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Rob McNelis
Notice of Preparation of a Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report
TO: Agencies, Organizations, and Interested Parties
SUBIJECT: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report for the

Fanita Ranch Project (SCH# 2005061118)

The City of Santee (City) is the lead agency, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), in the preparation of a Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Fanita Ranch
project. The Fanita Ranch project is considered a project under CEQA (Guidelines Section 15378), and
the City has discretionary authority over the project (CEQA Guidelines Section 15357).

Agencies: The City requests the view of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental
analysis relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities and interests in connection with the
proposed project. Your agency may need to use the EIR prepared by the City when considering any
required permits issued by your agency or when authorizing other approvals related to the project.

Organizations and Interested Parties: The City requests any comments related to environmental
concerns associated with this project.

Deadline: CEQA requires a 30-day scoping period. The public review period on the NOP is scheduled to
begin on November 10, 2018 and close on December 10, 2018. Because of the time limits mandated by
State law, your response must be received by this deadline. Please indicate a contact person and send
your response to:

John O’Donnell, Principal Planner
Development Services Department
City Hall, Building 4
10601 Magnolia Avenue
Santee, CA 92071
jodonnell@cityofsanteeca.gov
(619) 258-4100, Ext. 182

A public scoping meeting will be held on Thursday, November 29, 2018 at City of Santee City Hall, 10601
Magnolia Avenue, Building 8 from 5:30 PM to 7:30 PM. All parties are welcome to attend and are
encouraged to recommend environmental issues, mitigation measures, and alternatives to the project
that they believe should be addressed in the Draft Revised EIR.
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Project Title: Fanita Ranch

Project Location: The Fanita Ranch project site consists of approximately 2,635 acres of land located in
the northern portion of the City of Santee (City) in eastern San Diego County. The City is located
approximately 18 miles east of downtown San Diego and the Pacific Ocean. The proposed project lies
north of State Route (SR) 52 and west of SR-67 and would be accessed from the future northerly
extensions of Fanita Parkway and Cuyamaca Street via Mast Boulevard and the future extension of
Magnolia Avenue to Cuyamaca Street. The project site is bordered by Marine Corps Air Station Miramar
and Padre Dam Municipal Water District (PDMWD) facilities to the west including Santee Lakes
Recreation Preserve; open space/recreational areas including Goodan Ranch Regional Park and
Sycamore Canyon Open Space Preserve to the north and west; City residential neighborhoods to the
south and the unincorporated residential community of Eucalyptus Hills to the east. Figure 1 provides
the Regional Location Map and Figure 2 provides the Project Site Location Map.

Project Approval History: The Fanita Ranch project site has been subject to environmental review and
land use planning for the past 40 years. Prior to the current project, the most recent application for
development on the project site was filed in 2005. At that time, a Tentative Map and Development
Review Permit application were submitted to build four villages containing 1,380 single-family dwelling
units, 15 live-work units, commercial and mixed use space, parks, and open space. The City Council
certified the Final EIR (SCH# 2005061118) and approved the project in 2007.

From 2008 through 2012, the approvals were subject to litigation. Ultimately, portions of the 2007 EIR
related to biological resources and water supply, as well as a Revised EIR on the single issue of fire safety
adopted by the City in 2009, were found inadequate. (See Preserve Wild Santee, et al. v. City of Santee,
et al. (2012) 210 Cal.App.4th 260; Preserve Wild Santee, et al. v. City of Santee, et al., San Diego Superior
Court Case No. 37-2009-00097042-CU-TT-CTL.) In 2013, the City set aside the certification of the 2007
EIR and 2009 Revised EIR and vacated related project approvals.

In August 2018, the current owner of the property, HomeFed Fanita Rancho, LLC and JWO Land, LLC, a
wholly owned subsidiary of HomeFed Fanita Rancho, LLC, submitted a complete application that
modifies the project. This Notice of Preparation is for a revised EIR evaluating the modified project and
addressing the portions of the prior environmental analysis for the project approved in 2007 that were
found inadequate.

Revised Project Description: Fanita Ranch would be a master planned community consisting of up to
2,949 housing units with a school, or 3,008 units without a school, up to 80,000 square feet of
commercial uses, parks, open space, and agriculture uses. The Santee General Plan identifies Fanita
Ranch as Planned Development (PD). A General Plan Amendment would be processed concurrently with
a Specific Plan to designate the Fanita Ranch project site with a Specific Plan (SP) land use designation
and to ensure that the Fanita Ranch project is in compliance with the City’s General Plan, as amended.

Development within the Fanita Ranch Specific Plan Area would be clustered, preserving more than 60
percent of the site as Habitat Preserve (see Figure 3, Land Use Plan). Development would be distributed
into three villages named according to their design theme: Fanita Commons, Orchard Village, and
Vineyard Village. Each village would be defined by its location, unique physical characteristics, and mix
of housing types and uses. In addition, the application identifies a Special Use Area located in the
southwest corner of the site. Each of the development areas and key project components are
summarized below.



Fanita Commons

Fanita Commons would be located in the northwest portion of the site and would serve as the main
common village for all of Fanita Ranch. It would include an active-adult neighborhood, K-8 school site, a
community park, two natural drainages preserved as open space with adjoining linear parks, a working
Farm, and a mixed-use village center. With the Farm as its focal point, orchards, vineyards, fields, and an
event barn would serve as defining elements of this village. The mixed-use village center would allow for
commercial, residential, recreational, and civic uses, including a fire station site, and a congregate care
facility. The 19-acre school and joint use area would accommodate up to 1,000 students. If the Santee
School District does not acquire the property, the underlying medium density residential (MDR) land use
designation may be implemented. In that case, the maximum total number of units permitted in the
Specific Plan Area would increase by 59 units to a total of 3,008 units.

Orchard Village

Located directly south of Fanita Commons, Orchard Village would consist of low and medium density
residential housing types, neighborhood and mini-parks, and a centrally located Village Center. Orchard
Village would be geographically and topographically separated from Fanita Commons by Open Space
and a linear riparian area, but would be physically connected by roadways, trails, and a pedestrian
bridge. This smaller, mixed-use village center would include neighborhood serving retail, office, and
commercial uses. The Farm would border Orchard Village to the northeast.

Vineyard Village

Vineyard Village, located in the northeastern portion of the project site, would be the largest of the
three proposed villages. Vineyard Village would be separated from the other two villages by a Habitat
Preserve corridor, but would be connected to the other villages by two access roads. In addition to
vineyards, this village would contain multi-family and single-family residential housing types, a
neighborhood-serving village center providing retail, office uses, and neighborhood and mini-parks.

Habitat Preserve

More than half of the project area (approximately 60 percent or approximately 1,600 acres) would be
preserved as permanent native habitat. The bulk of the preserve area, approximately 900 acres, would
be located in the southern portion of the site. An approximately 35-acre trail system through the Habitat
Preserve would be designed to provide public access, where appropriate. Open Space within the Habitat
Preserve would be dedicated to the Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) Subarea Plan
Preserve currently being prepared by the City for long-term preservation and management. A Habitat
Management Plan (HMP) would be adopted for the Habitat Preserve to direct the long-term
management of biological resources and meet the requirements of the Subarea Plan.

The Farm

The Farm would be the community focal point of Fanita Ranch. The approximately 27-acre Farm would
be located along the eastern border of Fanita Commons and Orchard Villages, near the center of the
proposed development. The Farm would include an iconic event barn that would set the architectural
theme of the community and provide a venue for special events and farming operations. The working
Farm would also include terraced vegetable fields, pasture lands, limited housing for employees, raised
gardens, and limited animal keeping. A Community Supported Agriculture (CSA) program, where the
consumer receives produce from the Farm on a regular basis, would also be proposed. Food grown on
the Farm may also be distributed to local schools, restaurants, and other institutional facilities such as
the congregate care and assisted living facilities.



Open Space

Outside of the Habitat Preserve, the Fanita Ranch project would contain approximately 228 acres of
Open Space maintained and managed by the Homeowners Association. This would include brush
management areas at the edge of the development, slopes adjacent to roads and within villages,
detention basins, trailheads, and two riparian areas in Fanita Commons.

Special Use Area

An approximately 33-acre Special Use Area would be designated in the southerly portion of the project
site. This site currently has restricted development potential due to geotechnical conditions. Potential
uses could include a solar farm, recreational vehicle (RV) and boat storage, above ground agriculture,
such as greenhouses, or other similar uses. The Special Use Area would take access off Carlton Hills
Boulevard.

On-Site Mobility

The onsite roadway network for Fanita Ranch would be designed as a system of complete streets that
support motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit riders. On-site streets would generally be two
lanes and would include a variety of design elements including roundabouts, split streets, landscaped
medians, and parkways. Roadways that pass through Open Space would be designed to minimize
impacts to habitat and encourage safe wildlife crossings. Alternative modes of transportation would be
encouraged by providing on-street bike lanes, off-street multi-purpose trails, bike stations, and shuttle
stops. The pedestrian circulation system would include interconnected sidewalks, perimeter trails,
nature trails, and pedestrian bridges. Figure 4 depicts the proposed Circulation Plan.

A Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Plan would be prepared and implemented to support
alternative transportation modes, manage shared facilities to optimize modes, implement and support
appropriate advanced technologies, and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Off-Site Improvements

The project would improve and construct new segments of three Mobility Element roads. Both Fanita
Parkway and Cuyamaca Street would be improved from Mast Boulevard to their current northern limits.
The extension of Fanita Parkway would be constructed north of Ganley Road, and the extension of
Cuyamaca Street would be constructed north of Chaparral Drive. The project would also construct the
extension of Magnolia Avenue from its current northerly terminus west to intersect with the extended
Cuyamaca Street.

Parks, Trails and Recreational Facilities/Regional Connectivity

The Fanita Ranch project would provide a coordinated system of parks and non-motorized use trails that
would connect to the three villages, regional trails, and open space. The trail system would connect to
existing offsite trails in Sycamore Canyon Open Space Preserve, Goodan Ranch Regional Park, Mission
Trails Regional Park, and Santee Lakes Recreation Preserve. Approximately 73 acres of parks would be
provided throughout the project site. The Community Park in Fanita Commons would provide the main
location for active recreational activities within Fanita Ranch. Neighborhood parks would be provided in
key locations to define neighborhoods and provide gathering spaces. Mini-parks and linear parks would
be distributed throughout the community to provide opportunities for recreation, activity, and
relaxation within walking distance of all homes. Many of the mini-parks would serve as trailheads to the
primitive trail system within Fanita Ranch. A series of trails and paths would connect the Farm to all of
the villages within Fanita Ranch (see Figure 5, Parks and Trails Plan).



Fanita Ranch would provide a system of on-street and off-street trail facilities totaling approximately 35
miles that would accommodate and promote bicycle and pedestrian use as an alternative mode of
transportation or for recreational purposes. Multi-purpose trails for walking, biking, and jogging would
be provided adjacent to roadways but physically separated from motor vehicle traffic by a landscaped
buffer. Village access trails would be concrete-paved paths that connect village urban centers to the
community-wide trail system for transportation and recreational uses. Perimeter trails would be eight-
foot wide native earth trails that loop around Vineyard Village and would be intended for recreational
use. Village nature trails would connect Vineyard Village to Fanita Commons and the Farm. Native trails
would be unpaved pathways that provide access from developed areas to existing primitive trails within
the Habitat Preserve. The primitive trail system has been planned to accommodate recreational
opportunities as well as to restore areas of native habitat.

Grading and Utilities

There would be approximately 27,000,000 cubic yards of cut and fill, which would be balanced onsite.
The site would be graded into development pads using a maximum 2:1 slope ratio for fill slopes and a
maximum 1.5:1 for cut slopes. Significant cut and fill slopes, when visible from the public rights-of-way,
would utilize landform grading technigues where the proposed contours mimic natural contours to
complement the natural surroundings. Blasting may be required in some geologic formations. Proposed
development within the project site contemplates the use and reuse of onsite rock materials such as
large boulders, rock cobble, decomposed granite, and processed rock. Aggregate plants used for rock
crushing and production of aggregate materials would be located onsite during construction. Utilization
of these onsite materials would eliminate the need for importing rough or finished materials thus
reducing construction-related vehicle emissions in support of the Sustainable Santee Plan currently
being prepared.

Stormwater would be collected using low impact development (LID) techniques and best management
practices to treat stormwater near the source and ensure that runoff is clean prior to discharging into
the natural watershed. The system would collect stormwater through a series of swales, catch basins,
and culverts that direct storm water to water quality basins. This system would allow natural infiltration,
evapotranspiration, and filtering of the stormwater to remove microscopic organisms, suspended solids,
organic material, nitrogen, and phosphorous.

PDMWD would provide domestic water service through their Advanced Water Purification Program. The
proposed water system would include two new storage reservoirs, and three pump stations. PDMWD
may provide recycled water to Fanita Ranch for construction purposes on a limited and seasonal basis.

