/GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND ZONE CHANGE (05-01), FOR
APPROXIMATELY 110 ACRES GENERALLY LOCATED BETWEEN TECHNOLOGY
DRIVE AND AVENUE Q-3 AND BETWEEN 3RD STREET EAST AND THE METROLINK
RAILROAD TRACKS ADJACENT TO SIERRA HIGHWAY, IN THE CITY OF PALMDALE,

IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY :
No. of pages, including cover sheet: 5
PER YOUR REQUEST ____ INFORMATION
FILE ____ RETURN COMMENTS
X ORIGINAL TO FOLLOW ___ SIGNATURE

REGARDING PHONE CONVERSATION

COMMENTS:

mp: Forms/ FAX FRM

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Lahontan Region
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http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan

September 8, 2006 File: Los Angeles County

Ms. Sharon Kozdrey, Principal Planner RE@EE%%@

City of Palmdale - Planning Department
38300 N. Sierra Highway SEP 4 4 2008
Palmdale, CA 93550 e T
FAX (661) 267-5233 poandiHG arReTEe

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT (EIR) FOR THE PROPOSED PALMDALE TRANSIT VILLAGE
SPECIFIC PLAN/GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND ZONE CHANGE (05-01), FOR
APPROXIMATELY 110 ACRES GENERALLY LOCATED BETWEEN TECHNOLOGY
DRIVE AND AVENUE Q-3 AND BETWEEN 3RD STREET EAST AND THE
METROLINK RAILROAD TRACKS ADJACENT TO SIERRA HIGHWAY, IN THE CITY
OF PALMDALE, IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY

California Regional Water Quality Control Board staff (Board staff) has reviewed the
Notice of Preparation (NOP) dated August 7, 2006 for the above-referenced Project
proposed by the City of Palmdale. '

Project Description

The City of Palmdale is proposing a project to revitalize and develop the Paimdale
Transit Village Specific Plan, a planned development for approximately 110 acres of

‘land as a compact, transit-oriented village within easy walking distance of the City’s
newly constructed Metrolink train and AVTA bus transfer station. The project proposes
a General Plan Amendment 05-01 and Zone Change 05-01 that would amend the
General Plan Land Use and Zoning Maps from Industrial, Commercial, Business Parx
and Residential designations to reflect adoption of the Paimdale Transit Village Specific
Plan. The project encompasses approximately 110 acres, and could potentially be
developed with up to 1,027 new housing units, and may include up to 40,000 square
feet of stand along neighborhood retail uses, 9,000 square feet of neighborhood retail
mixed-use, 353,000 square feet of stand alone low rise office use, and 93,000 square
feet of low rise mixed-use office uses.

The NOP states that there is potential for impacts to hydrology and water quality, and to
utilities and service systems. The NOP states that all the potential environmental
impacts will be analyzed, examined, and quantified further in the Environmental Impact
Report (EIR). ‘

California Environmental Protection Agency
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It is anticipated that the Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan would be built in several
phases over time. The NOP does not state when development will ultimately occur.

General Comments

The mitigation measures identified in the EIR should be very specific in nature and
should have adequate detail. All mitigation measures required for the project should be
specifically described in the EIR. It is not sufficient to state that mitigation will be
accomplished through permits acquired and that appropriate governmental agencies
will be notified. Additionally, please be sure that the EIR completely evaluates the
potential cumulative impacts of the project considering other existing and potential
projects. ‘

itern C. Water — pages 14-19

The EIR needs to provide information on hydrology and water quality with regard to
interference with groundwater recharge, alteration of existing drainage patterns of the
area in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site or
result in flooding on- or off-site, or provide substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff, or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quantity or quality.

The EIR needs to provide information on how changes that may occur as part of the
proposed land uses will impact hydrology and water quality with regard to changes in
groundwater recharge, due to creation of impervious surface and alteration of existing
drainage patterns. Impacts that should be evaluated include changes in surface water
flow that could cause erosion or siltation on- or off-site or result in flooding on- or off-
site, or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quantity or quality.

The Regional Board has adopted a Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region
(Basin Plan), which contains prohibitions, water quality standards, and policies for
implementation of standards. The Basin Plan is available on line at the Regional
Board’s Internet site at http//:www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb6/. Please cite and discuss
applicable portions of the Basin Plan in the EIR. The City of Hesperia will need to
comply with all applicable water quality standards and prohibitions, including provisions
of the Basin Plan.

The site plan for this project does not specifically identify features for the post-
construction period that will control stormwater on-site or prevent pollutants from non-
point sources from entering and degrading surface or ground waters. The foremost
method of reducing impacts to watersheds from urban development is “Low Impact
Development” (LID), the goals of which are maintaining a landscape functionally
equivalent to predevelopment hydrologic conditions and minimal generation of nonpoint
source pollutants. LID results in less surface runoff and less pollution routed receiving
waters. Principles of LID include:

California Environmental Protection Agency
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e Maintaining natural drainage paths and landscape features to slow and filter
runoff and maximize groundwater recharge,

o Reducing the impervious cover created by development and the associated
transportation network, and

» Managing runoff as close to the source as possible.

We understand that LID development practices that would maintain aquatic values
could also reduce local infrastructure requirements and could benefit energy
conservation, air quality, open space, and habitat. Many planning tools exist to
implement the above principles, and a number of recent reports and manuals provide
specific guidance regarding LID.

Please consider using vegetated areas for stormwater management and infiltration on-
site, which may enhance the aesthetics of the property. These principles can be
incorporated into the proposed project design. We request natural drainage patterns be
maintained to the extent feasible. Minimum-disturbance activities (such as preservation
of vegetation and grade) are preferable to more structural (hard scape) control
measures because they protect and preserve the natural drainage system. Natural
drainage, including the use of vegetated buffer zones, is the most effective means of
filtering sediment and pollution and regulating the volume of runoff from land surfaces
to adjacent streams, including washes. In addition, preservation and minimum-
disturbance activities may be more cost effective than revegetation practices or
“structural controls, especially long-term. :

Please consider maintaining key recharge areas of the watershed as open space and
providing buffer zones to allow more natural recharge areas to remain. The project
should consider alternatives that will avoid or minimize impacts to other drainage areas.

Please consider designs that minimize impervious surface, such as permeable surface
shoulders, directing runoff onto vegetated areas using curb cuts, and rock swales, etc.,
and infiltrating runoff as close to the source as possible to avoid forming erosion
channels. Design features should be incorporated to ensure that runoff is not
concentrated by the proposed project. :

Please iden'tify short-term (construction) vs. long-term (post-construction)

implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs), and provide appropriate
mitigation and monitoring of mitigation measures.

Item O. Utilities — pages 38-39

The EIR needs to evaluate and provide information on utilities and service systems with
regard to wastewater treatment requirements, construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, construction of new stormwater
drainage facilities, and a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that

California Environmental Protection Agency

z{‘;‘ Recycled Paper



Ms. Kozdrey -4 - September 8, 2006

serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project'’s
expected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your project. If you should have any
questions regarding our above or attached comments, please contact me at
(760) 241-7366 or Cindi Mitton at (760) 241-7413.
Sincerely,
\4, N 3 ] r -~
(/j;u&;{';(k/ Keon_
Jud

Keir -
Environmental Scientist

JMK/Palmdale Transit Village Specific Plan NOP.doc

California Environmental Protection Agency
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS RBF CONSULTING
“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service”
900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
DONALD L. WOLFE, Director Telephone: (626) 458-5100
www.ladpw.org ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.0. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460
IN REPLY PLEASE
September 20, 2006 rereroFLe. LD-0

Mr. Richard Kite
City of Palmdale

* Planning Department
38300 North Sierra Highway
Palmdale, CA 93550

Dear Mr. Kite:

RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF PREPARATION
PALMDALE TRANSIT VILLAGE SPECIFIC PLAN
CITY OF PALMDALE

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Notice of Preparation for the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the proposed Palmdale Transit Village Specific
Plan. We reviewed the Initial Study and offer the following comments for your
consideration.

We agreed with the Initial Study that the development of the proposed project may
significantly impact the County and County/City roadways and intersections in the area.
We would like the opportunity to review the related environmental documents and traffic
study upon their completion. The study should also address any proposed grade
separation of Sierra Highway at the Urion Pacific Railroad tracks. The County's
methodology shall be used when evaluating the County and/or County/City
intersections. The study shall also address the cumulative impacts generated by this
and nearby developments and include the level of service analysis for the affected
intersections. If traffic signals or other mitigation measures are warranted at the
affected intersections, the developer shall determine its proportionate share of traffic
signal or other mitigation costs and submit this information to Public Works for review
and approval. A copy of our Traffic Impact Analysis Report Guidelines may be obtained
on the Public Works' website at http://ladpw.org/Traffic.




Mr. Richard Kite
September 20, 2006
Page 2

If you have any questions, please call Ms. Simin Agahi at (626) 458-4915.
Very truly yours,

DONALD L. WOLFE
Director of Public Works

Assistant Djvision Engineer
Land Development Division

SA:ca

P:\LDPUB\CEQA\SIMIN\PALMDALE TRANSIT VILLAGE SPECIFIC PLAN.doc
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This study analyzes the forecast traffic impacts associated with the proposed Palmdale Transit
Village Specific Plan project.
The proposed project consists of the following land uses:
e 78 single family dwelling units;
e 192 town home dwelling units;
e 725 multi-family dwelling units;
e Neighborhood retail mixed-use (32 dwelling units, 9,000 square feet of retail);
e 40,000 square feet of neighborhood retail;
e 353,000 square feet of stand alone office space;

e Office mixed-use (46,500 square feet of retail, 46,500 square feet of office);
and

e 175,000 square feet of greenspace.
"Buildout of the Palmdale Transit Village includes displacement of existing residential, retail, light
industrial and school uses at the project site. The proposed 100-acre project site is generally
bounded by Avenue P-12 on the north, the Union Pacific Railroad to the east, Avenue Q-3 to the

south and 3™ Street West to the west. Regional project access is provided via Palmdale
Boulevard (SR-138), Sierra Highway, Technology Drive and Division Street.

When accounting for the displaced land uses, the proposed project is forecast to generate
approximately 9,357 net new daily trips, which includes approximately 834 net new a.m. peak
hour trips and approximately 1,056 net new p.m. peak hour trips.

Mitigation measures have been identified to eliminate significant traffic impacts for forecast year
2030 with project conditions at the following intersections:

e SR-14 Southbound Off-Ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o 6" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o Sierra Highway/Avenue P (SR-138); and
e Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).
No mitigation measures have been identified to reduce or eliminate significant traffic impacts at

the following three study intersections; therefore, significant adverse unavoidable trafflc impacts
are forecast to occur for forecast year 2030 with project conditions;

~e 5" Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o Division Street/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138); and
o 3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).

Mitigation measures have been identified to eliminate significant traffic impacts for forecast year
2030 with project conditions at the following CMP study intersection:

e Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).