PDMWD would also provide sewer services for Fanita Ranch. A new gravity sewer system, consisting of
8-inch to 12-inch pipes, is proposed on-site to collect and convey wastewater to a 15-inch trunk sewer at
the west edge of Orchard Village. Wastewater would then be conveyed to an influent lift station that
would pump flow to the Padre Dam Water Recycling Facility.

San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDGE) provides electricity and natural gas for San Diego County
including Santee. These utilities would be extended into the project site from existing local distribution
systems in the region.

Public Services

Fire protection services would be provided by the City of Santee Fire Department. The proposed project
would designate a 1.5-acre site for a new City Fire Station which would be located in Fanita Commons. A
Fire Protection Plan would be prepared to establish fire protection through a system of fire safety
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features and design measures that have proven to perform well in wildland urban interface and high fire
hazard severity zones. The system of fire protection would include redundant layering so that no single
feature is relied upon for protection. An Evacuation Plan would also be prepared that focuses on
resident awareness and preparedness and provides an evacuation route map along with various family
evacuation preparation tools. In order to ensure fire safety during construction, a Construction Fire
Prevention Plan would be prepared to provide basic direction for fire safety awareness during
construction. The Construction Fire Prevention Plan would present standard protocols and approaches
for reducing the potential of ignitions for typical construction site activities. These plans would be put in
place to provide a multi-layer approach incorporating a variety of techniques including ignition-resistant
materials, interior sprinklers, vegetation buffers, and multiple ingress/egress points for emergency
traffic.

Police protection would be provided through the San Diego County Sheriff’s Department through an
existing contract with the City. The Village Center land use designation permits a law enforcement
substation within Fanita Commons should it be desired.

Commercial and residential trash hauling, as well as industrial solid waste and recycling collection and
disposal services would be provided by Waste Management, Inc. under a contractual franchise
agreement with the City. The waste would be hauled to Sycamore Landfill, a 349-acre site located to the
southwest of the project site off Mast Boulevard.

The 19-acre school site and adjoining joint use area in Fanita Commons is discussed above. The site is
intended to accommodate a K-8 school for up to 1,000 students. High school students living in Fanita
Ranch are anticipated to attend existing Santee schools in the Grossmont Union High School District.

Library services would be provided by the Santee Branch Library of San Diego County located on Carlton
Hills Boulevard approximately one mile south of the project site.

Development Phasing

Construction is anticipated to occur in four phases over a 10 to 15 year period. Phases may overlap or
vary depending upon market conditions and may be broken down into smaller sub-phases. Construction
is anticipated to begin in 2021. The Special Use Area is not tied to the development phasing and may be
developed anytime during project build-out.

Discretionary Actions Required: The following City discretionary actions are associated with the project
and would be required for project approval;

e General Plan Amendment

e Zone Reclassification

e Specific Plan

e Development Agreement

* Environmental Impact Report Certification
e Tentative Subdivision Map(s)

e Grading Permit

e Development Review Permit(s)
e Conditional Use Permit

e Encroachment Permit(s)

e Vacations, as needed



Additionally, implementation of the project may require the applicant to obtain approval, permits,
licenses, certifications, or other entitlements from various federal, state, and local agencies including
but not limited to:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: Section 404 — Clean Water Act

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service: Endangered Species Act — Section 7 Consultation or Section 10(a)
Incidental Take Permit

California Department of Fish and Wildlife: Fish and Game Code Section 1600 — Streambed
Alteration Agreement/Memorandum of Understanding

California State Water Resources Control Board: National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System Permit; General Construction Activity Storm Water Permit, including Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board: Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit — Water
Quality Certification

Preliminary Environmental Review: The following environmental topics would be evaluated in detail in
the Draft Revised EIR, and mitigation measures would be identified as necessary to reduce potentially
significant effects.

Aesthetics e Land Use and Planning
Agriculture and Forestry Resources e Mineral Resources

Air Quality e Noise

Biological Resources e Population and Housing
Cultural Resources e Public Services

Energy e Recreation

Geology, Soils, and Paleontological e Transportation

Resources e Tribal Cultural Resources
Greenhouse Gas Emissions e Utilities and Service Systems
Hazards and Hazardous Materials e Wildfire

Hydrology and Water Quality

The following comprehensive technical studies and supporting documents would be prepared and
included as appendices to the EIR:

General Plan Compatibility Analysis

Aggregate Crushing and Reuse Plan

Air Quality Technical Report

Biological Resources Technical Report

Potential Critical Course Sediment Yield Area Analysis

Cultural Resources Studies (Confidential - will not be appended to the EIR)
Energy Analysis

Wildland Fire Evacuation Plan

Fire Protection Plan including Construction Fire Protection Plan
Geotechnical Investigations

Green Streets Priority Development Project Exempt Stormwater Quality Management Plan
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Technical Report

Noise Technical Report

Paleontological Resources Report



e Parking Management Plan
e Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
e Priority Development Project Stormwater Quality Management Plan
e Preliminary Drainage Study
Sewer Service Study
e Stormwater Infiltration Feasibility Study
e Traffic impact Analysis
e Transportation Demand Management Plan
e Water Service Study
*  Water Supply Assessment Report

For questions regarding this notice, please contact me at (858) 258-4100 ext. 182.

{) ra<l
Jo O onnell Date
Pri ipal Planner
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NOP - Scoping Meeting Comment Letters Matrix

Commenter

|Location in EIR where comment is addressed

Federal

US Fish and Wildlife Service

Biological Resources EIR section

Global throughout entire EIR, as applicable

Planning Issue; Project Description

Planning Issue; Biological Resources EIR section

Planning Issue; Wildfire EIR section

Biological Resources EIR section

Project Description

Biological Resources EIR section

State

Governor's Office of Planning and Research State
Clearinghouse (Scott Morgan)

Comment does not require response in the EIR.

CA Department of Fish and Wildlife

Planning Issue; Project Description

Planning Issue; Biological Resources EIR section




Wildfire EIR section

Biological Resources EIR section

Project Description

Biological Resources EIR section

Biological Resources EIR section

Biological Resources EIR section

See above.

CA Department of Transportation District 11

Transportation EIR section; Traffic Study

Native American Heritage Commission (Katy Sanchez) [Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section

Local

City of San Diego (Alyssa Muto) Biological Resources EIR section

Not applicable to the EIR

Project Description; Geology and Soils EIR section

Hydrology and Water Quality EIR section

Project Description

Hydrology and Water Quality EIR section

Recreation EIR section

Transportation EIR section




Alternative EIR section

Transportation EIR section

Throughout EIR, as appropriate

Transportation EIR section

County of San Diego Department of Planning and
Development Services (Eric Lardy)

Global throughout entire EIR, as applicable

Transportation EIR section; Traffic Study

Global change throughout entire EIR

Biological Resources EIR section; Recreation section

Recreation EIR section; Biological Resources EIR section

Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section

Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section; Biology EIR section

Padre Dam Municipal Water District (PDMWD)
(Courtney Mael)

Project Description; Transportation EIR section




Utilities and Service Systems EIR section

Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section

Utilities and Service Systems EIR section

Utilities and Service Systems EIR section; Energy EIR section

Project Description; Utilities and Service Systems EIR section; Recreation EIR section

Transportation EIR section




Planning Issue

Hydrology and Water Quality EIR section

Transportation EIR section

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)
(Seth Litchney)

Transportation EIR section, Project Description if making project features

San Diego County Regional Airport Authority (Ed
Gowens)

Noise EIR section

Organizations

Barona Band of Mission Indians (Art Bunce)

Cultural Resources Phase and Phase Il reports; Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section

California Native Plant Society, San Diego

Planning Issue; not applicable to the EIR

Wildfire EIR section

Planning Issue; not applicable to the EIR

Biological Resources EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Wildfire EIR section

Public Services EIR section; Wildfire EIR section

Public Services EIR section; Wildfire EIR section

Greenhouse Gas Emissions EIR section

Planning Issue; not applicable to the EIR

Utilities and Service System EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Transportation EIR section; Wildfire EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Preserve Wild Santee (Van Collinsworth)

Greenhouse Gas Emissions EIR section

Public Services EIR section; Wildfire EIR section




Geology and Soils EIR section

Wildfire EIR section

Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section

Wildfire EIR section; Public Services EIR section

Hydrology and Water Quality EIR section

Biological Resources EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

San Diego County Archeological Society

Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section

Sierra Club San Diego, Conservation Committee

Wildfire EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters (Nicholas
Whipps)

CEQA attorney question

Air Quality EIR section

Greenhouse Gas Emissions EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Geology and Soils EIR section; Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section; Wildfire section

Public Services EIR section; Recreation EIR section; Utilities and Service Systems EIR section

Hydrology and Water Quality EIR section; Utilities and Service Systems EIR section

Viejas Band of Kumeyaay Indians (Ray Teran)

Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section

Global throughout entire EIR, as applicable

Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section

Individuals

Rob Aaronson

Project Description; Biological Resources EIR section; Land Use and Planning EIR section; Recreation

EIR section

Anonymous

Project Description; Land Use and Planning EIR section; Recreation EIR section

William Apfelbaum

Transportation EIR section

Jenn Arinduque

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Scott Armstrong

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Hector Ayala

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above




Janet Barnett

Planning issue; Transportation EIR section

Planning issue; Transportation EIR section; Utilties section

Transportation EIR section

Project Description; Transportation EIR section

Transportation EIR section

Matthew Bartelt

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Kris Beecher

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Frank Bennett

Planning Issue; Recreation EIR section

Jay Bernal Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above
Bryan Boyd Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above
Cinda Brown Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above
Zach Bryan Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above
Michael Candra Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above
Dan Carter Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Vince Carter

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Ronnie Casas

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Bill Caswell Project Description; Recreation EIR section

Mary Chavez Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section; Transportation EIR section; Public Services EIR
section; Wildfire EIR section

Dan Chusid Aesthetics EIR section
Transportation EIR section
Population and Housing EIR section; Public Services EIR section; Wildfire EIR section

David Comell Project Description; Recreation EIR section

Tamara Cook Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Tom Cook Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Katherine Curtis

Greenhouse Gas Emissions EIR section

Transportation EIR section

Planning Issue; not applicable to EIR

Biological Resources EIR section; Aesthetics EIR section; Recreation EIR section

Thomas Cvek

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Anne Daugherty

Project Description; Recreation EIR section

Transportation EIR section

Amy De Leon

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Ronnie Dellarsina

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Jason DeMendonca

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Dom Dias

Planning Issue; Recreation EIR section

Matt DiBattista

Planning Issue; Recreation EIR section

Mike Dolan

Biological Resources section; Land Use and Planning EIR section

Brian Eddery

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Alice Eyerman

Air Quality EIR section; Noise EIR section; Transportation EIR section

Planning Issue; Biological Resources EIR section

Keith Finch Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section
Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Mark Forte Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Jose Galaz Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Janet Garvin

Wildfire EIR section

Transportation EIR section

Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section; Transportation EIR section




Biological Resources EIR section

Public Services EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section

Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section

Not applicable to the EIR

Ronald and Gloria Gerak

Not applicable to the EIR

John Gerstenberg

Planning issue; Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section; Noise EIR section; Utilities and Service
Systems EIR section

Planning Issue; Wildfire EIR section

Planning Issue; not applicable to the EIR

Planning Issue; Project Description; Recreation EIR section

Zach Gianino

Transportation EIR section; Wildfire EIR section

Hydrology and Water Quality EIR section

Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Ricardo Gomez

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Grady Gardner Alternatives EIR section
Joseph Graf Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above
Paul Greco Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Ron and Danielle Griffin

Not applicable to the EIR

Bill Grolz

Biological Resources EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Wildfire EIR section

Michael Gruber

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Kyle Gunderman

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Chris Haringer

Biological Resources EIR section; Transportation EIR section; Wildfire EIR section

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Planning Issue; Recreation EIR section

David Hernandez

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Sean Highfield

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Tim Hill

Existing Condition Issue; Transportation EIR section

Eric Hollander

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

William Hooper

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

James Hoyle

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Robert Hubbard

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Howard and Marge Hudson

Transportation EIR section

Mary Hyder

Not applicable to the EIR

Transportation EIR section

Jessica lburg

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Tim Ingersoll

Planning Issue; Recreation EIR section

Clark Jackson

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Matthew Judge

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Robert Kay

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Colin Kennedy

Planning Issue; Recreation EIR section




Pam Kerzner

Not applicable to the EIR

Alternatives EIR section

Andrew Khodaverdian

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Kerstin Kirchsteiger

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Austin Kruisheer

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Patti Labouff

Not applicable to the EIR

Wildfire EIR section

Alternatives EIR section

Alternatives EIR section; Recreation EIR section

Greg Lambert

Public Services EIR section; Transportation EIR section

Planning issue; Not applicable to the EIR

Biological Resources EIR section

Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section

Hydrology and Water Quality EIR section; Utilities and Service Systems EIR section

Alison Liebrecht

Transportation EIR section; Wildfire EIR section

Planning Issue; Recreation EIR section

Utilities and Service Systems EIR section

Carol Livingston

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

David Loughlin

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Jonathan Major

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Transportation EIR section

Jason McDonald

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Sean McKelvey

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Jim Messick Utilities and Service Systems EIR section
Transportation EIR section
Tina Meyer Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Jacklin Mikhael-Fox

Noise EIR section; Traffic EIR sectin

Biological Resources EIR section

Planning issue; not applicable to EIR

James Miller Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above
Mike Miller Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above
Katie Molidor Acknowledged and no response required.