INTRODUCTION

This study analyzes the forecast traffic impacts associated with the proposed Palmdale Transit
Village Specific Plan project.
The proposed project consists of the following land uses:

e 78 single family dwelling units;

e 192 town home dwelling units;

"o 725 multi-family dwelling units;

e Neighborhood retail mixed-use (32 dwelling units, 9,000 square feet of retail);

e 40,000 square feet of neighborhood retail;

e 353,000 square feet of stand alone office space;

o Office mixed-use (46,500 square feet of retail, 46,500 square feet of office);
and

e 175,000 square feet of greenspace.
Buildout of the Palmdale Transit Village includes displacement of existing residential, retail, light
industrial and school uses at the project site. The proposed 100-acre project site is generally
bounded by Avenue P-12 on the north, the Union Pacific Railroad to the east, Avenue Q-3 to the

south and 3™ Street West to the west. Regional project access is provided via Palmdale
Boulevard (SR-138), Sierra Highway, Technology Drive and Division Street.

Exhibit 1 shows the regional location of the project site. Exhibit 2 shows the project site location.

Study Area
City of Palmdale staff identified the following sixteen (16) intersections in the vicinity of the project
site for analysis during the a.m. peak hour and the p.m. peak hour:

o 5" Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);

e SR-14 Southbound Off-ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);

e SR-14 Northbound Off-ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);

o Division Street/Avenue Q;

o Division Street/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);

o 3" Street East/Technology Drive;

e 3" Street East/Avenue P-12;

e 3" Street East/Avenue Q (analyzed as two intersections to address the offset
configuration of 3 Street East at Avenue Q);

e 3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o 5" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o 6" Street East/Avenue Q;
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o 6" Street East/Avenue Q-3;

o 6" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);

o Sierra Highway/Avenue P;

e Sierra Highway/Technology Drive; and

o Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).
Exhibit'3 shows the location of the study intersections, which are analyzed for the following study
scenarios:

e Existing Conditions;

e Forecast Year 2030 Without Project Conditions; and

o Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions.

Analysis Methodology

Level of service (LOS) is commonly used as a qualitative description of intersection operation and
is based on the type of traffic control and delay experienced at the intersection. The 2000
Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) analysis methodology for Signalized Intersections and
Unsignalized Intersections is utilized to determine the operating LOS of the study intersections.

The 2000 HCM analysis methodology describes the operation of an intersection using a range of
LOS from LOS A (free-flow conditions) to LOS F (severely congested conditions), based on the

corresponding ranges of stopped delay experienced per vehicle for signalized and unsignalized
intersections shown in Table 1.

Table 1
LOS & Delay Ranges
Delay (seconds/vehicle)
LOS
Signalized Intersections Unsignalized Intersections
A <10.0 <10.0
B >10.0to <20.0 >10.0t0 < 15.0
C >20.0t0 < 35.0 >15.0t0'<25.0
D >35.0t0 <55.0 >25.0t0 <35.0
E >55.0 to < 80.0 >35.0t0 <50.0
F > 80.0 >50.0

Source: 2000 Highway Capacity Manual

Level of service is based on the average stopped delay per vehicle for all movements of
signalized intersections and all-way stop-controlled intersections; for one-way or two-way stop-
controlled intersections, LOS is based on the worst stop-controlled approach.



Legend:

= === Project Boundary

Unpaved Raodway

AVE P
HHHH+  Union Pacific Railroad

@  Study Intersection

3RD STREET EAST
TRANSPORTATION CENTER DR

TECHNOLOGY DR ﬂ‘ —

l.lll-lllll' susawS DIVISION ST

1
AVE P-12

AVE P-13

—
4 - - J
p——

5TH STREET WEST

AVE Q-3

| g - —

3RD STREET EAST
5TH STREET EAST
- - - - -—
1sv3 [EEL IS H19 ==

PALMDALE BLVD

)

o

Not to Scale

H:\pdata\10104580\Traffic\Exhibits\Exh03.ai
a u B

Study Intersection Locations

Exhibit 3



Performance Criteria

The City of Palmdale target for peak hour intersection operation is LOS D or better.
Thresholds of Significance:

To determine whether the addition of project-generated trips at a study intersection results in a
significant impact, the City of Palmdale has established the following thresholds of significance:

A significant project-related impact occurs at a study intersection if the addition
of project-generated trips causes an intersection operating at LOS D or better
to operate at a deficient LOS (LOS E or F) or if the addition of project-
generated trips causes a 2 percent increase in delay at any intersection
operating at a deficient LOS (LOS E or F).

EXISTING CONDITIONS
Roadway Description

The characteristics of the roadway system in the vicinity of the project site are described below:

Avenue P in the vicinity of the project site is a four-lane divided roadway with a raised median
trending in an east-west direction. On-street parking is permitted on Avenue P. The posted
speed limit on Avenue P is 50 miles per hour.

Technology Drive is a four-lane divided roadway trending in an east-west direction. On-street
parking is prohibited on Technology Drive in the vicinity of the project site. The posted speed limit
on Technology Drive is 55 miles per hour.

Avenue P-12 is a two-lane undivided roadway trending in an east-west direction. Avenue P-12
originates at Division Street to the west and terminates at 6™ Street East to the east. On-street
parking is prohibited on Avenue P-12 between 3" Street and 6" Street East. O-street parking is
permitted on Avenue P-12 west of 3" Street.

Avenue Q is a two-lane roadway trending in an east-west direction. Avenue Q is a two-lane
divided roadway with a painted median east of Division Street and transitions to a two-lane
undivided roadway west of Division Street. On-street parking is permitted on Avenue Q in the
vicinity of the project site. The posted speed limit varies on Avenue Q from 40 miles per hour east
of 3" Street East to 45 miles per hour west of Division Street.

Avenue Q-3 is a two-lane undivided roadway trending in an east-west direction. Avenue Q-3
originates at Division Street to the west and terminates at 6" Street East to the east. On-street
parking is permitted on Avenue Q-3 in the vicinity of the project site. The posted speed limit on
Avenue Q-3 is 10 miles per hour. .

Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) is a four to six-lane divided roadway trending in an east-west
direction. West of SR-14, Palmdale Boulevard is a four-lane divided roadway with a raised
median. Between SR-14 and 6" Street East, Palmdale Boulevard is a six-lane divided roadway
with a raised median. East of 6" Street East, Palmdale Boulevard is a four-lane divided roadway
with a raised median. On-street parking is prohibited on Palmdale Boulevard west of Sierra



Highway. The posted speed limit varies on Palmdale Boulevard in the project vicinity from 30
miles per hour to 50 miles per hour.

5t Street West is a four-lane divided roadway trending in a north-south direction. On-street
parking is prohibited on 5t Street West south of Palmdale Boulevard. The posted speed limit on
5" Street West is 45 miles per hour.

Division Street is a two-lane undivided roadway trending in a north-south direction. On-street
parking is permitted on Division Street with the exception of a segment between Palmdale
Boulevard and Avenue Q-3. The posted speed limit on Division Street is 25 miles per hour north
of Palmdale Boulevard and 50 miles per hour south of Paimdale Boulevard. Division Street north
of Avenue P-12 is not currently paved.

37 Street East is a two-lane undivided roadway trending in a north-south direction. On-street
parking is prohibited on 3 Street East between Avenue P-12 and Technology Drive. The posted
speed limit on 3™ Street East is 35 miles per hour.

5t Street East is a two-lane undivided roadway trending in a north-south direction. On-street
parking is permitted on 5t Street East between Avenue Q and Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).
The posted speed limit on 5™ Street East is 35 miles per hour.

6" Street East is a two-lane divided roadway with a continuous left-turn lane trending in a north-
south direction. On-street parking is prohibited on 6™ Street East in the vicinity of the project site.
The posted speed limit on 6" Street East is 40 miles per hour.

Sierra Highway — is a four-lane divided roadway trending in a north-south direction. On-street
parking is prohibited on Sierra Highway. The posted speed limit on Sierra Highway is 50 miles
per hour south of Paimdale Boulevard, 55 miles per hour between Palmdale Boulevard and
Technology Drive, and 60 miles per hour north of Technology drive.

Existing Conditions Peak Hour Traffic Volumes

To determine the existing operation of the study intersections, a.m. and p.m. peak hour
intersection movement counts were taken in February 2006 at all study intersections except for 5"
Street East/Palmdale Boulevard which was collected in October 2006. The a.m. peak period
intersection counts were taken from 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m., and the p.m. peak period intersection
counts were taken from 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. The counts used in this analysis were taken from
the highest hour within the peak period counted. Additionally, average daily traffic (ADT) volumes
for the roadway circulation system were collected in February 2006, and the City of Paimdale
provided additional ADT counts from February 2006 and July 2006.

Exhibit 4 shows existing conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak hour volumes at the study
intersections. Exhibit 5 shows existing ADT volumes for the roadway circulation system in the
vicinity of the project site. Detailed traffic count data is contained in Appendix A.

Exhibit 6 shows existing study intersection/roadway geometry.

Existing Conditions Peak Hour Level of Service

Table 2 summarizes existing conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak hour LOS of the study
intersections: detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix B.
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Table 2
Existing Conditions AM & PM Peak Hour Intersection LOS

Study Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Delay LOS Delay LOS

5" Street West/Palmdale Bivd (SR-138) 11.4 B 15.5 B
SR-14 SB Off-Ramp/Palmdale Bivd (SR-138) 9.7 A 16.5 B
SR-14 NB Off-Ramp/PaImdale Blvd (SR-138) 6.7 A 8.1 A
Division St/Avenue Q 11.1 B 11.7 B
Division St/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 22.6 C 14.9 B
3" Street East/Technology Dr 10.4 B 31.9 D
3 Street East/Avenue P-12 11.3 B 11.6 B
3" Street East/Avenue Q

- North leg of 3" Street East/Avenue Q 10.9 B 11.0 B

- South leg of 3¢ Street East/Avenue Q 11.1 B 11.0 B
3" Street East/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 19.2 B 73.9 E
5™ Street East/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 9.2 A 10.5 B
6"" Street East/Avenue Q 9.1 A 9.7 A
6" Street East/Avenue Q-3 9.4 A 10.1 B
6" Street East/Paimdale Bivd (SR-138) 10.7 B 13.6 B
Sierra Hwy/Avenue P ' 34.4 c 44.6 D
Sierra Hwy/Technology Dr 11.8 B 11.7 B
Sierra Hwy/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 29.2 Cc 53.4 D

Note: SB = Southbound; NB = Northbound; Delay shown in seconds per vehicle; Deficient
intersection operation shown in bold.

As shown in Table 2, the study intersections are currently operating at an acceptable LOS (LOSD
or better) according to City of Palmdale performance criteria for the a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak
hour with the exception of the 39 Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) study intersection
during the p.m. peak hour.

FORECAST YEAR 2030 WITHOUT PROJECT CONDITIONS

The proposed project is planned to build out over multiple years based on market demands and
specific project component approvals. Therefore, to determine the impacts of the proposed
project, forecast year 2030 traffic operations are examined consistent with typical City of Palmdale
long-range analysis.

Forecast year 2030 without project conditions assumes City of Palmdale streets are built in
accordance with the City of Palmdale General Plan Circulation Element (January 25, 1993).
Exhibit 7 shows forecast year 2030 without project study intersection/roadway geometry.
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Forecast Year 2030 Without Project Conditions Traffic Volumes

Forecast year 2030 traffic volumes were derived by applying an annual growth rate of 2.5 percent
per year to existing volumes as directed by City of Palmdale staff.

Exhibit 8 shows forecast year 2030 without project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak hour
traffic volumes at the study intersections. Exhibit 9 shows forecast year 2030 without project
conditions ADT volumes for the roadway circulation system.

Forecast Year 2030 Without Project Conditions Level of Service

Table 3 summarizes forecast year 2030 without project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak
hour LOS of the study intersections; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix B.

Table 3
Forecast Year 2030 Without Project Conditions
AM & PM Peak Hour Intersection LOS

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Study Intersection
Delay LOS Delay LOS

5" Street West/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 28.7 o] 84.5 F
SR-14 SB Off-Ramp/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 17.0 B 62.6 E
SR-14 NB Off-Ramp/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 9.8 A 16.4 B
Division St/Avenue Q ' 36.6 D 422 D
Division St/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 58.2 E 42.1 D
3" Street East/Technology Dr 13.2 B 18.5 B
3" Street East/Avenue P-12 14.5 B 15.5 C

3" Street East/Avenue Q
- North leg of 3" Street East/Avenue Q 13.8 B 13.8 B
- South leg of 3" Street East/Avenue Q 12.7 B 12.2 B
3" Street East/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 39.1 D 213.8 F
5" Street East/Palmdale Bivd (SR-138) 11.8 B 11.0 B
6" Street East/Avenue Q 9.9 A 1.2 B
6™ Street East/Avenue Q-3 10.3 B 11.8 B
6™ Street East/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 17.5 B 50.5 D
Sierra Hwy/Avenue P | 755 E 1253 F
Sierra Hwy/Technology Dr 13.6 B 224 C
Sierra Hwy/Palmdale Bivd (SR-138) 421 D 140.0 F

Note: SB = Southbound; NB = Northbound; N/A = Not Applicable; Delay shown in seconds per
vehicle; Deficient intersection operation shown in bold.
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As shown in Table 3, the following six study intersections are forecast to operate at a deficient
LOS (LOS E or worse) according to City of Palmdale performance criteria for forecast year 2030
without project conditions during the a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak hour:

o 5" Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only);

e SR-14 Southbound Off-Ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour
only);

o Division Street/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (a.m. peak hour only);

e 3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only);

e Sierra Highway/Avenue P (SR-138) (both a.m. and p.m. peak hours); and
e Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only).

PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed Palmdale Transit Village project consists of the following land uses:
o 78 single family dwelling units;
¢ 192 town home dwelling units;
e 725 multi-family dwelling units;
¢ Neighborhood retail mixed-use (32 dwelling units, 9,000 square feet of retail);
e 40,000 square feet of neighborhood retail;
e 353,000 square feet of stand alone office space;

e Office mixed-use (46,500 square feet of retail, 46,500 square feet of office);
and

e 175,000 square feet of greenspace.

Buildout of the Palmdale Transit Village includes displacement of existing residential, retail, light
industrial and school uses at the project site. The proposed 100-acre project site is generally
bounded by Avenue P-12 on the north, the Union Pacific Railroad to the east, Avenue Q-3 to the
south and 3 Street West to the west. Regional project access is provided via Palmdale
Boulevard (SR-138), Sierra Highway, Technology Drive and Division Street.

Exhibit 10 shows the proposéd Palmdale Transit Village project build-out plan.

Trip Generation of Proposed Project

Since the project will displace existing land uses on the project site currently generating trips, the
forecast project site trip generation consists of the trips forecast to be generated by the proposed

project minus trips generated by the existing land uses displaced by the proposed project.

To calculate trips currently generated by the land uses on the project site displaced by the
proposed project, Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) trip generation rates were used.
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Table 4
ITE Trip Rates for Existing Project Site

AM Peak Hour Rates | PM Peak Hour Rates | Daily

Land Use (ITE Code) Units Trip

In Out | Total In Out | Total | Rate
Shopping Center (820) tsf 0.63 | 0.40 | 103 | 1.80 | 1.95 | 3.75 | 4294
General Light Industrial (110) tsf 0.81 | 0.11 | 092 | 0.12 | 0.86 | 0.98 6.97
High School (530) stu 0.28 | 0.13 | 041 | 0.07 | 0.07 | 0.14 1.71
Single-Family Detached Housing (210) du 0.19 | 056 | 0.75 | 0.64 | 0.37 | 1.01 9.57
Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) du 0.07 | 0.37 | 044 | 035 | 0.17 | 0.52 5.86

Source: 2003 ITE Trip Generation Manual, 7" Edition.
Note: tsf = thousand square feet. du = dwelling units. stu = students.

Table 5 summarizes trips generated by land uses on the project site that will be displaced using
the ITE trips rates contained in Table 4.

le
Existing Project Site Trip GeneI:zonsDisplaced by Proposed Project
L Use AM Peak Hour Trips | PM Peak Hour Trips Daily
in | Out | Total | In Out | Total | Trips
59.378 tsf Shopping Center 37 24 61 107 116 223 2,550
8.25 tsf Light Industrial 7 1 8 1 7 8 58
600 student High School 168 78 246 42 42 84 1,026'
41 du Single-Family Detached Housing 8 23 31 26 15 41 392
63 du Residential Condominium/Townhouse 4 23 27 22 | 1 33 369
Total Trip Generation | 224 149 373 198 191 389 4,395

Note: tsf = thousand square feet. du = dwelling units.

As shown in Table 5, existing land uses currently located on the project site that will be displaced
by the proposed project are generating approximately 4,395 daily trips, which include

approximately 373 a.m. peak hour trips and approximately 389 p.m. peak hour trips.

Table 6 summarizes ITE trip generation rates used to calculate the number of trips forecast to be

generated by the proposed Palmdale Transit Vlllage project.




Table 6
ITE Trip Rates for Proposed Project

AM Peak Hour Rates | PM Peak Hour Rates | Daily

Land Use (ITE Code) Units Trip

In Out | Total In Out | Total | Rate

Shopping Center (820) tsf 0.63 | 040 | 1.03 | 1.80 | 1.95 | 3.75 | 42.94
Apartments (220) . du 0.10 | 0.41 | 0.51 | 0.40 | 0.22 | 0.62 6.72
General Office (710) tsf 136 | 0.19 | 155 | 0.25 | 124 | 1.49 | 11.01
Single-Family Detached Housing (210) du 019 | 056 | 0.75 | 0.64 | 0.37 | 1.01 9.57
Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) du 0.07 | 0.37 | 0.44 | 035 | 0.17 0.52 5.86

Sources: 2003 ITE Trip Generation Manual, 7" Edition.
Note: tsf = thousand square feet. du = dwelling units.

Internal Trip Capture Reduction

As documented in ITE’s Trip Generation Handbook (Institute of Transportation Engineers, 2m
Edition, 2004), an internal trip capture reduction is applicable when a project site has multiple
destinations (such as the proposed project), in which a patron visits more than one destination
onsite during the same visit. For example, a visitor to the project site may first visit an office, and
then visit shopping land uses in the same vehicle trip to the project site. An internal trip capture
reduction under this example would reduce/eliminate both the trip exiting the office as well as the
trip to the shopping center from the office, since both these trips occurred within the project site.
The only trips generated under this internal trip capture reduction example would be an inbound
trip to the project site to the office and a trip from the shopping center exiting the project site.
Hence, two trips are generated under this internal trip capture reduction example. Without the
internal trip capture reduction, four trips would be generated: an inbound trip to the project site to
the office, an outbound trip exiting the project site from the office, an inbound trip to the project
site to the shopping, and an outbound trip exiting the project site from the shopping center.

Internal trip capture has been calculated as directed in Trip Generation Handbook (Institute of
Transportation Engineers, 2™ Edition, 2004). The ITE internal trip capture has been calculated for
the proposed project as 7 percent during the p.m. peak hour trip forecast, and 8 percent during
the daily trip forecast. Detailed internal trip capture summary calculation sheets are contained in
Appendix C.

Transportation Impact Factor

As documented in ITE’s Trip Generation Handbook (Institute -of Transportation Engineers, 2m
Edition, 2004), a vehicle trip reduction factor is applicable for development sites near transit
centers and light rail stations (such as the proposed project). Trip reduction factors are based on
proximity to transit centers/light rail stations, development patterns and development
density/intensity. The apartment dwelling unit portion of the Palmdale Transit Village project
satisfies requirements for a 10 percent transportation impact factor since it is located within 0.25
miles of a transit center or light rail station and its density exceeds 24 dwelling units per acre.
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Table 7 summarizes the trips forecast to be generated by the proposed project not accounting for
trips currently generated at the project site utilizing /TE trip generation rates shown in Table 6 with
applicable internal trip capture reduction and transportation impact factor reduction as
documented in Trip Generation Handbook (Institute of Transportation Engineers, 2" Edition,
2004).

Table 7
Forecast Trip Generation of Proposed Project
Not Accounting for Current Project Site Trip Generation

Land Use AM Peak Hour Trips PM Peak Hour Trips D:-..lily
in | Out | Total | In | Out | Total | TriPs
95.5 tsf Shopping Center 60 38 98 172 186 358 4,101
ITE Onsite Trip Capture Reduction 0 0 0 -12 -13 -25 -328
757 du Apartments 76 310 386 303 167 470 5,087
ITE Onsite Trip Capture Reduction 0 0 0 -21 -12 -33 -407
ITE Transportation Impact Factor Reduction -8 -31 -39 -28 -16 -44 -468
399.5 tsf General Office 543 76 619 100 495 595 4,398
ITE Onsite Trip Capture Reduction 0 0 0 -7 -35 -42 -352
78 du Single Family Detached Housing 15 44 59 50 29 79 746
ITE Onsite Trip Capture Reduction 0 0 0 -4 -2 -6 -60
192 du Residential Condominium 13 71 84 67 33 100 1,125
ITE Onsite Trip Capture Reduction 0 0 0 -5 -2 -7 -90
Total Trip Generation | 699 508 | 1,207 | 615 830 | 1,445 13,752

Note: tsf = thousand square feet; du = dwelling unit.

As shown in Table 7, not accounting for trips currently generated at the project site, the proposed
project is forecast to generate approximately 13,752 daily trips, which include approximately 1,207
a.m. peak hour trips and approximately 1,445 p.m. peak hour trips.