Kyle Montgomery

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Jerry Moseley

Transportation EIR section

Not applicable to the EIR

Project Description, Transportation EIR section, Noise EIR section

Utilities and Service Systems EIR section

Josh Mundt

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Sean Murphy

Planning Issue; Recreation EIR section

Susie Murphy

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

James Murren

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Thomas Myrick

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Jonathan Naguit

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

John Nobil

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above




John Olsen

Transportation EIR section to the extent relevant to the project

Landon Pann

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Michele Perchez

Wildfire EIR section

Alternative EIR section

Walter Pershing

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Jonathan Peverall

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Chris Pickford

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Daniel Pitard

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Kathryn Prescott

Transportation EIR section

Michelle Racicot

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Erasmos Ramos

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Michael Ranson

Noise EIR section

Planning Issue; not applicable to the EIR

Aesthetics EIR section

Planning Issue; not applicable to the EIR

Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section; Transportation EIR section

Ben Raymound

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Rudy Reyes Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section
Not applicable to the EIR

Julie Riklin Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above
Transportation EIR section

Kirk Riley Transportation EIR section
Recreation EIR section

Jodie Rock Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Trevor Rose Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Ryen Russo Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Susan Russo

Public Services EIR section; Transportation EIR section; Utilities and Service Systems

Biological Resources EIR section

Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources EIR section

Planning issue; not applicable to the EIR.

Sandy Schielke

Alternatives EIR section.

Not applicable to the EIR.

Planning issue; not applicable to the EIR.

Biological Resources EIR section

MSCP issue; not applicable to the EIR

Transportation EIR section

Geology and Soils EIR section




Wildfire EIR section

Hydrology and Water Quality EIR section

Public Services EIR section

Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section

Transportation EIR section

Air Quality EIR section

Transportation EIR section

Gary Siebenlist

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Evan Sollberger

Recreation EIR section

Aaron Starns

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Alex Stillman

Recreation EIR section; Transportation EIR section

Jenece Tagg

Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section; Transportation EIR section

Martha Tassi

Alternatives EIR section

Mary Ann Valledor

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Elizabeth Walk

Aesthetics EIR section

David Walsh

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Kevin Westfall

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Tanner Wheatley

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Brandy Wirtz

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above

Cynthia Wootton

Planning issue; not applicable to the EIR

Air Quality EIR section; Hazards and Hazardous Materials EIR section; Wildfire EIR section

Nicholas Zahner

Refer to Rob Aaronson letter above




From: Rob Aaronson <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 9, 2018 9:53 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Rob Aaronson
7867 Rancho Fanita Dr, Unit G



Santee, CA 92071
8583441828



From: Abboud, Roy@DOT <roy.abboud@dot.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 4:20 PM

To: Minjie Mei; John O'Donnell

Cc: Clark, Trent S@DOT; Fox, Ann M@DOT; Armstrong, Jacob M@DOT
Subject: Fanita Ranch NOP

Attachments: Eanita Ranch NOP 20181210 pdf

Hello John,

Please find the Caltrans Comment letter for the Fanita Ranch NOP SCH# 2005061118.

We hoping to have a meeting between Caltrans Planning and City of Santee staff to discuss the Fanita
Ranch project and the efforts of HomeFed as they relate to the SR-52 Corridor improvement efforts.
Please let me know your availability to meet.

Thank you,

Roy Abboud

Associate Transportation Planner
619.688.6968

Caltrans District 11

4050 Taylor Street MS 240

San Diego, CA 92110



From: Evlyn Andrade-Heymsfield <evlyn57@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 2:20 PM
To: John O'Donnell

Subject: Fanita Ranch

Hi John,

Could you please add me to list to receive notification of all information regarding the revision
of the Environmental Impact Report for the Fanita Ranch Project.

Thanks,
Evlyn



From: Michael Andrade-Heymsfield <mcheymsfield@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2018 2:52 PM
To: John O'Donnell

Subject: Fanita Ranch

Hi John,

I'd like to request notification of all information regarding the revision of the environmental impact
report for the Fanita Ranch Project.

Have a happy Thanksgiving!

Thanks,

Mike

Mike Andrade-Heymsfield

mcheymsfield@gmail.com



https://www.linkedin.com/in/mike-heymsfield-33aa9b24

FEEDBACK FORM
Public Scoping for the Fanita Ranch Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Please provide input on the scope and content of the environmental analysis prepared for the Fanita Ranch Revised EIR.
You may return this form tonight to a City staff member or email, mail, or return in person to John O’Donnell, Principal
Planner, Development Services. Department, City Hall, Building 4, 10601 Magnolia Avenue, Santee, CA 92071
(postmarked by December 10, 2018) or jodonnell@cityofsanteeca.gov.
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From: santeebutch <santeebutch@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 27, 2018 3:20 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Fanita Ranch

Please do not move forward on this project. Our streets are already too congested and
this project will make it worse. We the residents have voted this project down several
times yet it keeps coming back.

Please do not allow the developers to buy Santee.

Sincerely,

William Apfelbaum

Sent from my Galaxy Tab A



From: Jem Arinduque <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:03 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Jem Arinduque
10167 Leavesly Trl.



Santee, CA 92071
6192089807












From: Scott Armstrong <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 8, 2018 8:17 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,
Scott Jordan Armstrong
From:

Scott Armstrong
3841 Park Blvd



San Diego, CA 92103
6192289220



From: Hector Ayala <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:03 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Hector Ayala
2106 Clairton pl



San Diego, CA 92154
7876493399



FEEDBACK FORM
Public Scoping for the Fanita Ranch Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Please provide input on the scope and content of the environmental analysis prepared for the Fanita Ranch Revised EIR.
You may return this form tonight to a City staff member or email, mail, or return in person to John O’Donnell, Principal
Planner, Development Services. Department, City Hall, Building 4, 10601 Magnolia Avenue, Santee, CA 92071
(postmarked by December 10, 2018) or Jjodonnell@cityofsanteeca.gov.

Name: ( 4{4 gmg f ?_%ﬂ/\ V\IQIW Date: \\/7/qu l&

Jo\/\ st consider W!‘Jltﬂw MosHBvd
The wmmw% FrmCwratf'c ;s W@%
syt o 12 e 92, When you add
3,000 TMES Wt on Mast 101l]
v Whbeavable.  Aad | Aonk Mﬂ;@ﬂ*’ﬁ

@%Q/\ W\Oﬂw 6'\/3 %W&WZS QM \M\,Q I/OM WI%U/[D

nakole Mo W@ /(M/Mﬂ/WU/XUL N -

4;& yiled Suniee



FEEDBACK FORM
Public Scoping for the Fanita Ranch Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Please provide input on the scope and content of the environmental analysis prepared for the Fanita Ranch Revised EIR.
You may return this form tonight to a City staff member or email, mail, or return in person to John O’Donnell, Principal
Planner, Development Services. Department, City Hall, Building 4, 10601 Magnolia Avenue, Santee, CA 92071
(postmarked by December 10, 201 8) or jodonnell@cityofsanteeca.gov.
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From: Anne Barron <barronsings@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 9:01 AM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: notification of materials related to the Fanita Ranch Project

John O’Donnell, Principal Planner -

| am requesting notification of all information regarding the revision of the Environmental Impact
Report for the Fanita Ranch Project.

sincerely
Anne Barron

barronsings@gmail.com

9459-14 Mission Gorge Rd

Santee

“Another world is not only possible, she is on her way. On a quiet day, I can hear her breathing.”

- Arundhati Roy


http://www.goodreads.com/author/show/6134.Arundhati_Roy

From: Matthew Bartelt <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Friday, November 30, 2018 3:05 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Matthew Bartelt
9074 Meadowrun Way



San Diego, CA 92129
8582430047



From: Kris Beecher <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:03 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Kris Beecher
690 First Ave



Chula Vista, CA 91910
6299778644



FEEDBACK FORM
Public Scoping for the Fanita Ranch Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Please provide input on the scope and content of the environmental analysis prepared for the Fanita Ranch Revised EIR.
You may return this form tonight to a City staff member or email, mail, or return in person to John O’Donnell, Principal
Planner, Development Services Department, City Hall, Building 4, 10601 Magnolia Avenue, Santee, CA 92071
(postmarked by December 10, 2018} or Jjodonnell@cityofsanteeca.gov.
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From: Bennett <emailtobennett@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 8:14 AM
To: John O'Donnell

Subject: Fanita Ranch

John,

Please place me on the notification list for any information regarding Fanita Ranch, including
EIRs and traffic studies.

Thank you,

Mary Ann Bennett



From: Jay Bernal <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:03 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Jay Bernal
3036 Mission Village Drive



San Diego, CA 92123
619 459 2567



From: Bryan Boyd <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:03 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Bryan Boyd
4002 Mount Everest blvd



San Diego , CA 92111
8582321514



From: Bill Breeding <bbinsd@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 27, 2018 5:23 PM
To: John O'Donnell

Subject: Fanita Ranch Notification List

Mr O’Donnell

Please add me to the Fanita Ranch notification list. I live at 10116 Sir Lancelot Dr Santee Ca
92071 and have a huge interest in this potential project.

Thank you.

William Breeding



From: Cinda Brown <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:03 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Cinda Brown
10316 Julio place



Santee, CA 92071
6199800697



From: Zach Bryan <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Friday, November 30, 2018 3:31 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Zach Bryan
2315 desert zinnia rd



Rio Rancho , NM 87144
505 8991994



From: buncelaw@aol.com

Sent: Friday, December 7, 2018 10:24 AM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comments of Barona Band of Mission Indians on Fanita Ranch Project

CEQA scoping

Attachments: O'Donnell Letter Dec. 6, 2018.pdf

Dear Mr. O'Donnell,

Attached is a letter that sets forth the concerns of the Barona Band of Mission
Indians for the scoping of the CEQA compliance for the above project.

Please call me for any follow-up.

Sincerely,

Art Bunce

Tribal Attorney



LAW OFFICES OF ART BUNCE

ART BUNCE
ATTORNEY AT LAW

December 6, 2018

John O’Donnell, Principal Planner
Development Services Department
City Hall, Building 4

City of Santee |

10601 Magnolia Avenue

Santee, CA 92071

- RE: Comments of Barona Band of Mission Indians on
Notice of Preparation of Draft Revised EIR for
Fanita Ranch Project (SCH #2005061118)

Dear Mr. O’Donnell,

On behalf of the Barona Band of Mission Indians, for which I serve as Tribal Attorney, I
have already started engaging in consultation with you on behalf of the City of Santee under
AB52 concerning the above project. You have already provided to me a disc containing the
confidential Phase I Cultural Resources Report. I am following up now on the cultural resources
issues for the draft revised EIR. The comment period extends until December 10, 2018.

The Phase I cultural resources report reviews all the previous reports and surveys of the
area, and also describes and evaluates a current walk-over of the project area in light of those
previous surveys and reports. Together, they confirm what has been known for some time:

- much of the area proposed to be developed is an extensive pre-European contact Native
American village site. So far, at least four sets of human remains have been identified. The
Barona Band is almost certainly the Most Likely Descendant of those whose remains have been
discovered. The Barona Band is the successor to the Capitan Grande Band of Mission Indians,
which inhabited the entire San Diego River Valley, with its primary villages on the Capitan
Grande Indian Reservation. Where human remains and a major village site have already been
discovered, there is a great likelihood of further human remains and associated funerary objects.
All these, as well as the village site itself, are the patrimony of the Barona Band.

Because this is a major village site, whose extent and nature are not known, and because
further human remains are likely to be involved, the Barona Band will expect the project
proponent to do considerably more than the usual surface survey and monitoring that may be
sufficient for smaller resources of less significance and without human remains. In particular, in
terms of scoping the Phase II report, the Barona Band requests that the on-site surveys be much
more intensive (e.g., closer transcects, etc.) so that we will know much more about the exact
spatial extent and nature of the village site, especially CA-SDI-8243, parts of which subsumed

101 STATE PLACE, SUITE C, ESCONDIDO, CA 92029
MAILING ADDRESS: P.0. BOX 2516, ESCONDIDO, CA 92033-2516
TELEPHONE: 760-489-0329 FA X: 760-489-1671



CA-SDI-8338 and its earlier components identified as CA-SDI-8338a, 8338b, and 8338c. The
Phase I report links or consolidates several previously separately-identified sites in light of new
information, and it is likely that the Phase II report will also do so. Further information will
likely link all these sites into one village site which, if possessing the necessary integrity and
other necessary features, may qualify it for inclusion on the National Register or the state
equivalent.