Since the project site is currently occupied by land uses generating trips displaced by the
proposed project, trips associated with the displaced land uses are subtracted from the forecast
trip generation of the proposed project shown in Table 7 to determine the actual number of net
new trips generated by the proposed project. Table 8 summarizes the net forecast trip generation
of the proposed project subtracting trips associated with the displaced land use from the proposed
project land use.
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Table 8
Forecast Net Trip Generation of Proposed Project

AM Peak Hour Trips PM Peak Hour Trips Daily

Land Use Tri
In Out | Total In Out | Total rips
Proposed Project Site Land Use 699 508 | 1,207 | 615 830 | 1,445 13,752
Existing Project Site Land Use Displaced -224 | 149 | -373 | -198 | -191 -389 -4,395
Total Net Project Trip Generation | 475 359 834 417 639 1,056 9,357

As shown in Table 8, when accounting for the displaced land uses, the proposed project is
forecast to generate approximately 9,357 net new daily trips, which includes approximately 834
net new a.m. peak hour trips and approximately 1,056 net new p.m. peak hour trips.

Trip Distribution of Proposed Project

Exhibit 11 shows the forecast trip percent distribution of the proposed project, reviewed and
approved by City staff for use in this analysis

Trip Assignment of Proposed Project

Exhibit 12 shows the corresponding forecast assignment of a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak hour
project-generated trips assuming the trip percent distribution shown in Exhibit 11.

Exhibit 13 shows the forecast assignment of project-generated ADT volumes to the roadway
circulation system assuming the trip percent distribution shown in Exhibit 11.

FORECAST YEAR 2030 WITH PROJECT CONDITIONS

This section analyzes the impact of the addition of trips forecast to be generated by the proposed
project to forecast year 2030 without project conditions traffic volumes.

Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions Traffic Volumes

Forecast year 2030 with project conditions peak hour traffic volumes were derived by adding net
new project-generated trips to forecast year 2030 without project conditions peak hour traffic
volumes.

Exhibit 14 shows forecast year 2030 with project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak hour
volumes at the study intersections. Exhibit 15 shows forecast year 2030 with project conditions
ADT volumes for the roadway circulation system.

Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions Level of Service

Table 9 summarizes forecast year 2030 with project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak
hour LOS of the study intersections; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix B.

12
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As shown in Table 9, with the addition of project-generated trips, the following seven study
intersections are forecast to operate at a deficient LOS (LOS E or worse) according to City of
Palmdale performance criteria for forecast year 2030 with project conditions during the a.m. peak
hour and p.m. peak hour:

5 Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only);

SR-14 Southbound Off-Ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour
only);

Division Street/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (a.m. peak hour only);

3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only);

6" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only);
Sierra Highway/Avenue P (SR-138) (both a.m. and p.m. peak hours); and
Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only).

As also shown in Table 9, based on City-established thresholds of significance, the addition of
project-generated trips is forecast to result in a significant impact at the following seven study
intersections for forecast year 2030 with project conditions:

5t Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);

SR-14 Southbound Off-Ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
Division Street/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);

3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);

6™ Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);

Sierra Highway/Avenue P (SR-138); and

Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).

Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions Recommended Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures are recommended to eliminate traffic impacts for forecast year
2030 with project conditions:

SR-14 Southbound Off-Ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) — The project
shall make a fair share contribution to widen the southbound SR-14 off-ramp

-approach from one left-turn lane and one right-turn lane to consist of two left-

turn lanes and one right-turn lane. Implementation of this mitigation measure
will require coordination with Caltrans staff.

6! Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) — The project shall make a fair
share contribution to widen the southbound 6" Street East approach from one
left-turn lane, one through lane and one right-turn lane to consist of two left-turn
lanes, one through lane and one right-turn lane. Implementation of this
mitigation measure will require coordination with Caltrans staff.

14



o Sierra Highway/Avenue P — The project shall make a fair share contribution to
widen the eastbound Avenue P approach from one left-turn lane, three through
lanes and one right-turn lane to consist of two left-turn lanes, three through
lanes and one right-turn lane.

¢ Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) — The project shall make a fair
share contribution to widen the eastbound Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138)
approach from one left-turn lane, three through lanes and one free right-turn
lane to consist of two left-turn lanes, three through lanes and one free right-turn
lane. Implementation of this mitigation measure will require coordination with
Caltrans staff.

No feasible mitigation measures have been identified to reduce or eliminate the traffic impact to a
level considered less than significant at three study intersections due to physical right-of-way
constraints, planning, and engineering; environmental clearance involved make construction of
mitigation measures likely impractical at this time at the following three study intersections
significantly impacted by trips forecast to be generated by the proposed project:

o 5" Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
e Division Street/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138); and
o 3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).

Exhibit 16 shows the recommended mitigated study intersection geometry for forecast year 2030
with project conditions.

Mitigated Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions Level of Service
Table 10 summarizes forecast year 2030 with project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak

hour LOS of mitigated study intersections assuming implementation of the recommended
mitigation measures; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix B.
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM ANALYSIS

The purpose of the Congestion Management Program (CMP) is to develop a coordinated
approach to managing and decreasing traffic congestion by linking the various transportation, land
use and air quality planning programs throughout the County. The program is consistent with that
of the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). The CMP program requires
review of substantial individual projects, which might on their own impact the CMP transportation
system. .

According to the CMP (Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, July 2004),
those proposed projects, which meet the following criteria shall be evaluated:

e All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on- or
off-ramp intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more trips
during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak hours (of adjacent street traffic).

e Mainline freeway monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or more
trips, in either direction, during either the AM or PM weekday peak hours.

Utilizing CMP guidelines, the following intersection is included in the CMP study area:

o Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard.
CMP Intersection Analysis Methodology

The CMP advocates use of Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) intersection analysis
methodology to analyze the operation of CMP intersections. The ICU analysis methodology
describes the operation of a signalized intersection using a range of LOS from LOS A (free-flow
conditions) to LOS F (severely congested conditions), based on corresponding Volume/Capacity
(V/C) ratios shown in Table 11.

Table 11
CMP LOS & V/C Ratio Ranges

LOS VIC Ratio

<0.60
>0.60t0<0.70
>0.70 to < 0.80
>0.80 to < 0.90
>0.90 to < 1.00

F > 1.00
Source: 1990 Transportation Research Board

m|o|oO|®m| >
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CMP Intersection Thresholds of Significance

To determine whether the addition of project-generated trips results in a significant impact at the
CMP study facility, and thus requires mitigation, the Los Angeles County CMP utilizes the
following threshold of significance:

« A significant project impact occurs when a proposed project increases traffic
demand at a CMP study facility by two-percent of capacity (V/C > 0.02),
causing or worsening LOS F (V/C > 1.00).

Existing Conditions CMP Intersection Peak Hour LOS
Table 12 summarizes existing conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak hour LOS of the CMP

study intersection; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix D.

Table 12
Existing Conditions
AM & PM Peak Hour CMP Intersection LOS

AM Peak PM Peak
CMP Study Intersection Hour Hour
VIC-LOS | VIC-LOS
Sierra Hwy/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 0.62-B 0.76 -C

As shown in Table 12, the CMP study intersection is currently operating at an acceptable LOS
(LOS E or better) according to Los Angeles CMP performance criteria for the a.m. peak hour and
p.m. peak hour.

Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions CMP Intersection Peak Hour LOS

Table 13 summarizes forecast year 2030 with project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak
hour LOS of the CMP study intersection; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix
D.

Table 13
Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions AM & PM Peak Hour CMP Intersection LOS
. Forecast Year 2030 : i ;
Without Project .Forecgst Year 2??0
Conditi With Project Conditions | = |
CMP Study Intersection onarisns Significant
\ AM Peak PM Peak AM Peak PMPeak | Impact?
Hour Hour Hour Hour
VIC-LOS | VIC-LOS | VIC-LOS | VIC-LOS
Sierra Hwy/Palmdale Bivd (SR-138) 0.99-E 1.25-F 1.01-F 127 -F Yes

Note: Deficient intersection operation shown in bold.

As shown in Table 13, the addition of project-generated trips at the CMP study intersection is
forecast to result in a significant impact for forecast year 2030 with project conditions.
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Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions CMP Recommended Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measure is recommended to eliminate traffic impacts for forecast year
2030 with project conditions at the CMP study intersection:

 Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) — The project shall make a fair
share contribution to widen the eastbound Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138)
approach from one left-turn lane, three through lanes and one free right-turn
lane to consist of two left-turn lanes, three through lanes and one free right-turn
lane. Implementation of this mitigation measure will require coordination with
Caltrans staff.

Mitigated Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions CMP Intersection Peak Hour LOS

Table 13 summarizes forecast year 2030 with project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak
hour LOS of the mitigated CMP study intersection assuming implementation of the recommended
mitigation measure; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix D.

Table 14
Mitigated Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions
AM & PM Peak Hour CMP Intersection LOS

Forecast Year 2030 Mitigated Forecast Year
Without Project 2030 With Project
. Conditions Conditions Significant
CMP Study Intersection AMPeak | PMPeak | AMPeak | PMPeak | Impact?
Hour Hour Hour Hour
VIC-LOS | V/IC-LOS | VIC-LOS | VIC-LOS
Sierra Hwy/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 0.99-E 1.25-F 0.97-E 116 -F No

Note: Deficient intersection operation shown in bold.

As shown in Table 14, assuming implementation of the recommended mitigation measure, the
project traffic impacts at the Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) CMP study
intersection are reduced to a level considered less than significant during the a.m. peak hour and
p.m. peak hour for forecast year 2030 with project conditions.

CMP Freeway Segment Analysis

This section evaluates the forecast impact of project-generated trips at the following CMP
Freeway study segments:

e SR-14 north of SR-138 (Palmdale Boulevard); and

e SR-14 south of SR-138 (Palmdale Boulevard).
CMP Freeway Segment Analysis Methodology
The CMP advocates the use of the HCM analysis methodology to analyze the operation of
freeway segments. HCM analysis methodology describes the operation of a basic freeway

segment using a range of LOS from LOS A to LOS F based on corresponding density (passenger
cars/mile/lane) shown in Table 15.
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Table 15
LOS & Density Ranges for Freeway Segments

Density.
LOS (pc/mifin)

<11.0
11.1<18.0
18.1 <26.0
26.1<35.0

E 35.1<45.0

Source: 2000 Highway Capacity Manual
Note: pc/mi/ln = passenger cars per mile per lane.

o|lo|w| >

According to the CMP, the goal for basic freeway segment operation is LOS E or better, except
where base year conditions LOS is worse than LOS E; in such cases base year LOS is the
standard.

CMP Freeway Segment Thresholds of Significance

While the CMP has not established traffic thresholds of significance for freeway segments, this
traffic analysis utilizes the following traffic thresholds of significance:

A significant project impact occurs at a CMP study freeway segment when the addition of project-
generated trips causes the peak hour level of service of the study freeway segment to change
from acceptable operation (LOS E or better) to deficient operation (LOS F).

Existing Conditions CMP Freeway Segment Level of Service

Existing freeway volumes were obtained from the Caltrans website. Freeway volumes obtained
from the Caltrans website are assumed to be p.m. peak hour volumes, and a.m. peak hour
mainline volumes are assumed as 90 percent of p.m. peak hour volumes. Directional volumes
were derived using data available in Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
(MTA, 2004). According to Caltrans 2004 Annual Average Daily Truck Traffic, truck traffic
accounts for 5.2% of traffic on SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) and 3.7% of traffic
on SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138). This analysis conservatively assumes a truck
factor of 6 percent and a peak hour factor of 0.95 for the freeway study segment’s traffic volumes.
SR-14 is currently a 6-lane divided freeway in the vicinity of Paimdale Boulevard (SR-138).