In addition, p- 34 of the Phase I report notes that “the current project did not survey the
low granitic hilltops previously recorded as CA-SDI-8243a which are known to contain the
highest concentrations of cultural materials . . . [and] the valley floor between CA-SDI-8243a
and CA-SDI-8338a”. The Phase II survey must include these areas in fl.lll in order to determlne
the true extent and nature of the apparent village site.

Lastly, p. 38 of the Phase I report notes that the 2016 survey of CA-SDI-8345 “identified
1 likely and 3 possibly human bone fragments which were burned at high temperature, indicating
cremation”, and that “it is extremely likely that this bone represents human cremations which
may extend into the subsurface.” This is exactly the kind of site that requires further careful
surface examination plus non- 1ntru51ve and respectful subsurface evaluation to determine the
extent of the cremanons .

The Barona Band will have much more fo say on these subjects, lbased on the Phase II
report and its analysis. But the above points will suffice to describe the scope of the Phase II

report while we are still at the scoping stage of the CEQA process. Please call me with any
questions.

Since ly,

ArtBunc/

Tribal Attomney

¢C: Edwin “Thorpe” Romero, Chairman



LAW OFFICES OF ART BUNCE

ART BUNCE
ATTORNEY AT LAW

December 6, 2018
RECEIVED
John O’Donnell, Principal Planner
Development Services Department DEC1 0 2018
City Hall, Building 4 Dept. of Development Services
City of Santee City of Santee

10601 Magnolia Avenue
Santee. CA 92071

RE: Comments of Barona and of Mission Indians on
Notice of Preparation of Draft Revised EIR for
Fanita Ranch Project (SCH #2005061118)

Dear Mr. G’Donmnell,

On behalf of the Barona Band of Mission Indians, for which I serve as Tribal Attorney, 1
have already started engaging in consultation with you on behalf of the City of Santee under
AB52 concerning the above project. You have already provided to me a disc containing the
confidential Phase I Cultural Resources Report. 1 am following up now on the cultural resources
issues for the draft revised EIR. The comment period extends until December 10, 2018.

The Phase I cultural resources report reviews all the previous reports and surveys of the
area, and also describes and evaluates a current walk-over of the project area in light of those
previous surveys and reports. Together, they confirm what has been known for some time:
much of the area proposed to be developed is an extensive pre-European contact Native
American village site. So far, at least four sets of human remains have been identified. The
Barona Band is almost certainly the Most Likely Descendant of those whose remains have been
discovered. The BRarona Rand is the successor to the Capitan Grande Band of Mission Indians,
which inhabited the entire San Diego River Valley, with its primary villages on the Capitan
Grande Indian Reservation. Where human remains and a major village site have already been
discovered, there is a great likelihood of further human remains and associated funerary objects.
All these, as well as the village site itself, are the patrimony of the Barona Band.

Because this is a major village site, whose extent and nature are not known, and because
further human reraains are Jikely to he involved, the Barona Band will evpect the project
proponent to do considerably mere than the usual surface survey and monitoring that may be
sufficient for smaller resources of less significance and without human remains. In particular, in
terms of scoping the Phase II repor, the Barona Band requests that the on-site surveys be much
more intensive {e.g., closer transcects, etc.) so that we will know much more about the exact
spatigl extent and wnature of the village site, especially CA-SDI-8243, parts of which subsumed

101 STATE PLACE, SUITE C, ESCONDIDO, CA 92029
MAILING ADDRESS: P.0O. BOX 2516, ESCONDIDO, CA 92033-2516
TELEPHONE: 760-489-0329 FAX: 760-489-1671



CA-SDI-8338 and its earlier components identified as CA-SDI~8338a, 8338b, and 8338c. The
Phase I report links or consolidates several previously separately-identified sites in light of new
information, and it is likely that the Phase II report will also do so. Further information will
likely link all these sites into one village site which, if possessing the necessary integrity and
other necessary features, may qualify it for inclusion on the National Register or the state
equivalent.

In addition, p. 34 of the Phase I report notes that “the current project did not survey the
low granitic hilltops previously recorded as CA-SDI-8243a which are known to contain the
highest concentrations of cultural materials . . . [and] the valley floor between CA-SDI-8243a
and CA-SDI-8338a”. The Phase Il survey must include these areas in full in order to determine
the true extent and nature of the apparent village site.

Lastly, p. 38 of the Phase I report notes that the 2016 survey of CA-SDI-8345 “identified
1 likely and 3 possibly human bone fragments which were burned at high temperature, indicating
cremation”, and that “it is extremely likely that this bone represents human cremations which
may extend into the subsurface.” This is exactly the kind of site that requires further careful
surface examination plus non-intrusive and respectful subsurface evaluation to determine the
extent of the cremations.

The Barona Band will have much more to say on these subjects, based on the Phase II
report and its analysis. But the above points will suffice to describe the scope of the Phase 1I
report while we are still at the scoping stage of the CEQA process. Please call me with any
questions.

Sinceyely,

Art Bunce
Tribal Attorney

. T GG 29 ~ VAl i g
cc: Edwin “Therpe” Romere, Chairman



From: Michael Candra <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 6, 2018 4:12 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Bitterroot Travel Plan Objection

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Michael Candra
5101 Barstow Street



San Diego, CA 92117
8588827289



From: MC <rotnacm@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, November 26, 2018 8:14 PM
To: John O'Donnell

Subject: Environmental Impact Report

Mr O'Donnell:

Please place me on the notification list for Release of the Environmental Impact Report for

Fanita Ranch.

Matt Cantor



From: Dan Carter <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:03 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Dan Carter
1822 N. Nutmeg St



Escondido, CA 92026
7603681108



From: Vince Carter <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 9, 2018 9:53 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Adding homes to this land will also increase the daily traffic by the 1000a€™s. This will have a
massive negative inpact on the already overcrowded routes into and out of Santee. On bad days it
takes over 45 minutes to get from central Santee to at least the 15, a drive which normally takes
10 minutes. Adding more homes and the ensuing traffic will be insane. Also there will

Be more air pollution with the added vehicles, all of which will directly limit access to the local
High School and numerous elementary schools in West Santee.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,



From:

Vince Carter

7908 Rancho Fanita Drive Spc 71
Santee, CA 92071-3425
9499034404



From: Ronnie Casas <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:03 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

Please take my comments into consideration in relation to the Notice of the Draft Revised
Environmental Impact Report. My comments specifically relate to trail and trail standards. Trails
are a vital part of our community and our preserved lands in San Diego County. They offer not
only an opportunity for recreation, education, but an opportunity to create stewardship for these
vital preserved lands. Without significant trail access throughout this development the
community of Santee will continue to have limited trail opportunities and this will result in non-
planned trails appearing within preserved areas in the future.

Although it is understood some trails will be wider when adjacent to roads or within developed
portions of the project the great majority of trails within fuel modifications zones and preserved
areas should be narrow and nature based. Trails should be designed to be maintained to no wider
than 3 feet within these above-mentioned areas and should take into account current best
practices for trail construction. This includes grade reversals, out-sloping of trails, limiting
grades, utilizing natural terrain/features to improve sustainability and user-conflict while
avoiding erosion. Trail planning that includes extreme grades, in-sloping trails/roads, wide trails,
decomposed granite, water bars are unsustainable and will lead to erosion, soil dispersion, off
trail activities and other negative effects on preserved lands.

The connections to other parks and trails are of vital importance to the community of Santee at
large. Trails should be planned for connections to the new community, parks, existing
community of Santee, Mission Trails Regional Park, Stowe Trail and Sycamore Goodan Ranch.
Active parks within Fanita Ranch should be designed with mobility and bikes in mind. Bike
Parks and Bike features within these parks would be compatible with the overall design of the
trail system and the focus of creating an active community.

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project,

From:
Ronnie Casas
172 CITYSCAPE GLEN



Escondido , CA 92027
619-578-3255



FEEDBACK FORM
Public Scoping for the Fanita Ranch Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Please provide input on the scope and content of the environmental analysis prepared for the Fanita Ranch Revised EIR.
You may return this form tonight to a City staff member or email, mail, or return in person to John O’Donnell, Principal
Planner, Development Services. Department, City Hall, Building 4, 10601 Magnolia Avenue, Santee, CA 92071
(postmarked by December 10, 2018) or jodonnell@cityofsanteeca.gov.
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From: Duarte, Dolores@Wildlife <Dolores.Duarte@wildlife.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 8:29 AM
To: John O'Donnell
Cc: Beck, Christine@Wildlife; Williams, Carol@Wildlife; Mayer, David@Wildlife;

Esguerra, Margarita@Wildlife; Sevrens, Gail@Wildlife;
'state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov'; 'karen_goebel@fws.gov'; joconnor@hfc-

ca.com
Subject: Copy of comment letter Re-Fanita Ranch City of Santee Project NOP-
SCH2005061118-San Diego county
Attachments: bdf Fanita Ranch City of Santee NOP pdf

Mr. O’'Donnell,
Please see attached copy for your records. Original will follow.

If you have any questions, please contact Christine Beck at (858) 637-7188.



FEEDBACK FORM
Public Scoping for the Fanita Ranch Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Please provide input on the scope and content of the environmental analysis prepared for the Fanita Ranch Revised EIR.
You may return this form tonight to a City staff member or email, mail, or return in person to John O’Donnell, Principal
Planner, Development Services Department, City Hall, Building 4, 10601 Magnolia Avenue, Santee, CA 92071
(postmarked by December 10, 2018) or jodonnell@cityofsanteeca.gov.
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From: Dan Chusid <no-reply@memberleap.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:03 PM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Comment on EIR for Fanita Ranch

To: City of Santee

I am against this development. It will ruin Santeea€™s charm and bring gridlock to the areas
approaching SR52 every day. A truly BAD idea.

Hard to believe anyone would want this overdevelopment in an area with limited access and fire
dangers. Just widening streets everywhere is NOT a solution. Think about this. This development
will cause many long time residents to leave due to the overcrowding it will bring to the area.
Shame on these money hungry developers!

Thank you for taking my feedback into account on this project.

From:

Dan Chusid

9834 Settle Ct
Santee , CA 92071
8582121016



Planning Department

December 10, 2018

John O’Donnell, Principal Planner
Development Services Department
City Hall, Building 4

10601 Magnolia Avenue

Santee, CA 92071

Subject: CITY OF SAN DIEGO COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A
DRAFT REVISED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE FANITA
RANCH PROJECT (SCH #2005061118)

Dear Mr. O’Donnell:

The City of San Diego (“City”) Planning Department has received the Notice of Preparation
(NOP) prepared by the City of Santee and distributed it to applicable City departments for
review. The City, as a Responsible Agency under CEQA, has reviewed the NOP and appreciates
this opportunity to provide comments to the City of Santee. Continued coordination between
the City, the City of Santee, and other local, regional, state, and federal agencies will be
essential, especially if future ministerial or discretionary actions on behalf of the City are
required. In response to this request for public comments, the City has the following
comments on the NOP for your consideration.

TRANSPORTATION & STORM WATER DEPARTMENT - MARK G. STEPHENS, ASSOCIATE
PLANNER - MGStephens@sandiego.gov, 858-541-4361

With the approximately 2,600-acre project site located entirely within the San Diego River
watershed upstream from the City of San Diego, the Storm Water Division has a direct interest
in the Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (EIR). This includes any potential effects
on downstream flows and water quality. The following comments are listed by heading and
page number in the City of Santee NOP.

1. Habitat Preserve, Page 3. Will this project result in excess mitigation that will be
available for purchase?

2. Orchard Village/The Farm, Page 3. Please consider reorganizing and placing “The
Farm” section before the Orchard Village section or revise the last sentence to read...
“The Farm, described below, would border Orchard Village to the northeast.” Currently
the Orchard Village section makes references to “The Farm” (described as ‘“the

9485 Aero Drive, MS 413 T(619) 235-5200

San Diego, CA92123 sandiego.gov
sandiego.gov/planning/
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Mr. John O’Donnell
December 10, 2018

community focal point of Fanita Ranch”) without providing context until further down
the page.

Grading and Utilities, Page 5. The fill and cut slopes should be designed with a stable
slope ratio. Also consider the varying rock and soil conditions.

Grading and Utilities, Page 5. The NOP addresses pollutant control but does not
specifically call out hydromodification. The EIR needs to address the potential for
hydromodification as extensive grading (approximately 27,000,000 cubic yards of cut
and fill) is expected to occur onsite.

Development Phasing, Page 6. With buildout anticipated to occur over a 10 to 15-year
period, development phasing is a key consideration for a project of this magnitude.

Preliminary Environmental Review, Page 7. In developing the Hydrology and Water
Quality section, include consideration of the San Diego River Watershed Management
Area Water Quality Improvement Plan (WQIP).

Preliminary Environmental Review (list of technical studies and supporting
documents), Page 7. Please clarify what is anticipated for “Green Streets Priority
Development Project Exempt Stormwater Quality Management Plan.”

Preliminary Environmental Review (list of technical studies and supporting
documents), Page 8. Will the Priority Development Stormwater Quality Management
Plan and the Stormwater Infiltration Feasibility Study be sufficient to analyze effects
on drainage patterns caused by constructing roads in existing natural drainages, or will
a Hydrologic and Hydraulic Study be needed as well?

PLANNING DEPARTMENT - MYRA HERRMANN, SENIOR PLANNER -
MHerrmann@sandiego.gov, 619-446-5372

1.

Incorporate a review of the draft Mission Trails Regional Park Master Plan Update and
consider the effects of the Fanita Ranch Project on the proposed East Elliot trail system.
Coordinate with the City of San Diego Planning Department and the City Parks and
Recreation Department to ensure that there are no conflicts with the proposed trail
system and that adequate access is provided and maintained as shown in the Master
Plan Update.

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT - LEO ALO, ASSOCIATE TRAFFIC ENGINEER -
LAlo@sandiego.gov, 619-446-5033

1.

9485 Aero Drive, MS 413
San Diego, CA92123
sandiego.gov/planning/

The Transportation Impact Analysis in the DEIR should follow the guidelines of the City
of San Diego Traffic Impact Study Manual, July 1998, including various scenarios to be
included, for all transportation facilities within the City of San Diego evaluated.

T(619) 235-5200

sandiego.gov
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Mr. John O’Donnell
December 10, 2018

2.

The Transportation Impact Analysis in the DEIR should apply the City of San Diego
Significance Determination Thresholds, July 2016 for all transportation facilities within the
City of San Diego evaluated.

The DEIR should include alternatives that avoid or lessen expected
transportation/circulation/parking impacts, including at least one alternative that
would avoid unmitigated significant impacts to the City of San Diego’s transportation
facilities.

Potentially impacted transportation facilities within the City of San Diego should be
evaluated, and significant traffic impacts to these transportation facilities should be
mitigated.

The DEIR should analyze the separate phases of the project with approximate timelines
for each phase.

The DEIR should evaluate opportunities for enhanced access to the site via transit,
bicycle, pedestrian or other modes.

The DEIR transportation impact analysis should include analysis of all mitigation for
any construction traffic impacts, especially any additional impacts if staging cannot be
accommodated onsite.

Pursuant to SB 743, we recommend the vehicle miles traveled analysis be included in
the transportation impact analysis and DEIR.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the NOP. Please contact me directly if
there are any questions regarding the contents of this letter or if the City of Santee would like
to meet with City staff to discuss our comments. Please feel free to contact Rebecca Malone,
Senior Planner, directly via email at RMalone@sandiego.gov or by phone at 619-446-5371.

Sincerely,

for

Alyssa Muto, Deputy Director
Planning Department

RM/ep

CC:

9485 Aero Drive, MS 413
San Diego, CA92123
sandiego.gov/planning/

Reviewing Departments (via email)
Review and Comment online file

T(619) 235-5200

sandiego.gov
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From: Marni Borg <mborg@CityofSanteeCa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2018 12:42 PM
To: Diane Sandman
Subject: FW: Fanita Ranch

From: John O'Donnell

Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 11:29 AM
To: Marni Borg

Cc: Melanie Kush

Subject: FW: Fanita Ranch

John O’Donnell 1 AICP | Principal Planner
(619) 258-4100, Extension 182

City of Santee | 10601 Magnolia Avenue
Santee, CA 92071

From: Clark, Trent S@DOT [mailto:trent.clark@dot.ca.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 10:16 AM

To: John O'Donnell; Minjie Mei

Cc: Abboud, Roy@DOT

Subject: Fanita Ranch

Hello John and Minjie,

CT just received the NOP notice for the Fanita Ranch project.

When the traffic impact study becomes available, can you send that our way for review and
comment? Also, please have the consultant provide CT with the electronic synchro files.
Thanks so much.

Trent Clark, Associate Transportation Planner
CALTRANS District 11 — San Diego

Planning Division, Development Review Branch
4050 Taylor Street, M.S. 240

San Diego, CA 92110

Office: (619) 688-3140
Bldg 2 FI 4 C14
trent.clark@dot.ca.gov




From: L Cole <lpcsun@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 10:32 AM
To: John O'Donnell
Subject: Fanta Ranch

Please send me environmental impact reports and any other reports related to the Fanta Ranch
project.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android



https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature

From: Save Fanita <savefanita@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 4:54 PM

To: John O'Donnell

Cc: John Minto; Rob McNelis; Stephen Houlahan; Brian Jones; Ronn Hall
Subject: Fanita Ranch Scope of DREIR

Attachments: Fanita Ranch NOP Comment Letter 12102018.pdf

Dear Mr. O’Donnell and City Council members,

Please find our letter attached on the scope of the Fanita ranch DREIR.

Van K. Collinsworth, M.A.
Geographer, Director
Preserve Wild Santee

9222 Lake Canyon Road
Santee, CA 92071

Tel. (619) 258-7929

savefanita@gmail.com

preservewildsantee.org



http://preservewildsantee.org/

December 10, 2018

John O’Donnell, Principal Planner
Santee City Council

10601 Magnolia Avenue

Santee, CA 92071
jodonnell@cityofsanteeca.gov

RE: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Revised Environmental Impact
Report for the Fanita Ranch Project (SCH# 2005061118)

Dear Mr. O’'Donnell and Santee City Councilmembers,

Preserve Wild Santee has provided input on Fanita Ranch project proposals for
nearly 25 years. For more than a decade, the Center for Biological Diversity has
joined Preserve Wild Santee’s comments and litigation on Fanita Ranch
developments. Our past comments and legal briefs are relevant to the new project
application and could be reviewed.

The “New Abnormal”!

Climate is breaking down because the atmosphere continues to be used as a waste
disposal medium worldwide.? Global GHG emissions are rising again after a 3-year
period of stabilization. 3 The opportunity to limit warming to a manageable level has
passed.# Prior environmental documents for project proposals have not considered
the “New Abnormal” climatic conditions that have brought extended droughts,
lingering heat waves and expanded the fire season to a year round threat at the
project site. The extreme conditions have serious implications for both people and
endangered wildlife within the proposed project vicinity.

California has broken records repeatedly over the last two years for the largestS, the
most deadly® and the most destructive’ wildfires in state history. The Camp Fire
destroyed the town of Paradise Kkilling at least 88 people and burning 18,804
structures. The proposed project site and proposed circulation system has
significant geographic similarities to Paradise that require analysis and disclosure in
the Draft Revised Environmental Impact Report (DREIR).



The DREIR should consider all aspects of the project through the perspective of
worsening climatic conditions.

California is failing to meet its 2020 Greenhouse Gas reduction targets according to
a key finding of the California Air Resources Control Board. Vehicle Miles Travelled
per Capita is trending up in the wrong direction.8 Approval of the auto-dependent
Fanita Ranch project would be a significant cumulative impact upon the Climate and
the State’s ability to meet GHG reduction targets.?

How does the project and project alternatives (such as an open space conservation
alternative) impact the effectiveness of a Santee Climate Action Plan and the ability
to meet region-wide and state climate action targets? Differences should be
quantified. The destiny of Fanita Ranch will determine the viability of Santee’s
Climate Action Plan and its Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan.

The City has failed to complete its Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea
Plan due in 2003. The deteriorating climate makes it even less plausible for a viable
plan to be adopted that includes a development footprint on the Fanita Ranch. The
Wildlife Agencies have been highly critical of the project footprint and density. What
is the status of the Santee MSCP Subarea Plan relative to the project?

Besides lobbying at high levels in an attempt to get Wildlife Agency comments
critical of the project withdrawn by superiors who are subject to political pressures,
how does the project address the Wildlife Agency comments that are already public
record?10

Wildfire and Public Safety

Fact: Highway 52 was closed during the 2003 Cedar Fire as the fire front moved
across MCAS-Miramar, jumped the freeway and burned homes in Tierrasanta
southwest of this failed multilane firebreak. In the subsequent fifteen years,
thousands of new homes have been added to the region that have reduced the utility
of SR-52 and attached routes to function as evacuation routes for existing and
prospective Santee residents. The conditions conducive for extreme firestorms are
becoming worse every year by increasingly congested roads and local weather
extremes.

Evacuation should be considered for all of Santee under worst-case scenario fires
with differing ignition points, wind speeds and directions under different project
alternatives. Fire arrival times relative to evacuation requirement times must be
disclosed. The changes in public safety for better or worse should be quantified
under the different project alternatives. The likelihood of failure for those that are
trapped and forced to shelter on site should be considered for both the project and
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for those on the existing WUI that would be less able to evacuate due to increased
traffic volumes/congestion originating from the project.

Mast Boulevard conditions are an impediment to evacuation

Multiple fire events in the region/state should be modeled to determine
quantitatively how police and fire response is impacted and quantitatively impacts
the timing and feasibility of evacuating the site. Failed evacuations were once again
the source of fatalities in the past two devastating California fire seasons.!! Paradise,
during the Camp Fire is the most recent tragedy. The community of Paradise had
planned and executed practice evacuation, yet it became California’s deadliest
wildfire. How often would there be practice evacuations of the project site?

Cal Fire should be requested to evaluate the project footprint, design, fire protection
and evacuation plans in the same way that Wildlife Agencies are requested to
evaluate biological impacts of projects. There is too much political pressure at the
local level from office holders that hold the keys to department budgets for any local
department to be relied upon for a sole independent opinion on fire safety for a
prospective development in a known high fire hazard zone.12

There should be a detailed discussion of what the fire codes do and do not address
and how that relates to good site planning. How does the site design of project
alternatives differ in relation to the feasibility of executing fire suppression tactics?
Fire officials try to avoid providing opinions about the feasibility of evacuations and
shelter on site when evacuation routes are cut off. Elected officials like to pretend
that a project is reasonably safe because a fire department official under their
supervision has checked off the limited boxes. The reality is that local fire officials
defer to city councils and refrain from providing input on planning issues essential
for public safety.
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Please evaluate and quantify the levels of human casualty risk associated with
different project designs/alternatives and mitigation measures. What is the full
range of specific risks resulting to first responders of the alternatives and mitigation
measures considered? Consider that different designs provide different levels of risk
for the first responders that are drawn by circumstance to risk their lives for people
that should have evacuated or could not evacuate.

The Fanita Ranch has many geographic constraints to development. The further
north homes are located on the site the greater the direct alignment of those homes
to the continuous vegetation within the Santa Ana wind driven fire corridor. Fanita
Mountain on the northeast portion of the site has numerous drainages that act as
heat chimneys to the housing to be embedded within chaparral. Fire accelerates up
where seasonal rainwater runs down.

The southern portion of Fanita consists of steep unstable soils with 24 ancient
landslides documented in prior geologic analysis. All of Fanita, except the riparian
area of Sycamore Canyon Creek is mapped as a “Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone” (VHFHSZ). Building on or below unstable slopes can leave homes that might
survive a fire under moderate conditions vulnerable to mudslides.

When considering the VHFHSZ, geologic instability of Friars formation soils in the
south and the flood plain for Sycamore and Clarke Canyon Creeks, there is little or
no land available for development from a public safety prospective. The resource
values of this land supersede any short-term profit benefits that will transform into
long-term public liabilities if developed.

As part of its fire safety analysis, the EIR should evaluate the project’s impacts on
fire evacuation, including for existing residents. Evacuation of Fanita during Santa
Ana wind driven firestorms may be impossible dependent upon distance away and
orientation of ignition points. Evacuation requirements relative to ignition points
need to be disclosed relative to the existing constraints of the two exit roads
connecting to the already congested Mast Boulevard.

There should be a discussion of how fuel loads will or will not be managed over time
on all developed and undeveloped lands, including the full environmental
consequences of fuel management. While it is possible to create defensible space
zones that prevent direct flame impingement originating from undeveloped lands,
embers may threaten structures that originate from well beyond the defensible
space zones. Fire resistant structures are not fire proof. Vulnerabilities of structures
should be analyzed and disclosed. Lot sizes and specifically the distances between
structures are critical factors when a wildfire transforms into an urban fire capable
of cluster burning entire neighborhoods.
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New structures are composed of different fuels than exist on a natural site. What are
the toxins contained in new subdivisions and how would the release of massive
toxicity from their combustion impact biological resources and the only clean
waterways left in Santee?

The total length of the Wildland-Urban-Interface (WUI) in Santee should be
calculated and compared to the amount of WUI that will be added by the project.
What is the Santee Fire Department’s current estimated response time and how has
that changed over time? What is the total capacity of the department in personnel,
engines, type of engines and utility for WUI firestorms?