Table 16 summarizes existing a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak-hour LOS of the CMP freeway study
segments; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix E.
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Table 16

Existing Conditions CMP Freeway
AM & PM Peak Hour Study Segment LOS

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Study Segment
Density - LOS Density - LOS
NB SR-14 north of Paimdale Boulevard (SR-138) 71-A 29.2-D
SB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 30.2-D 11.7-B
NB SR-14 south of Paimdale Boulevard (SR-138) 6.6-A 26.1-D
SB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 26.9-D 10.8-A

Note: Density = passenger cars per mile per lane; NB = Northbound; SB = Southbound.

As shown in Table 16, the CMP freeway study segments are currently operating at an acceptable
LOS (LOS E or better) according to Los Angeles CMP performance criteria during the a.m. and
p.m. peak hour.

Forecast Year 2030 Without Project Conditions CMP Freeway Segment Level of Service

Forecast year 2030 without traffic volumes are based on the application of the general traffic
volume growth factor for North County available in Congestion Management Program for Los
Angeles County (MTA, 2004) to existing traffic volumes. Forecast year 2030 conditions on SR-
14 assume an 8-lane facility consisting of three general purpose lanes and one high-occupancy
vehicle (HOV) lane in both directions in the vicinity of the Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138)
interchange, consistent with the North County Combined Highway Corridors Study Final Report
(Parsons Transportation Group, June 2004).

Table 17 summarizes forecast year 2030 without project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak
hour LOS of the CMP study freeway segments; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in
Appendix E.

Table 17
Forecast Year 2030 Without Project Conditions
CMP Freeway AM & PM Peak Hour Study Segment LOS

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Study Segment
Density - LOS Density - LOS
NB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 12.0-B . OVRFL -F
SB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) - OVRFL - F 19.6-C
NB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 11.0-B OVRFL -F
SB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) OVRFL -F 18.1-C

Note: Density = passenger cars per mile per lane; NB = Northbound; SB = Southbound; Deficient
segment operation shown in bold; OVRFL = Density exceeds calculation of software program.

As shown in Table 17, the CMP study freeway segments are forecast to operate at a deficient
LOS (LOS F) during either the a.m. or p.m. peak hour for forecast year 2030 without project

conditions according to Los Angeles CMP performance criteria.
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Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions CMP Freeway Segment Level of Service

Forecast year 2030 with project traffic volumes were derived by adding project-generated trips to
forecast year 2030 without project traffic volumes.

Table 18 summarizes forecast year 2030 with project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak
hour peak hour LOS of the CMP study freeway segments; detailed LOS analysis sheets are

contained in Appendix E.

CMP Freeway AM & PM Peak Hour Study Segment LOS

Table 18
Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions

Forecast Year 2030 Forecast Year 2030
Without Project Conditions With Project Conditions L
Study Segment Significant
AM Peak Hour|PM Peak Hour | AM Peak Hour|PM Peak Hour| Impact?
Density - LOS | Density - LOS | Density - LOS | Density - LOS
NB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 12.0-B OVRFL-F 12.0-B OVRFL -F No
SB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) OVRFL -F 196-C OVRFL-F 19.7-C No
NB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 11.0-B OVRFL -F 11.3-B OVRFL-F No
SB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) OVRFL -F 18.1-C OVRFL -F 185-C No

Note: Density = passenger cars per mile per lane; NB = Northbound; SB = Southbound; Deficient segment operation
shown in bold; OVRFL = Density exceeds calculation of software program.

As shown in Table 18, with the addition of project-generated trips, the CMP study freeway
segments are forecast to continue to operate at a deficient LOS (LOS F) during either the a.m. or
p.m. peak hour for forecast year 2030 with project conditions according to Los Angeles CMP
performance criteria.

As also shown in Table 18, the addition of project-generated trips is forecast to result in no
significant impacts at the CMP study freeway segments for forecast year 2030 with project
conditions based on CMP thresholds of significance.

CMP Transit Impact Analysis

The following transit services are available at the Palmdale Transit Center, which is located at
39000 Clock Tower Plaza Drjye within the proposed project site:

Antelope Valley Transit Authority (AVTA) Local Bus.Service;

» Local bus routes 1, 3, 7, 9, 97 and the Lake LA Express;

Antelope Valley Transit Authority (AVTA) Commuter Bus Service;

» Bus 785 to Los Angeles, Bus 786 to~Century City and Bus 787 to the San
Fernando Valley.

Antelope Valley Transit Authority (AVTA) Medical Shuttle;
Amtrak Throughway Bus Service;

Greyhound Bus Service;
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e Metrolink Rail Service; and
e County of L.A. Beach Bus (Summer Only).

The proposed project is forecast to generate approximately 834 a.m. peak hour trips,
approximately 1,056 p.m. peak hour trips and approximately 9,357 net new daily vehicle trips. As
per CMP guidelines, person trips can be estimated using a 1.4 factor to convert total vehicle trips
to person trips, which results in a total of 1,168 a.m. peak hour person trips, 1,478 p.m. peak hour
person trips and 13,100 daily person trips generated by the project.

Based on the CMP guidelines for determining trips assigned to transit the following factors
applicable to the proposed project are utilized:
e 3.5 percent of Total Person Trips Generated for most cases; and
e 10 percent for a primarily residential project within % mile of a CMP transit
center.

Based on the definition of CMP transit centers on page F-5 of Appendix F of the 2002 Congestion
Management Program for Los Angeles County (MTA, 2002), the Palmdale Transit Center is
identified as a CMP transit center.

Based on the CMP guidelines, and the proximity of the various project land uses in relation to the
Palmdale Transit Center, the proposed project is forecast to generate approximately 62 a.m. peak
hour transit trips, approximately 78 p.m. peak hour transit trips, and approximately 719 daily
transit trips. :

STATE HIGHWAY ANALYSIS

The purpose of the Caltrans Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies (State of
California Department of Transportation, December 2002) is to provide a safe and efficient State
transportation system, provide consistency and uniformity in the identification of traffic impacts
generated by local land use proposals, and consistency and equity in the identification of
measures to mitigate the traffic impacts generated by land use proposals. The Caltrans traffic
studies guide identifies review of substantial individual projects, which might on their own impact
the CMP State Highway transportation system.

State Highway Intersection Analysis

This section evaluates the forecast impact of project-generated tﬁps at the following State
Highway study intersections:

e 5" Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
e SR-14 Southbound Off-ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
e SR-14 Northbound Off-ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o Division Street/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o 3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o 5" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
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o 6" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138); and
¢ Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).

State Highway Intersection Analysis Methodology

Caltrans advocates use of HCM intersection analysis methodology to analyze the operation of
signalized and unsignalized intersections. The HCM analysis methodology describes the
operation of an intersection using a range of LOS from LOS A (free-flow conditions) to LOS F
(severely congested conditions), based on the corresponding stopped delay experienced per
vehicle as shown in Table 19.

Table 19
State Highway LOS & Delay Ranges
Delay (seconds/vehicle)
LOS
Signalized Intersections Unsignalized intersections

A <10.0 <10.0
B >10.0t0 £20.0 >10.0to < 15.0
o] >20.0t0 < 35.0 >15.0t0<25.0
D >35.0t0<55.0 >25.0t0<35.0
E >55.0t0<80.0 > 35.0t0<50.0
F >80.0 >50.0

Source: 2000 Highway Capacity Manual

Level of service is based on the average stopped delay per vehicle for all movements of
signalized intersections and all-way stop-controlled intersections; for one-way or two-way
stop-controlled intersections, LOS is based on the worst stop-controlled approach. The Caltrans
goal for peak hour intersection operation is LOS C or better.

State Highway Intersection Thresholds of Significance

While Caltrans has not established traffic thresholds of significance, this traffic analysis utilizes the
following traffic thresholds of significance:

A significant project impact occurs at a State Highway study intersection when
the addition of project-generated trips causes the peak hour level of service of
the study intersection to change from acceptable operation (LOS A, B, or C) to
deficient operation (LOS D, E or F).

Existing Conditions State Highway Intersection Level of Service

Table 20 summarizes existing conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak hour LOS of the State
Highway study intersections; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix F.

24



Table 20
Existing Conditions
AM & PM Peak Hour State Highway Intersection LOS

Study Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

Delay LOS Delay LOS
5™ Street West/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 11.4 B 11.3 B
SR-14 SB Off-Ramp/Palmdale Bivd (SR-138) 9.0 A 12.6 B
SR-14 NB Off-Ramp/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 6.5 A 7.2 A
Division St/Palmdale Bivd (SR-1‘38) 17.4 B 12.5 B
3™ Street East/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 16.0 B 35.5 D
5" Street East/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 8.6 A 9.9 A
6™ Street East/Paimdale Blvd (SR-138) 9.4 A 11.2 B
Sierra Hwy/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 25.3 o] 30.5 Cc

Note: SB = Southbound; NB = Northbound; Delay shown in seconds per vehicle; Deficient
intersection operation shown in bold.

As shown in Table 20, the State Highway study intersections are currently operating at an
acceptable LOS (LOS C or better) according to Caltrans performance criteria during the peak
hours with the exception of one the 3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard State Highway study
intersection during the p.m. peak hour. '

Forecast Year 2030 Without Projecf Conditions State Highway Intersection Level of Service

Table 21 summarizes forecast year 2030 without project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak
hour LOS of the State Highway study intersections; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in
Appendix F.

Table 21
Forecast Year 2030 Without Project Conditions
AM & PM Peak Hour State Highway Intersection LOS

Study Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Delay LOS Delay LOS

5" Street West/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 26.7 C 42.5 D
SR-14 SB Off-Ramp/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 13.5 B 27.7 Cc
SR-14 NB Off-Ramp/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 71 A 10.7 B
Division St/Palmdale Bivd (SR-138) 31.8 o] 21.6 Cc
3" Street East/Palmdale Bivd (SR-138) 19.6 B 127.4 F
5" Street East/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 9.4 A 10.2 B
6" Street East/Paimdale Blvd (SR-138) 14.8 B 225 o
Sierra Hwy/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 29.4 C 67.6 E

Note: SB = Southbound; NB = Northbound; N/A = Not Applicable; Delay shown in seconds per
vehicle; Deficient intersection operation shown in bold.
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As shown in Table 21, the State Highway study intersections are forecast to operate at an
acceptable LOS (LOS C or better) according to Caltrans performance criteria during the peak
hours for forecast year 2030 without project conditions, with the exception of three State Highway
study intersections:

5" Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only);
3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only); and
Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only).

[ ]
Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions State Highway Intersection Level of Service
Table 22 summarizes forecast year 2030 with project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak

hour LOS of the State Highway study intersections; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in
Appendix F.