What input on the land-use design footprint of the project has Cal Fire and the
Santee Fire Department provided? Not defensible space zones - but actual locations
of development relative to site topography / geography. Are roads and parks used
as buffers, escape routes or safety zones? Are housing features like large windows,
vents, doors and garage doors oriented to be sheltered away from Santa Ana winds?
Considering the impracticality of evacuating the project, where are the safety zones
on the site? Shelter in homes should not be used as a safety strategy due to the
density of the proposed project and its potential for cluster burns. The closer homes
are to each other the more likely they are to burn when a wildfire transitions into an
urban fire.13

Evacuation becomes chaotic and deadly when emergency responders are
overwhelmed by rapidly spreading firestorms.14 Chaos similar to the Camp Fire is
probable on Fanita Ranch due to the alignment with the Santa Ana wind driven fire
corridor.

“There was little to nothing anyone could do once this firestorm got
started. First responders did the correct thing in just evacuating and
tending to their own personal safety. Getting out of the way of this
firestorm was all anybody could do...You are not going to be able to rely
upon anybody else but yourself if caught in one of these events. You have
to rely upon yourself to get yourself out of harms way in a timely fashion.
All systems, all emergency systems, all emergency responders, everybody
was absolutely overwhelmed to respond to this firestorm. Folks simply
could not respond quick enough.”1>
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Water Supply

What source of energy will be required to provide water to the project? What are
the vulnerabilities of that power supply and pump mechanism? If the water supply
infrastructure to the project fails, how much water would remain for emergency use
and at what pressure at the most distant portions of the project?

Water supply for the entire project should be examined under the recognition that
climate breakdown is resulting in mining of groundwater supplies and drought in
the western United States that is capable of eliminating supplies.16

Biological Resources

Fanita Ranch is core biological habitat for numerous sensitive and endangered
species that would be significantly impacted directly and indirectly by the project.
Project impacts to species would now be compounded by extended droughts,
extended heat waves and other extreme weather patterns associated with climate
breakdown, such as infrequent, but more intense rain events. Therefore, traditional
methods of mitigation, monitoring and management may be insufficient to maintain
the diversity of species at the site that are not directly impacted by grading.

The impacts to narrow endemic species do not conform to requirements of the
multi-decade “draft” Santee Multiple Species Subarea Plan.

Fanita Ranch could be an essential part of a recovery unit for the endangered Quino
checkerspot butterfly. However, the project would preclude the ability to sustain
Quino on site and undermine the viability of any recovery unit established in the
vicinity. Quino has declined significantly over the last decade due to loss of its
habitat from increased urban development. Climate change, drought, pollution,
invasive plants and fire threaten the butterfly as well.1” The EIR should consider the
project’s potential to impair recovery of Quino. In addition, the EIR’s analysis of
cumulative impacts should consider an updated set of other past, present, and
future projects that may affect Quino and Quino recovery, including the Otay Ranch
Village 13 and 14 projects and the international border wall.

Alternatives

100% Conservation Alternative

Please include a “100% Conservation of Open Space Alternative” within the Draft
Revised Environmental Impact Report (DREIR) distinct from the no project
alternative. A thorough documentation of conservation funding sources (and those
sources current status and eligibility requirements) would provide essential
distinction from a no project alternative.
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A Conservation Alternative would be a win for both the proponent and the
community, especially since HomeFed obtained Fanita Ranch after the auction
process with clean title at an extremely low price of approximately $12 million.

The Conservation Alternative should consider the current status of funding sources
such as the Department of Defense Readiness and Environmental Protection
Integration Program, Transnet conservation funds, Wildlife Agency funding sources,
the Federal Land and Water Conservation Fund, State sources and prominent
private funding sources.

Climate Action Alternative

A net zero energy consumption and net zero GHG emission alternative (including
mobile sources) should be analyzed. Considering the dire circumstances of climate
breakdown, net zero should be the goal of any alternative analyzed including the
project.

Limited Development Alternatives

Alternatives that limit development to under 20% and under 10% of the Fanita
Ranch site and an alternative consistent with the Santee General Plan should be
considered. There should be a comprehensive discussion about how much of the
site presents the highest fire risk and how a 10% development alternative might
align with avoiding the areas of the site most vulnerable to firestorms.

The Wildlife Agencies stated that development of Fanita Ranch requires
conservation of 15 pair of California gnatcatchers offsite west of I-15 on a minimum
of 210-acres of high quality habitat that is part of a larger block of habitat. It must
add linkage and function to the regional Multiple Species preserve.18 The project
fails to meet this requirement. If the applicant cannot meet this requirement, a
development alternative limited to 10% of the site, potentially expanded by
conservation offsite in the “Magnolia Bowl” just south of the site boundary should be
analyzed.

Any partial development alternative should be composed in a consolidated
footprint. The most southeast portion of the site should be the first place considered
for a limited development alternative.

Again - conservation of the entire site would be a win for the applicant and the
public interest.

9222 Lake Canyon Road, Santee, CA92071 Tel/Fax (619)258-7929 SaveFanita@cox.net 1.D.#980429

f

Preserve Wild Santee



Thank you for considering these comments.

Van K. Collinsworth
Geographer/ Director
Preserve Wild Santee

John Buse

John Buse
Senior Staff Attorney, Center for Biological Diversity

Attachments
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The Guardian, 11/22/2018.
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/nov/22/climate-heating-
greenhouse-gases-at-record-levels-says-un

3 UN Environment 2018 Emissions Gap Report. 11/27/2018
https://www.unenvironment.org/resources/emissions-gap-report-2018

4+ World Meteorological Organization Greenhouse Gas Bulletin. 11/22/2018
https://library.wmo.int/doc_num.php?explnum_id=5455

5 Cal Fire. Top 20 Largest California Wildfires.
https://www.fire.ca.gov/communications/downloads/fact_sheets/Top20_Acres.pdf
6 Cal Fire. Top 20 Deadliest California Wildfires.
https://calfire.ca.gov/communications/downloads/fact_sheets/Top20_Deadliest.pd
f

7 Cal Fire. Top 20 Most Destructive California Wildfires.
http://www.fire.ca.gov/communications/downloads/fact_sheets/Top20_Destructio
n.pdf

8 California Air Resources Board. 2018 Progress Report California Sustainable
Communities and Climate Protection Act, November 2018. Page 4.
https://ww?2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2018-

11/Final2018Report SB150_112618_02_Report.pdf

9 Pierre-Louis, Kendra. “Greenhous Gas Emissions Accelerate ‘Like a Speeding
Freight Train’ in 2018. New York Times. 12/05/2018.
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/12/05/climate/greenhouse-gas-emissions-

9222 Lake Canyon Road, Santee, CA92071 Tel/Fax (619)258-7929 SaveFanita@cox.net 1.D.#980429

i

Preserve Wild Santee



2018.html?fbclid=IwAROL3NYGsadmVqgn-J4i-xNE_-diwDne-
tSrMmCvENWHVIPkc]GTGoWCUj9Q

10 Goebel, Karen A. and Sevrins, Gail. 12/20/2016. USFWS & CADFW joint letter.
“Proposed Fanita Ranch Project within the City of Santee Draft MSCP Subarea Plan,
City of Santee, San Diego County, California”.

11 Johnson, Lizzy. “150 Minutes of Hell.” San Francisco Chronicle. December 5, 2018.
https://projects.sfchronicle.com/2018/carr-fire-
tornado/?fbclid=IwAR3zp3NNnwU-wj9GIW34P0gVjGf-pvAWALfyJWSpEbp-
FTD40798C2NnlX4#nws=mcnewsletter

12 LA Times Editorial Board. “Just say no to more Southern California sprawl.”
12/08/2018. https://www.latimes.com/opinion/editorials /la-ed-centennial-
development-20181208-
story.html?fbclid=IwAR1138kyqnhwaRxFV090p1QFsT80K1kSWaAQuagkvmp6Ql7
L31e6G2r14zA

13 Browne, Juan. “Paradise Ca, Camp fire flyover.” Video 19:30. November 30, 2018.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3LxWKaiZ504

14 Rong-Gong Lin Il and Maria L. La Ganga. “As fire traps 150, ‘are we gonna die?””
LA times, 12/2/2018. https://www.pressreader.com/usa/los-angeles-
times/20181202/281496457351546

15 Brown, Juan. “Paradise Ca, Camp Fire flyover.” Video 21:40. November 30, 2018.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3LxWKaiZ504

16 US Environmental Protection Agency. Understanding the Link between Climate
Change and Extreme Weather. 2013.

17 Cox, Lisa. San Diego National Wildlife Refuge Complex, Pacific Southwest Region.
June, 5, 2017 http://wildlife.org/rare-butterfly-reintroduced-on-san-diego-nwr/
Strahm, Spring. Quino Checkerspot Butterfly Recovery. Conservation Biology
Institute. 2017. https://consbio.org/newsroom/news/quino-checkerspot-butterfly-
recovery

18 Wynn, Susan E. and Tippets, “Fanita Ranch MSCP Agreement.” US Fish & Wildlife
Service & California Department of Fish & Game, December 6, 2002.

9222 Lake Canyon Road, Santee, CA92071 Tel/Fax (619)258-7929 SaveFanita@cox.net 1.D.#980429

f

Preserve Wild Santee



From: Save Fanita <savefanita@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 9:35 PM

To: John O'Donnell

Cc: John Minto; Rob McNelis; Stephen Houlahan; Brian Jones; Ronn Hall
Subject: End Note References - Scope of Fanita DREIR

Attachments: End Notes Binder PWS CBD Fanita 12102018.pdf

Dear Mr. O’Donnell and City Council members,

Attached is an End Note Reference Binder for our Fanita scope letter submitted earlier today.

Best Regards

Van K. Collinsworth, M.A.
Geographer, Director
Preserve Wild Santee
9222 Lake Canyon Road
Santee, CA 92071

(619) 258-7929

preservewildsantee.org
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Climate-heating greenhouse gases at record levels, says
UN

Carbon dioxide, methane and nitrous oxide are far above pre-industrial levels

Damian Carrington Environment editor
Thu 22 Nov 2018 04.00 EST

The main greenhouse gas emissions driving climate change have all reached record levels, the
UN’s meteorology experts have reported.

Carbon dioxide, methane and nitrous oxide are now far above pre-industrial levels, with no
sign of a reversal of the upward trend, a World Meteorological Organization report says.

“The last time the Earth experienced a comparable concentration of CO, was 3-5m years ago,
when the temperature was 2-3C warmer and sea level was 10-20 metres higher than now,” said
the WMO secretary general, Petteri Taalas.


https://www.theguardian.com/profile/damiancarrington
https://library.wmo.int/index.php?lvl=notice_display&id=20697#.W_bLW0X7T5U

“The science is clear. Without rapid cuts in CO, and other greenhouse gases, climate change
will have increasingly destructive and irreversible impacts on life on Earth. The window of
opportunity for action is almost closed.”

Levels of CO, rose to a global average of 405.5 parts per million in the atmosphere in 2017 -
almost 50% higher than before the industrial revolution.

Levels of methane, a potent greenhouse gas responsible for about 17% of global warming are
now 2.5 times higher than pre-industrial times owing to emissions from cattle, rice paddies and
leaks from oil and gas wells.

Nitrous oxide, which also warms the planet and destroys the Earth’s protective ozone layer, is
now over 20% higher than pre-industrial levels. About 40% of N20 comes from human
activities including soil degradation, fertiliser use and industry.

The WMO also highlighted the discovery of illicit production of CFC-11, a banned chemical that
also both warms the planet and destroys ozone. Investigations indicate that at least some of
the production is in China.

In October the world’s scientists said global warming of even 1.5C would have severe
consequences for humanity. International climate agreements had for two decades set 2C as a
limit.

“Every fraction of a degree of global warming matters, and so does every part per million of
greenhouse gases,” said the WMO deputy secretary general, Elena Manaenkova. “CO, remains
in the atmosphere for hundreds of years and in the oceans for even longer. There is currently
no magic wand to remove all the excess CO, from the atmosphere.”

Prof Corinne Le Quéré, of the University of East Anglia, said she was not surprised by the new
record levels of greenhouse gases. “But I am very concerned that all three gases most
responsible for climate change are rising upwards unabated. It seems the urgency and extent of
the actions needed to address climate change have not sunk in.

“Low-carbon technologies like wind, solar, and electric transport need to become mainstream,
with old-fashioned polluting fossils pushed out rapidly.”

Efforts to cut emissions are increasing and on Wednesday the UN’s climate change body
published a report on the commitments made in 2018. It found 9,000 cities in 128 countries
were taking action, along with 240 states and regions in 40 countries and more than 6,000
businesses in 120 countries.

Patricia Espinosa, head of the UN framework convention on climate change, said: “On one
hand, greenhouse gas emissions have yet to peak and countries struggle to maintain the
concentrated attention and effort needed for a successful response to climate change. On the
other hand, climate action is occurring, it is increasing and there is a will to do more. I highlight
this because falling into despair and hopelessness is a danger equal to complacency, none of
which we can afford.”


https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/may/16/mysterious-rise-in-banned-ozone-destroying-chemical-shocks-scientists
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/may/16/mysterious-rise-in-banned-ozone-destroying-chemical-shocks-scientists
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/jul/09/mysterious-source-of-illegal-ozone-killing-emissions-revealed-say-investigators
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/oct/08/global-warming-must-not-exceed-15c-warns-landmark-un-report
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/GCA_Yearbook2018.pdf

@®. This article was corrected on 22 November 2018. An earlier version said that at an average of
405.5 parts per million CO, levels in recent times were two-and-a-half times higher than before
the industrial revolution, and that methane levels were 3.5 times higher. Nitrous oxide levels
were said to be at more than double pre-industrial levels.

$375,648

contributed

$1,000,000

our goal . .

In these critical times ...

... help us protect independent journalism at a time when factual, trustworthy reporting is
under threat by making a year-end gift to support The Guardian. We’re asking our US readers to
help us raise one million dollars by the new year so that we can report on the stories that
matter in 2019. Small or big, every contribution you give will help us reach our goal.

The Guardian’s editorial independence means that we can pursue difficult investigations,
challenging the powerful and holding them to account. No one edits our editor and no one
steers our opinion.

In 2018, The Guardian broke the story of Cambridge Analytica’s Facebook data breach; we
recorded the human fallout from family separations; we charted the rise of the far right, and
documented the growing impact of gun violence on Americans’ lives. We reported daily on
climate change as a matter of urgent priority. It was readers’ support that made this work
possible.

As 2019 approaches, we would like to ask for your ongoing support. In an era of disinformation
campaigns and partisan bots, trustworthy news sources that sort facts from lies are under
threat like never before. Unlike many others we haven’t put up a paywall - we want to keep The
Guardian’s reporting open to everyone, regardless of what they can afford. But we depend on
voluntary contributions from readers.

We’re in this together - with your support we can keep exposing the truth. We hope to pass our
goal by early January 2019. We want to say a huge thank you to everyone who has supported
The Guardian so far.

Please invest in our independent journalism today by making a year-end gift.

Support The Guardian

Topics

e Greenhouse gas emissions
e Climate change
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Emissions Gap Report

The goal of the Paris Agreement on climate
change, as agreed at the Conference of the
Parties in 2015, is to keep global temperature rise
this century to well below 2 degrees Celsius
above pre-industrial levels. It also calls for efforts
to limit the temperature increase even further to
1.5 degrees Celsius.

The annual UN Environment Emissions Gap

Report presents an assessment of current

national mitigation efforts and the ambitions
countries have presented in their Nationally Determined Contributions, which
form the foundation of the Paris Agreement.

What’s new in this year’s report?

Update on global emissions

This year, the Emissions Gap Report includes an assessment of the emissions
associated with the Nationally Determined Contributions and current policies of
each of the G20 members, including the European Union. This is in addition to
presenting an update on global greenhouse gas emissions and national actions
to meet the earlier Cancun pledges.

Update on emissions gap

The Report features new information on the ‘emissions gap’, which is the gap
between where we are likely to be and where we need to be. It takes into



account the latest scientific information, including the IPCC Special Report on
1.5°C.

ays to bridge the emissions gap

Every year, the report also features ways to bridge the still existing emissions
gap. This year these topics are fiscal policy, the role of innovation, the role of
non-state and subnational action and ways to increase the ambition of the
Nationally Determined Contributions. The report has been prepared by an

international team of leading scientists, assessing all available information.
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Unexpected Increases in Global Emissions of CFC-11

Atmospheric CFC-11 Global Trends

CFC-11 Annual Emissions and Production
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Modelling results lead to the
robust conclusion that these
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Measurements of the atmospheric abundance of the
chlorofluorocarbon CFC-11, a potent greenhouse gas (GHG)
and a stratospheric ozone-depleting substance (ODS)
regulated under the Montreal Protocol on Substances
that Deplete the Ozone Layer, show that since 2012 its rate
of decline has slowed to roughly two thirds of its rate of
decline during the preceding decade [1, 2]. The most likely
cause of this slowing is increased emissions associated
with production of CFC-11 in eastern Asia. This discovery
illustrates the importance of long-term measurements of
atmospheric composition, such as are carried out under
the auspices of the Global Atmosphere Watch (GAW)
Programme of WMO, in providing effective support and
additional constraints for emissions-control legislation.

The Montreal Protocol was designed to protect the
stratospheric ozone layer by restricting the production
of ODSs such as CFCs. As a consequence, CFC-11
(trichlorofluoromethane, or CCI,F) production reported
under the Montreal Protocol declined to zero by 2010.
As CFC-11 was phased out, its atmospheric abundance
peaked in the early 1990s and then declined in a manner
largely consistent with declining production combined
with residual emissions of CFC-11 gradually escaping
from stored “banks” in existing products and equipment.

Atmospheric measurements of CFC-11 made by independent
global networks show that since 2012 the rate of decrease in
atmospheric CFC-11 has slowed to roughly two thirds of the
rate that was observed between 2002 and 2012 [1, 2]. These
global trends are shown in the left graph of the figure for

2005 2010
Year

changes are predominately
related to increased CFC-11
emissions rather than to other
possible causes such as changing atmospheric transport.
This conclusion is supported by recent increases in
the northern to southern hemisphere difference in
atmospheric concentration levels. Correlations between
elevated abundances of CFC-11 and other measured
gases further suggest that these increases originate from
emissions in eastern Asia [1].

Separate CFC-11 emission trends resulting from
model calculations taken from the 2018 WMO ozone
assessment [2], based on data from each of the global
measurement networks AGAGE (black) and NOAA (red),
are shown in the graph on the right of the figure. They
are contrasted to CFC-11 production as reported under
the Montreal Protocol (green). These results show a
levelling off of CFC-11 emissions around 2005, followed
by an emission increase of about 15% after 2012.
Emission scenario projections for the years 2006 and
2012 based on atmospheric data, reported production
and releases from banks are shown as dots and dashes
(grey), respectively.

This work demonstrates the importance of long-term
measurements of atmospheric composition, such
as are carried out under the auspices of the GAW
Programme, in providing observation-based information
to support national emission inventories, especially in
the context of agreements to address anthropogenic
climate change, as well as for the recovery of the
stratospheric ozone layer.
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Figure 1. Atmospheric radiative forcing, relative to 1750, of

LLGHGSs and the 2017 update of the NOAA AGGI [4]

Table 1. Global annual surface mean abundances (2017)
and trends of key GHGs from the WMO GAW global GHG
observational network. Units are dry-air mole fractions,
uncertainties are 68% confidence limits [5], and the
averaging method is described in [7]. The numbers of
stations used for the analyses are 129 for CO,, 126 for

CH, and 96 for N, 0.

I N N
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ppm ppb
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M 1469 2579
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2016-2017 absolute
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?016—2017 relative 0.55% 0.38%
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0.27%
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Assuming a pre-industrial mole fraction of 278 ppm for

Executive summary

The latest analysis of observations from the WMO GAW
Programme shows that globally averaged surface mole
fractions(V calculated from this in situ network for carbon
dioxide (CO,), methane (CH,) and nitrous oxide (N,O) reached
new highs in 2017, with CO, at 405.5 + 0.1 ppm(?, CH, at
1859 + 2 ppb® and N,O at 329.9 + 0.1 ppb. These values
constitute, respectively, 146%, 257% and 122% of pre-
industrial (before 1750) levels. The increase in CO, from 2016
to 2017 was smaller than that observed from 2015 to 2016
and practically equal to the average growth rate over the
last decade. The influence of the El Nino event that peaked
in 2015 and 2016 and contributed to the increased growth
rate during that period sharply declined in 2017. For CH,, the
increase from 2016 to 2017 was lower than that observed
from 2015 to 2016 but practically equal to the average over
the last decade. For N,O, the increase from 2016 to 2017 was
higher than that observed from 2015 to 2016 and practically
equal to the average growth rate over the past 10 years.
The NOAA Annual Greenhouse Gas Index (AGGI) [4] shows
that from 1990 to 2017 radiative forcing by long-lived GHGs
(LLGHGS) increased by 41%, with CO, accounting for about
82% of this increase.

Overview of the GAW in situ network observations
for 2017

This fourteenth WMO Greenhouse Gas Bulletin reports
atmospheric abundances and rates of change of the most
important LLGHGs - CO,, CH, and N,O - and provides a
summary of the contributions of other gases. These three,
together with CFC-12 and CFC-11, account for approximately
96%¥ of radiative forcing due to LLGHGs (Figure 1).

The GAW Programme (http://www.wmo.int/gaw) coordinates
systematic observations and analysis of GHGs and other
trace species. Sites where GHGs have been measured in
the last decade are shown in Figure 2. Measurement data
are reported by participating countries and archived and
distributed by the WMO World Data Centre for Greenhouse
Gases (WDCGQG) at the Japan Meteorological Agency.

The results reported here by WDCGG for the global average
and growth rate are slightly different from results reported
by NOAA for the same years [6] due to differences in the

Figure 2. The GAW global network
for CO, in the last decade.

¢ Ground-based Aircraft

4 Ship —|— GHG comparison sites

The network for CH, is similar.
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Figure 3. Increase in 2017 in global radiative forcing since
pre-industrial times resulting from increased atmospheric
burden of the most important LLGHGs, expressed in W m2and
relative to the total increase from all GHGs of 3.062 W m-2 [4].

stations used, differences in the averaging procedure and
a slightly different time period for which the numbers are
representative. WDCGG follows the procedure described
in detail in [7].

Table 1 provides globally averaged atmospheric abundances
of the three major LLGHGs in 2017 and changes in their
abundances since 2016 and 1750. Data from mobile
stations (blue triangles and orange diamonds in Figure 2),

with the exception of NOAA sampling in the eastern
Pacific, are not used for this global analysis.

The three GHGs shown in Table 1 are closely linked to
anthropogenic activities and also interact strongly with
the biosphere and the oceans. Predicting the evolution
of the atmospheric content of GHGs requires quantitative
understanding of their many sources, sinks and chemical
transformations in the atmosphere. Observations from
GAW provide invaluable constraints on the budgets of these
and other LLGHGSs, and they are used to support emission
inventories preparation and evaluate satellite retrievals of
LLGHG column averages. The Integrated Global Greenhouse
Gas Information System (IG3IS), promoted by WMO, provides
further insights on the sources of GHGs on the national and
sub-national level. Some examples of the information that
is delivered by the IG3IS projects can be found in the central
insert of this Bulletin.

The NOAA AGGI [4] in 2017 was 1.41, representing a 41%
increase in total radiative forcing'¥ by all LLGHGs since
1990 and a 1.6% increase from 2016 to 2017 (Figure 1). The
total radiative forcing by all LLGHGs in 2017 (3.062 W m™2)
corresponds to an equivalent CO, mole fraction of 493 ppm [4].
Relative contributions of the other gases in the total radiative
forcing since pre-industrial time are presented in Figure 3.

Carbon dioxide

Carbon dioxide is the single most important anthropogenic
GHG in the atmosphere, contributing approximately 66% ¥
of the radiative forcing by LLGHGs. It is responsible for
approximately 82%* of the increase in radiative forcing
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Figure 4. Globally averaged CO, mole Figure 5. Globally averaged CH, mole Figure 6. Globally averaged N,O mole
fraction (a) and its growth rate (b) from fraction (a) and its growth rate (b) from fraction (a) and its growth rate (b) from
1984 to 2017. Increases in successive 1984 to 2017. Increases in successive 1984 t0 2017. Increases in successive annual
annual means are shown as the shaded annual means are shown as the shaded means are shown as the shaded columns in
columns in (b). The red line in (a) is the columns in (b). The red line in (a) is the (b). The red line in (a) is the monthly mean
monthly mean with the seasonal variation monthly mean with the seasonal variation with the seasonal variation removed; in
removed; the blue dots and line depict removed; the blue dots and line depict this plotitis overlapping with the blue dots
the monthly averages. Observations the monthly averages. Observations and line that depict the monthly averages.
from 129 stations have been used for from 126 stations have been used for Observations from 96 stations have been
this analysis. this analysis. used for this analysis.

(Continued on page 6)




ATMOSPHERIC OBSERVATIONS AND ANALYSIS
IN SUPPORT OF GHG EMISSION MITIGATION —
EXAMPLE PROJECTS OF THE GAW IG°IS PROGRAMME

2011-2013 mean CO, flux distribution in kg CO, m?yr"
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Figure 8. Geographic distribution of land-to-air CO, flux, averaged
over 2011-2013 [10]. Blue and red regions indicate net carbon
uptake and release, respectively. Per-area ocean fluxes are too
small to show on this scale. Fossil fuel emissions are included
and reach up to 20 kg CO, m2yr'in a few grid cells (Auckland
area). The colour scale is capped to focus on natural fluxes.
Inset: annual mean inverse model results [12] compared to the
National Greenhouse Gas Inventory Report.