Table 22

Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions
AM & PM Peak Hour State Highway Intersection LOS

Forecast Year 2030 Forecast Year 2030
Without Project Conditions With Project Conditions I
Study Intersection Significant
AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour | AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour| Impact?
, Delay - LOS Delay - LOS Delay - LOS Delay - LOS
5" Street West/Paimdale Blvd (SR-138) 26.7-C 425-D 26.7-C 442-D No
SR-14 SB Off-Ramp/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 13.5-B 27.7-C 13.7-B 314-C No
SR-14 NB Off-Ramp/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 71-A 10.7-B 75-A 104-B No
Division St/Paimdale Blvd (SR-138) 318-C 216-C 334-C 203-C No
3" Street East/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 19.6-B 1274-F 19.5-B 1354-F No
5" Street East/Palmdale Bivd (SR-138) 9.4-A 102-B 11.1-B 10.8-B No
6" Street East/Palmdale Blvd (SR-138) 148-B 225-C 15.2-B 211-C No
Sierra Hwy/Paimdale Blvd (SR-138) 294-C 67.6 -E 315-C 74.2-E No

Note: SB = Southbound; NB = Northbound; N/A = Not Applicable; Delay shown in seconds per vehicle; Deficient intersection

operation shown in bold.

As shown in Table 22, the State Highway study intersections are forecast continue to operate at
an acceptable LOS (LOS C or better) according to Caltrans performance criteria during the peak
hours for forecast year 2030 with project conditions with the exception of three State Highway
study intersections:

5" Street West/Paimdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only);
o 3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only); and

Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) (p.m. peak hour only).
As also shown in Table 22, the addition of project-generated trips is forecast to result in no

significant impacts at the State Highway study intersections based on Caltrans thresholds of
significance for forecast year 2030 with project conditions.
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State Highway Freeway Segment Analysis

This section evaluates the forecast impact of project-generated trips at the following State
Highway study freeway segments:
e SR-14 north of SR-138 (Palmdale Boulevard); and

e SR-14 south of SR-138 (Palmdale Boulevard).
State Highway Freeway Segment Analysis Methodology

Caltrans advocates the use of HCM analysis methodology to analyze the operation of freeway
segments. The HCM analysis methodology describes the operation of a basic freeway segment
using a range of LOS from LOS A (free-flow conditions) to LOS F (severely congested conditions)
based on corresponding density (passenger cars/mile/lane) shown in Table 23.

Table 23
LOS & Density Ranges for Freeway Segments
Los (pelmilin)
A <11.0
B 11.1<18.0
Cc 18.1 <26.0
D 26.1 <35.0
E 35.1<45.0

Note: pc/mi/ln = passenger cars per mile per lane.
The Caltrans goal for basic freeway segment operation is LOS C or better.
State Highway Freeway Segment Thresholds of Significance

While Caltrans has not established traffic thresholds of significance, this traffic analysis utilizes the
following traffic thresholds of significance:

o A significant project impact occurs at a State Highway study freeway segment
when the addition of project-generated trips causes the peak hour level of
service of the study freeway segment to change from acceptable operation
(LOS A, B, or C) to deficient operation (LOS D, E orF).

Existing Conditions State Highway Freeway Segment Level of Service

Existing freeway volumes were obtained from the Caltrans website. Freeway volumes obtained
from the Caltrans website are assumed to be p.m. peak hour volumes, and a.m. peak hour
mainline volumes are assumed as 90 percent of p.m. peak hour volumes. Directional volumes
were derived using data available in Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
(MTA, 2004). According to Caltrans 2004 Annual Average Daily Truck Traffic, truck traffic
accounts for 5.2% of traffic on SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) and 3.7% of traffic
on SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138). This analysis conservatively assumes a truck
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factor of 6 percent and a peak hour factor of 0.95 for the freeway study segment’s traffic volumes.
SR-14 is currently a 6-lane divided freeway in the vicinity of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).

Table 24 summarizes existing a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak hour LOS of the State Highway
study freeway segments; detailed LOS analysis sheets are contained in Appendix E.

Table 24
Existing Conditions State Highway
AM & PM Peak Hour Study Freeway Segment LOS

AM Peak Hour

PM Peak Hour

Study Segment
Density - LOS Density - LOS
NB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 71-A 29.2-D
SB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 30.2-D 11.7-B
NB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 6.6-A 26.1-D
SB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 269-D 10.8-A

Note: Density = passenger cars per mile per lane; NB = Northbound; SB = Southbound. Deficient segment
operation shown in bold.

As shown in Table 24, the State Highway freeway segments are currently operating at a deficient
LOS (LOS D or worse) according to Caltrans performance criteria during one or both peak hours.

Forecast Year 2030 Without Project Conditions State Highway Freeway Segment Level of
Service

Forecast year 2030 without traffic volumes are based on the application of the general traffic
volume growth factor for North County available in Congestion Management Program for Los
Angeles County (MTA, 2004) to existing traffic volumes. Forecast year 2030 conditions on SR-
14 assume an 8-lane facility consisting of three general purpose lanes and one high-occupancy
vehicle (HOV) lane in both directions in the vicinity of the Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138)
interchange, consistent with the North County Combined Highway Corridors Study Final Report
(Parsons Transportation Group, June 2004).

Table 25 summarizes forecast year 2030 without project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak

hour LOS of the State Highway study freeway segments; detailed LOS analysis sheets are
contained in Appendix E.
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Table 25
Forecast Year 2030 Without Project Conditions
State Highway AM & PM Peak Hour Study Freeway Segment LOS

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Study Segment
Density - LOS Density - LOS
NB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 12.0-B OVRFL - F
SB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) OVRFL - F 19.6-C
NB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 11.0-B '~ OVRFL-F
SB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) OVRFL-F 18.1-C

Note: Density = passenger cars per mile per lane; NB = Northbound; SB = Southbound; Deficient
segment operation shown in bold; OVRFL = Density exceeds calculation of software program.

As shown in Table 17, the State Highway study freeway segments are forecast to continue to
operate at a deficient LOS (LOS D or worse) according to Caltrans performance criteria for
forecast year 2030 without project conditions.

Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions State Highway Freeway Segment Level of
Service

Forecast year 2030 with project traffic volumes were derived by adding project-generated trips to
forecast year 2030 without project traffic volumes.

Table 26 summarizes forecast year 2030 with project conditions a.m. peak hour and p.m. peak
hour LOS of the State Highway study freeway segments; detailed LOS analysis sheets are
contained in Appendix E.

Table 26
Forecast Year 2030 With Project Conditions
State Highway AM & PM Peak Hour Study Freeway Segment LOS

Forgcast Year' 2030 Forecast Year 2030
Without Project With Project Conditions
Conditions ) Significant
Study Segment AMPeak | PMPeak | AMPeak | PMPeak | Impact?
Hour Hour Hour Hour
Density - LOS | Density - LOS | Density - LOS | Density - LOS

NB SR-14 north of Paimdale Boulevard (SR-138) 12.0-B OVRFL-F 12.0-B OVRFL -F No
SB SR-14 north of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) | OVRFL —F 196-C OVRFL-F 19.7-C No
NB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) 11.0-B OVRFL -F 11.3-B OVRFL-F No
SB SR-14 south of Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) | OVRFL —F 18.1-C OVRFL -F 185-C No

Note: Density = passenger cars per mile per lane; NB = Northbound; SB = Southbound; Deficient segment operation
shown in bold; OVRFL = Density exceeds calculation of software program.

As shown in Table 26, with the addition of project-generated trips, the State Highway study
freeway segments are forecast to continue to operate at a deficient LOS (LOS D or worse)
according to Caltrans performance criteria for forecast year 2030 with project conditions.

29



As also shown in Table 26, the addition of project-generated trips is forecast to result in no
significant impacts at the State Highway study freeway segments for forecast year 2030 with
project conditions based on Caltrans thresholds of significance.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures are recommended to reduce project impacts to a level
considered less than significant for forecast year 2030 with project conditions based on City of
Palmdale thresholds of significance:

Mitigation Measure No.1  SR-14 Southbound Off-Ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) -
The project shall make a fair share contribution to widen the
southbound SR-14 off-ramp approach from one left-turn lane and
one right-turn lane to consist of two left-turn lanes and one right-turn
lane. Implementation of this mitigation measure will require
coordination with Caltrans staff.

Mitigation Measure No.2 6" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) — The project shall
, make a fair share contribution to widen the southbound 6™ Street
East approach from one left-turn lane, one through lane and one
right-turn lane to consist of two left-turn lanes, one through lane and
one right-turn lane. Implementation of this mitigation measure will
require coordination with Caltrans staff.

Mitigation Measure No. 3  Sierra Highway/Avenue P — The project shall make a fair share
contribution to widen the eastbound Avenue P approach from one
left-turn lane, three through lanes and one right-turn lane to consist
of two left-turn lanes, three through lanes and one right-turn lane.

Mitigation Measure No. 4  Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) — The project shall
make a fair share contribution to widen the eastbound Palmdale
Boulevard (SR-138) approach from one left-turn lane, three through
lanes and one free right-turn lane to consist of two left-turn lanes,
three through lanes and one free right-turn lane. Implementation of
this mitigation measure will require coordination with Caltrans staff.

No feasible mitigation measures have been identified to reduce or eliminate the traffic impact to a
level considered less than significant at three study intersections due to physical right-of-way
constraints, planning, and engineering; environmental clearance involved make construction of
mitigation measures likely impractical at this time at the following three study intersections
significantly impacted by trips forecast to be generated by the proposed project:

e 5" Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
¢ Division Street/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138); and
o 3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).

30



CMP Required Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measure is recommended to reduce project impacts to a level considered
less than significant for forecast year 2030 with project conditions based on CMP thresholds of
significance:

CMP Mitigation Measure No. 1 Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) — The
project shall make a fair share contribution to widen the
eastbound Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138) approach from one
left-turn lane, three through lanes and one free right-turn
lane to consist of two left-turn lanes, three through lanes and
one free right-turn lane.

CONCLUSIONS

The proposed Palmdale Transit Village project consists of the following land uses:
e 78 single family dwelling units;
e 192 town home dwelling units;
e 725 multi-family dwelling units;
o Neighborhood retail mixed-use (32 dwelling units, 9,000 square feet of retail);
e 40,000 square feet of neighborhood retail;
e 353,000 square feet of stand alone office space;

e Office mixed-use (46,500 square feet of retail, 46,500 square feet of office);
and

e 175,000 square feet of greenspace.

Buildout of the Palmdale Transit Village includes displacement of existing residential, retail, light
industrial and school uses at the project site.

When accounting for the displaced land uses, the proposed project is forecast to generate
approximately 9,357 net new daily trips, which includes approximately 834 net new a.m. peak
hour trips and approximately 1,056 net new p.m. peak hour trips.

Mitigation measures have been identified to eliminate significant traffic impacts for forecast year
2030 with project conditions at the following intersections: . :

e SR-14 Southbound Off-Ramp/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
e 6" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o Sierra Highway/Avenue P (SR-138); and .

e Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).
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No mitigation measures have been identified to reduce or eliminate significant traffic impacts at
the following three study intersections; therefore, significant adverse unavoidable traffic impacts
are forecast to occur for forecast year 2030 with project conditions;

e 5" Street West/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138);
o Division Street/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138); and
o 3" Street East/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).

Mitigation measures have been identified to eliminate significant traffic impacts for forecast year
2030 with project conditions at the following CMP study intersection:

e Sierra Highway/Palmdale Boulevard (SR-138).

H:\pdata\10104580\Traffic\Admin\4580_Trf.doc
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Intersection Turning Movement

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 5th St. West DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Paimdale
E-W STREET: Palmdale Blvd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-001

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 1 2 0 1 2 1 1 2 0 1 2 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 43 13 44 10 6 11 12 194 14 9 184 14 554
7:15 AM 27 19 47 12 7 12 14 231 16 16 128 15 544
7:30 AM 15 17 56 11 9 8 6 200 7 20 105 39 493
7:45AM 16 12 49 14 8 11 12 146 8 21 127 31 455
8:00 AM 10 13 38 25 4 4 14 174 7 17 148 25 479
8:15 AM 11 9 35 19 6 7 7 138 8 15 142 23 420
8:30 AM 9 8 29 20 7 8 8 117 4 13 145 32 400
8:45 AM 7 11 27 17 4 6 5 191 2 15 112 26 423
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR | SL ST SR | EL ET ER | WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES= | 138 102 325 | 128 51 67 | 78 1391 66 | 126 1091 205 | 3768

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 700 AM

PEAK
VOLUMES= | 101 61 196 | 47 30 42 | 44 771 45 | 66 544 99 | 2046
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.895 0.902 0.824 0.856 0.923
CONTROL: Signalized




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 5th St. West DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale

E-W STREET: Palmdale Bivd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-001

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 1 2 0 1 2 1 1 2 0 1 2 0

1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45 PM
4:.00 PM 10 11 16 29 - 17 15 6 362 12 46 179 41 744
4:15PM 11 1 17 20 16 12 7 366 14 41 169 46 730
4:30 PM 12 8 26 35 19 13 13 288 11 55 167 35 682
4:45 PM 14 12 21 31 18 14 8 282 12 49 159 50 670
5:00 PM 8 17 29 40 15 10 9 292 5 64 148 26 663
5:15PM 5 16 22 30 14 9 10 300 7 46 150 22 631
5:30 PM 13 21 26 32 16 17 11 302 11 54 158 28 689
5:45 PM 9 12 22 25 17 12 12 282 8 38 136 19 592

6:00 PM

6:15 PM

6:30 PM

6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT__ WR | TOTAL |
VOLUMES = 82 108 179 | 242 132 102 | 76 2474 80 393 1266 267 5401

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 400 PM

PEAK
VOLUMES = 47 42 80 115 70 54 34 1298 49 191 674 172 2826
PEAK HR.

FACTOR: 0.899 0.892 0.892 0.975 0.950

CONTROL: Signalized



Intersection Turning Movement

N-S STREET: SR-14 SB Off-Ramp

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

DATE: 2/16/2006

LOCATION: City of Palmdale

E-W STREET: Palmdale Bivd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-002
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 1 1 2 1 2 1
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 81 21 186 61 176 46 571
7:15 AM 84 26 211 81 146 31 579
7:30 AM 120 29 201 73 108 34 565
7:45 AM 128 42 155 64 142 30 561
8:00 AM 110 37 152 59 141 34 533
8:15 AM 97 23 149 51 167 37 524
8:30 AM 89 21 144 44 162 28 488
8:45 AM 82 22 155 46 164 22 491
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 0 0 0 791 0 221 0 1353 479 0 1206 262 4312
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 700 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 0 0 0 413 0 118 0 753 279 0 572 141 2276
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.000 0.781 0.884 0.803 0.983
CONTROL: Signalized




Intersection Turning Movement

N-S STREET: SR-14 SB Off-Ramp

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale

E-W STREET: Palmdale Bivd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-002
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 1 1 2 1 2 1
1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45 PM
4:.00 PM 170 58 215 54 212 47 756
4:15 PM 168 46 208 43 202 50 717
4:30 PM 147 34 195 28 199 48 651
4:45 PM 163 44 199 38 196 47 687
5:00 PM 170 56 196 37 210 50 719
5:15PM 148 48 177 40 199 37 649
5:30 PM 142 33 179 41 204 22 621
5:45 PM 145 34 181 32 188 23 603
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 0 0 0 1253 0 353 0 1550 313 0 1610 324 5403
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 400 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 0 0 0 648 0 182 0 817 163 0 809 192 2811
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.000 0.910 0.911 0.966 0.930
CONTROL: Signalized



Intersection Turning Movement

N-S STREET: SR-14 NB Off-Ramp

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

DATE: 2/16/2006

LOCATION: City of Palmdale

E-W STREET: Palmdale Bivd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-003
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 1 1 2 1 2 1
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 45 54 181 30 180 146 636
7:15 AM 35 47 259 37 145 188 711
7:30 AM 30 43 223 40 105 190 631
7:45 AM 23 40 290 40 148 178 719
8:00 AM 19 32 225 41 143 169 629
8:15 AM 25 41 223 42 171 167 669
8:30 AM 30 45 185 41 155 168 624
8:45 AM 38 47 225 40 161 158 669.
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 245 0 349 0 0 0 0 1811 311 0 1208 1364 | 5288
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 700 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 133 0 184 0 0 0 0 953 147 0 578 702 2697
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.801 0.000 0.833 0.961 0.938
CONTROL: Signalized




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET:  SR-14 NB Off-Ramp DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: Palmdale Bivd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-003
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 1 1 2 1 2 1
1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45 PM
4:00 PM 46 56 ' 349 19 201 131 802
4:15 PM 48 65 338 30 . 189 175 845
4:30 PM 52 73 313 41 193 191 863
4:45 PM 54 66 299 47 178 185 829
5:00 PM 54 58 339 43 211 163 868
5:15PM 58 55 308 41 201 197 860
5:30 PM 57 52 285 36 175 220 825
5:45PM . 54 64 308 27 188 210 851
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET . ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 423 0 489 0 0 0 0 2539 284 0 1536 1472 | 6743
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 430 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 218 0 252 0 0 0 0 1259 172 0 783 736 3420
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.940 0.000 0.937 0.954 0.985

CONTROL: Signalized



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southiand Car Counters

N-S STREET: Division St. DATE: 2/16/2006

LOCATION: City of Palmdale

E-W STREET: Avenue Q DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-004
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 13 0 5 1 0 0 0 20 5 7 16 1 68
7:15AM 5 0 9 1 0 0 3 18 4 5 17 0 62
7:30 AM 5 0 4 1 2 0 1 24 5 13 26 1 82
7:45 AM 4 1 7 0 4 0 0 16 6 12 36 1 87
8:00 AM 9 1 8 0 0 1 0- 25 6 7 35 0 92
8:15 AM 10 0 13 1 0 0 0 15 8 8 19 0 74
8:30 AM 8 1 9 0 0 0 0 28 8 4 16 0 74
8:45 AM 9 0 2 0 1 0 0 14 5 12 20 2 65
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 63 3 57 4 7 1 4 160 47 68 185 5 604
AM Peak Hr Beginsat: 730 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 28 2 32 2 6 1 1 80 25 40 116 2 335
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.674 0.563 0.855 0.806 0.910
CONTROL: 2-Way Stop N & S



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Division St. DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: AvenueQ DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-004
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
1:00 PM
1:15 PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15 PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15 PM
3:30 PM
3:45PM
4:00 PM 4 2 6 0 2 1 0 23 8 14 22 1 83
4:15 PM 11 4 9 0 4 2 1 26 11 17 29 1 115
4:30 PM 6 4 11 1 2 0 0 24 16 22 24 0 110
4:45 PM 9 0 9 0 1 1 1 20 13 18 20 2 94
5:00 PM 3 7 8 0 1 0 0 24 15 12 31 3 104
5:15PM 3 2 14 0 3 3 0 28 12 6 26 0 97
5:30 PM 7 5 12 1 3 1 0 31 9 10 25 0 104
5:45 PM 11 3 5 1 4 2 0 26 9 10 23 0 94
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 54 27 74 3 20 10 2 202 93 109 200 7 801
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 415 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 29 15 37 1 8 3 2 ‘94 55 69 104 6 423
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.844 0.500 0.944 0.952 0.920

CONTROL: 2-Way Stop N & S



Intersection Turning Movement

N-S STREET: Division St.

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale

E-W STREET: Palmdale Blvd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-005
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 3 0 1 3 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 99 9 4 5 12 26 16 206 25 21 222 3 648
7:15 AM 102 11 6 6 4 29 23 232 26 22 203 4 668
7:30 AM 128 12 7 7 8 28 21 295 29 18 145 3 701
7:45 AM 121 16 9 8 13 30 16 284 31 14 154 2 698
8:00 AM 126 21 8 9 22 29 20 205 24 17 162 2 645
8:15 AM 99 26 10 10 29 31 23 196 31 22 215 1 693
8:30 AM 89 18 5 8 22 26 16 175 26 19 208 2 614
8:45 AM 67 11 6 5 18 23 10 230 22 20 232 2 646
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 831 124 55 58 128 222 | 145 1823 214 | 153 1541 19 5313
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 474 75 34 34 72 118 | 80 980 115 71 676 8 2737
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.940 0.800 0.851 0.793 0.976
CONTROL: Signalized



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Division St. DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: Palmdale Blvd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-005
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 3 0 1 3 0
1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3145 PM
4:00 PM 72 15 8 6 18 16 12 340 50 15 279 2 833
4:15 PM 69 17 9 7 14 11 11 313 45 16 275 3 790
4:30 PM 68 16 11 8 12 13 19 348 42 17 304 2 860
4:45 PM 66 15 13 7 10 16 27 344 37 18 292 1 846
5:00 PM 71 16 15 9 15 18 25 317 43 21 305 4 859
5:15PM 75 14 15 10 19 20 22 287 48 22 204 2 738
5:30 PM 73 13 12 8 22 18 18 260 51 20 330 1 826
5:45PM 76 12 8 6 21 16 14 320 54 16 325 2 870
6:00 PM ‘
6:15PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 570 118 91 61 131 128 | 148 2529 370 | 145 2314 17 6622
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 415 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 274 64 48 31 51 58 82 1322 167 72 1176 10 3355
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.946 0.833 0.960 0.953 0.975

CONTROL: Signalized



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 3rd St. DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: Technology Drive DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-006
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NI N SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 1 2 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 4 7 5 3 6 19 6 40 10 5 6 1 168
7:15 AM 1 18 13 1 2 4 13 41 11 7 64 5 190
7:30 AM 3 12 12 0 2 13 4 52 8 8 44 3 181
7:45 AM 5 10 4 1 14 12 3 49 12 9 8 5 206
8:00 AM 4 14 6 7 38 7 4 34 9 13 45 6 187
8:15 AM 7 29 9 3 30 6 0 31 4 3 40 5 167
8:30 AM 8 16 7 4 26 8 5 28 6 1 31 4 144
8:45 AM 5 22 10 1 19 5 3 21 4 3 3 5 132
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL__NT __NR | SL ST SR | EL ET ER | WL WT WR | TOTAL |
VOLUMES= | 37 128 66 | 20 167 74 | 38 296 64 | 49 402 34 | 1375
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 715 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES= | 13 54 35 | 9 8 36 | 24 176 40 | 37 235 19 | 764
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.797 0.630 0.923 0.758 0.927
CONTROL: 4-Way Stop




Intersection Turning Movement

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 3rd St. DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: Technology Drive DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-006
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 o 1 0 1 2 0 1 2 0
1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45PM
4:00 PM 9 22 10 3 32 8 1 101 16 22 94 10 328
4:15 PM 11 18 13 4 30 4 4 90 14 25 77 15 305
4:30 PM 15 20 14 9 31 13 3 80 13 22 97 11 328
4:45 PM 8 22 6 4 27 10 4 82 10 20 102 4 299
5:00 PM 5 11 5 5 26 12 10 90 13 27 114 9 327
5:15PM 18 24 16 4 36 8 5 84 14 19 104 8 340
5:30 PM 14 12 9 2 23 12 8 78 17 16 88 10 289
5:45 PM 12 9 7 4 21 6 11 71 14 15 80 14 264
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 92 138 80 35 226 73 46 676 111 | 166 756 81 2480
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 430 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 46 77 41 22 120 43 22 336 50 88 417 32 1294
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.707 0.873 0.903 0.895 0.951
CONTROL: 4-Way Stop



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 3rd St. DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Paimdale
E-W STREET: Avenue P-12 DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-007
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER - WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM ‘
7:00 AM 0 11 0 0 21 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 33
7:15 AM 1 12 0 0 30 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 45
7:30 AM 1 16 1 2 35 1 3 1 1 0 0 0 61
7:45 AM 0 23 0 1 43 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 70
8:00 AM 0 32 0 3 49 6 5 1 1 0 1 0 98
8:15 AM 1 59 1 2 45 0 2 0 1 1 0 1 113
8:30 AM 1 34 1 0 39 2 4 3 0 0 0 0 84
8:45 AM 0 21 0 0 24 0 5 0 0 1 0 0 51
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT  WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 4 208 3 8 286 10 22 5 3 2 2 2 555
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 745 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 2 148 2 6 176 9 12 4 2 1 1 2 365
PEAK HR. _
FACTOR: 0.623 0.823 0.643 0.500 0.808

CONTROL: 2-Way Stop E& W



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 3rd St. DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: Avenue P-12 DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-007
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0
1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45PM
4:00 PM 0 28 0 2 60 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 92
4:15PM 1 21 0 4 55 2 1 0 0 2 1 4 91
4:30 PM 0 23 0 0 68 2 4 1 2 1 2 7 110
4:45 PM 1 21 0 2 50 4 3 1 1 3 0 3 89
5:00 PM 0 32 1 0 82 5 5 0 1 1 0 1 128
5:15PM 0 36 2 2 32 2 2 2 0 0 3 8 89
5:30 PM 0 38 0 0 52 3 3 1 1 4 1 3 106
5:45 PM 4 26 0 0 40 1 2 1 0 2 2 8 86
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT__ WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 6 225 3 10 439 20 21 6 5 13 9 34 791
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 415 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 2 97 1 6 255 13 13 2 4 7 3 15 418
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.758 0.787 0.679 0.625 0.816
CONTROL: 2-Way Stop E & W



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 3rd St. DATE: 02/16/2006

LOCATION: City of Palmdale

E-W STREET: Avenue Q DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-008
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 10 0 6 8 2 14 5 14 2 6 10 6 83
7:15 AM 8 1 8 12 0 17 8 19 6 7 13 8 107
7:30 AM 7 2 4 15 1 20 10 24 7 8 15 14 127
7:45 AM 9 0 7 20 1 25 11 27 8 10 18 26 162
8:00 AM 8 0 2 22 2 28 10 22 4 8 19 25 150
8:15 AM 6 2 8 25 0 30 25 12 2 2 24 23 159
8:30 AM 8 1 6 20 0 18 16 11 9 1 11 19 120
8:45 AM 7 1 8 14 1 13 4 17 11 3 17 11 107
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT  WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 63 7 49 136 7 165 89 146 49 45 127 132 1015
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 30 4 21 82 4 103 | 56 85 21 28 76 88 598
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.859 0.859 0.880 0.889 0.923
CONTROL: 1-Way Stop S



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 3rd St. DATE: 02/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: Avenue Q DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-008
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
1:.00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45PM
4:00 PM 4 17 11 14 1 18 7 26 2 3 24 17 144
4:15 PM 7 0 8 16 2 19 3 29 1 2 15 19 121
4:30 PM 8 0 7 33 1 16 5 26 0 0 23 18 137
4:45 PM 7 4 9 20 3 13 4 23 0 1 24 15 123
5:00 PM 9 1 10 35 0 26 5 27 0 1 15 21 150
5:15PM 6 3 8 17 0 11 10 25 0 2 22 21 125
5:30 PM 8 1 8 25 2 14 12 34 0 0 26 17 147
5:45 PM 4 0 4 17 0 14 6 26 0 3 25 17 116
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 53 26 65 177 9 131 52 216 3 12 174 145 1063
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 445 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 30 9 35 97 5 64 31 109 0 4 87 74 545
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.925 0.680 0.761 0.917 0.908

CONTROL: 1-Way Stop S



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 3rd St. DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: Palmdale Blvd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-009

NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND

NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WI WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 3 0 1 3 0
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM :
7:00 AM 4 2 19 5 34 1 1 % 8 30 140 7 367
7:15 AM 6 36 22 8 47 3 2 75 10 33 15% 9 407
7:30 AM 5 29 26 5 73 2 2 158 9 44 208 10 571
7:45 AM 6 38 25 9 61 4 2 135 10 49 182 6 527
8:00 AM 8 55 54 7 8 2 2 214 14 58 232 14 742
8:15 AM 4 52 33 8 8 2 2 398 20 46 224 12 883
8:30 AM 6 47 37 7 75 2 3 371 27 41 250 15 881
8:45 AM 5 4 30 6 66 3 3 319 17 38 206 13 747
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL __NT _NR | SL ST SR | EL ET ER | WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES= | 44 326 246 | 55 520 19 | 17 1760 115 | 339 1598 86 | 5125

AM Peak Hr Begins at: 800 AM

PEAK
VOLUMES= | 23 195 154 | 28 305 9 10 1302 78 | 183 912 54 | 3253
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.795 0.929 0.827 0.939 0.921
CONTROL:  Signalized




Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: 3rd St. DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: Palmdale Blvd. DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-009
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 3 0 1 3 0
1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM
3:45PM
4:.00 PM 11 54 29 19 ° 29 3 1 154 16 34 169 15 534
4:15PM 14 47 35 20 34 2 2 196 13 41 188 19 611
4:30 PM 16 69 41 27 45 3 1 209 18 46 258 14 747
4:45 PM 18 76 49 23 48 2 0 266 17 54 273 15 841
5:00 PM 13 104 51 12 63 4 1 380 26 48 352 22 1076
5:15PM 11 98 61 24 53 7 4 383 17 54 390 14 1116
5:30 PM 14 105 65 27 61 6 2 394 23 49 348 19 1113
5:45 PM 16 100 74 29 48 8 2 380 29 55 381 24 1146
6:00 PM
6:15 PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 113 653 405 | 181 381 35 13 2362 159 | 381 2359 142 7184
PM Peak Hr Begins at: 500 PM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 54 407 251 | 92 225 25 9 1537 95 206 1471 79 4451
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.937 0.910 0.979 0.954 0.971

CONTROL:  Signalized



N-S STREET: Sierra Highway

Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

DATE: 2/16/2006

LOCATION: City of Palmdale

E-W STREET: Avenue P - DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-010
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 2 2 0 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 1.5 1.5
6:00 AM
6:15 AM
6:30 AM
6:45 AM
7:00 AM 11 73 4 96 64 9 14 121 9 6 104 133 644
7:15 AM 15 113 6 106 57 12 21 133 13 6 121 142 745
7:30 AM 14 162 7 120 86 11 24 149 16 5 110 166 870
7:45 AM 22 142 10 136 124 17 28 218 28 12 125 195 1057
8:00 AM 27 81 14 131 68 22 31 209 21 8 106 184 902
8:15 AM 21 94 11 118 48 24 29+ 156 24 5 109 158 797
8:30 AM 18 108 5 84 87 22 28 128 21 3 115 135 754
8:45 AM 14 72 7 82 71 20 22 119 14 5 101 116 643
9:00 AM
9:15 AM
9:30 AM
9:45 AM
10:00 AM
10:15 AM
10:30 AM
10:45 AM
11:00 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 142 845 64 873 605 137 | 197 1233 146 50 891 1229 | 6412
AM Peak Hr Begins at: 730 AM
PEAK
VOLUMES = 84 479 42 505 326 74 112 732 89 30 450 703 3626
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.827 0.817 0.851 0.891 0.858
CONTROL: Signalized



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-S STREET: Sierra Highway DATE: 2/16/2006 LOCATION: City of Palmdale
E-W STREET: Avenue P DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-010
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR  TOTAL
LANES: 2 2 0 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 1.5 1.5
1:00 PM
1:15PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
2:00 PM
2:15PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15PM
3:30 PM .
3:45 PM
4:00 PM 85 146 7 135 154 25 34 171 36 3 211 162 1169
4:15PM 77 140 9 129 139 24 31 163 34 2 200 156 1104
4:30 PM 69 131 6 125 130 21 31 142 25 3 196 132 1011
4:45 PM 67 119 2 136 139 42 30 133 45 2 190 130 1035
5:00 PM 72 124 3 169 154 49 36 142 51 3 202 143 1148
5:15 PM 78 129 2 190 166 31 34 126 28 6 172 163 1125
5:30 PM 66 118 6 174 151 30 22 115 23 7 163 127 1002
5:45 PM 65 130 10 163 148 34 18 163 36 4 181 111 1063
6:00 PM
6:15PM
6:30 PM
6:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = 579 1037 45 | 1221 1181 256 | 236 1155 278 30 1515 1124 | 8657

PM Peak Hr Begins at: 500 PM

PEAK

VOLUMES = 281 501 21 | 69 619 144 | 110 546 138 | 20 718 544 4338
PEAK HR. .

FACTOR: 0.961 0.943 0.867 0.921 0.945

CONTROL: Signalized



N-S STREET: Sierra Highway

Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

DATE: 2/16/2006

LOCATION: City of Palmdale

E-W STREET: Technology Drive DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  06-2054-011
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBQUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
NL NT NR SL ST SR EL ET ER WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 1 2 0 0 2 1 1 0 1 0 0 0
6:00 AM
6:15<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>