1. Atmospheric measurements reveal strong forest
carbon sink in New Zealand

By Sara Mikaloff-Fletcher (National Institute of Water and
Atmospheric Research Ltd, New Zealand) and Jocelyn
Turnbull (GNS Science, New Zealand)

Net CO, uptake from land use, land-use change and forestry
currently offsets approximately 30% of New Zealand’s
GHG emissions [10]. These land carbon sinks played a
key role in meeting New Zealand’s past GHG emission
targets under the United Nations Framework Convention
on Climate Change (UNFCCC), and they are expected to be
a major component of the nation’s strategy for future GHG
mitigation. New Zealand’s National Inventory Report (NIR)
estimates forest carbon uptake based on tree diameter
and height measurements at a national network of study
sites, and allometric equations that infer carbon mass from
these measurements. This approach, which is required by
current Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)
guidelines [11], has substantial uncertainty.

Atmospheric CO, observations and inverse model
simulations [12], illustrated in Figure 8, suggest that New

Zealand's forest carbon sink may far exceed estimates from
the NIR [10] and land process models [12]. Furthermore, the
atmospheric observations reveal significant interannual
variability that is not detected by the NIR methodology. This
study combined in situ observations of atmospheric CO, at a
network of sites with a high-resolution atmospheric model.
The spatial pattern of the sink suggests that much of this
missing carbon uptake occurs in Fiordland, a high rainfall
region dominated by indigenous forests. The research team
of New Zealand is launching a new research programme to
further evaluate the processes that drive this sink. Through
close engagement with users in the carbon accounting,
land management and policy communities, this nationally
funded programme will support the IG3IS mission to provide
a bridge between science and policy for GHG monitoring
and emission estimation.

2. Use of atmospheric observations of greenhouse
gases to inform the United Kingdom national
inventory

By Alistair Manning (UK Met Office)

To support the emission estimates that follow the IPCC
protocol (“bottom-up”) [11] and are reported annually
to UNFCCC, the United Kingdom uses a completely
independent method (“top-down”) [13] for informing on its
GHG emission estimates. The method uses a combination
of atmospheric observations and modelling, and the results
are also reported annually in the United Kingdom National
Inventory Report to UNFCCC. Significant differences in
the emissions estimated utilizing the two approaches are
used by the United Kingdom Government Department of
Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (BEIS) to identify
areas worthy of further investigation.

Bilsdale
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Edinburgh
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Dublin
London
Cardiff
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Figure 9. United Kingdom-funded DECC network of
observation sites
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Figure 10. United Kingdom emission estimates of HFC-134a.
Inventory estimates from two reporting years compared
against top-down (InTEM) estimates.

In 2012, BEIS invested in a network of observation sites
(Figure 9) called the UK Deriving Emissions related to Climate
Change (DECC) network [14]. These are primarily tall-tower
telecommunication masts equipped with state-of-the-art
observation equipment measuring CO,, CH,, N,O, HFCs,
perfluorocarbons, SF; and nitrogen trifluoride (NF;) to high
precision and quality.

A recent example of how the top-down approach has been
used to inform the bottom-up estimate is demonstrated in
Figure 10. The country’s 2015 bottom-up estimate for HFC-134a
is shown in the figure as the light blue bars with an estimated
uncertainty of 8%. The top-down estimate was consistently
approximately 50% of this value throughout the time series
from 1994, when the observations started, until 2013, the
last year of that inventory. This result, and the subsequent
work undertaken [15], motivated BEIS to investigate this
further and an industry expert partly revised the United
Kingdom HFC-134a inventory estimates.

The result of the revised bottom-up estimate is shown in
Figure 10 as black bars — it has moved to be considerably
nearer to the top-down estimates. The remaining
discrepancy is believed to arise from the use of assumption
on a refill rate.
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3. Oil and gas methane emissions in
Alberta, Canada: Collecting policy-relevant
atmospheric data

By Daniel Zavala-Araiza (Environmental Defense Fund,
United States of America)

The oil and gas sector in Canada accounts for roughly half of
total CH, emissions in the national inventory [16]. The federal
government recently announced regulations that support the
goal of a 40-45% reduction of CH, emissions from the oil and
gas system below 2012 levels by the year 2025 [17].

For emission reduction goals and policies to be realistically
achieved, knowledge of the current emissions baseline as
well as the characteristics of the major emitting sources is
a necessary condition. Therefore, a multi-scale campaign,
targeting oil and gas production regions in Alberta was
conducted in the fall of 2016 [18-20] and the data were used
to estimate the emissions (mass balance approach). These
top-down estimates were then compared with spatially
explicit, region-specific inventories and industry-reported
emissions. In addition, ground-based mobile (downwind,
site-wide characterization using dual tracer release and
Gaussian dispersion modelling) measurements allowed
the characterization of the emission distributions and major
sources of emissions (see Figure 11a).

In the Lloydminster region of Alberta, the major source of
emissions is related to direct venting of methane to the
atmosphere from the production casing. The results based on
atmospheric observations suggest that emissions are three
to five times greater than inventories. This large discrepancy
is particularly relevant in the context of proposed regulations
and emission reduction policies in Canada. If these results
are conservatively extrapolated to the larger population of
similar sites in Alberta, actual methane emissions from oil and
gas production in the province are likely to be 25-50% higher
as illustrated in Figure 11b.

All the references in this section can be accessed in the extended
version online at: http://www.wmo.int/pages/prog/arep/gaw/
ghg/ghg-bulletin14.html.
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Figure 11. (a) Sampling region near Lloydminster, Alberta. The red box illustrates the source envelope where the aircraft took measurements.
Purple dots inside the box represent active oil wells. (b) Comparison between measured CH, emissions and “bottom-up” estimates

based on inventory and industry reports.



over the past decade and over the past five years.
The pre-industrial level of 278 ppm represented a balance
of fluxes among the atmosphere, the oceans and the land
biosphere. Atmospheric CO, reached 146% of the pre-
industrial level in 2017, primarily because of emissions
from combustion of fossil fuels and cement production
(the sum of CO, emissions was 9.9 + 0.5 PgC®® in 2016 [8]),
deforestation and other land-use change (1.3 = 0.7 PgC
average for 2007-2016). Of the total emissions from human
activities during the period 2007-2016, approximately 44%
accumulated in the atmosphere, 22% in the ocean and
28% on land; the unattributed budget imbalance is 5% [8].
The portion of CO, emitted by fossil fuel combustion that
remains in the atmosphere (airborne fraction), varies inter-
annually due to the high natural variability of CO, sinks
without a confirmed global trend.

The globally averaged CO, mole fraction in 2017 was
405.5 + 0.1 ppm (Figure 4). The increase in annual means
from 2016 to 2017, 2.2 ppm, is smaller than the increase
from 2015 to 2016 (3.2 ppm) and practically equal to the
average growth rate for the past decade (2.24 ppm yr).
The higher growth rates in 2016 and 2015, in comparison
with the years before 2016 and the increase from 2016 to
2017, are due in part to increased natural emissions of CO,
related to the most recent El Nino event, as explained in the
twelfth edition of this Bulletin.

Methane

Methane contributes approximately 17%# of the radiative
forcing by LLGHGSs. Approximately 40% of methane is emitted
into the atmosphere by natural sources (e.g., wetlands and
termites), and about 60% comes from anthropogenic sources
(e.g., ruminants, rice agriculture, fossil fuel exploitation,
landfills and biomass burning). Atmospheric CH, reached
257% of the pre-industrial level (approximately 722 ppb)
due to increased emissions from anthropogenic sources.
Globally averaged CH, calculated from in situ observations
reached a new high of 1859 + 2 ppb in 2017, an increase
of 7 ppb with respect to the previous year (Figure 5). This
increase is lower than the increase from 2015 to 2016 but
practically equal to the average annual increase over the
past decade. The mean annual increase of CH, decreased
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from approximately 12 ppb yr' during the late 1980s to
near zero during 1999-2006. Since 2007, atmospheric
CH, has been increasing again. Studies using GAW CH,
measurements indicate that increased CH, emissions from
wetlands in the tropics and from anthropogenic sources at
mid-latitudes of the northern hemisphere are likely causes
of this recent increase.

Nitrous oxide

Nitrous oxide contributes approximately 6%4 of the
radiative forcing by LLGHGs. It is the third most important
individual contributor to the combined forcing. N,O is
emitted into the atmosphere from both natural (about 60%)
and anthropogenic sources (approximately 40%), including
oceans, soils, biomass burning, fertilizer use and various
industrial processes. The globally averaged N,O mole fraction
in 2017 reached 329.9 + 0.1 ppb, which is 0.9 ppb above the
previous year (Figure 6) and 122% of the pre-industrial level
(270 ppb). The annual increase from 2016 to 2017 is higher
than the increase from 2015 to 2016 and practically equal to
the mean growth rate over the past 10 years (0.93 ppb yr?).
The likely causes of N,O increase in the atmosphere are
an increased use of fertilizers in agriculture and increased
release of N,O from soils due to an excess of atmospheric
nitrogen deposition related to air pollution.

Other greenhouse gases

Sulphur hexafluoride (SFy) is a potent LLGHG. It is produced
by the chemical industry, mainly as an electrical insulator
in power distribution equipment. Its current mole fraction
is more than twice the level observed in the mid-1990s
(Figure 7a). The stratospheric ozone-depleting CFCs, together
with minor halogenated gases, contribute approximately
11%¥ of the radiative forcing by LLGHGs. While CFCs and
most halons are decreasing, some hydrochlorofluorocarbons
(HCFCs) and hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), which are also
potent GHGs, are increasing at relatively rapid rates, although
they are still low in abundance (at ppt'® levels).

This Bulletin primarily addresses LLGHGs. Relatively
short-lived tropospheric ozone [9] has a radiative forcing
comparable to that of the halocarbons. Many other pollutants,
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Figure 7. Monthly mean mole fractions of SF, and the most important halocarbons: (a) SF, and lower mole fractions of halocarbons
and (b) higher halocarbon mole fractions. The numbers of stations used for the analyses are as follows: SF (85), CFC-11 (23), CFC-12
(25), CFC-113 (21), CCl, (21), CH,CClI, (24), HCFC-141b (9), HCFC-142b (14), HCFC-22 (13), HFC-134a (10), HFC-152a (9).



such as carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides and volatile
organic compounds, although not referred to as GHGs,
have small direct or indirect effects on radiative forcing.
Aerosols (suspended particulate matter) are short-lived
substances that alter the radiation budget. All gases
mentioned herein, as well as aerosols, are monitored by
the GAW Programme, with support from WMO Members
and contributing networks.
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Contacts

Fifty-three WMO Members have contributed CO, and
other GHG data to WDCGG. Approximately 41% of the
measurement records submitted to WDCGG were obtained
at sites of the NOAA Earth System Research Laboratory
cooperative air-sampling network. For other networks
and stations, see GAW Report No. 229. AGAGE also
contributed observations to this Bulletin. Furthermore,
the GAW observational stations that contributed data to
this Bulletin, shown in Figure 2, are included in the list
of contributors on the WDCGG web page (https://gaw.
kishou.go.jp/). They are also described in the GAW Station
Information System (https://gawsis.meteoswiss.ch/)
supported by MeteoSwiss.
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Selected greenhouse gas observatories

The Integrated Carbon Observation System (ICOS) atmosphere network

The ICOS atmosphere station
network: yellow dots are combined
atmosphere/ecosystem stations, red
dots only observe the atmosphere.
Not shown are the stations in French
Guyana, La Reunion and Cabo Verde.
Some example stations are: Pallas
(Finland), Jungfraujoch (Switzerland),
Svartberget (Sweden), Lampedusa
(Italy).

Konsta Punkka and Alcide di Sarra

Since mid-2018, the European atmosphere station network of the ICOS Research Infrastructure (https:/www.icos-ri.eu) is
a GAW-contributing network consisting of 33 stations (of which 22 are tall towers). Many ICOS atmosphere stations
have already been in operation a long time, but ICOS has now also been extended into new regions and with new
sites. ICOS has developed community-defined standardized measurement designs and protocols that for atmospheric
GHG observations build and extend upon the WMO recommendations with regards to compatibility, calibration
to WMO mole fraction scales and transparency of the data lifecycle. All ICOS stations have to meet the agreed
standards. All data are processed by the ICOS Atmosphere Thematic Centre and checked and annotated on a daily
basis by the responsible station managers. The Central Analytical Laboratories perform analyses of flask samples,
e.g. for *CO, radiocarbon detection of fossil fuel emissions, and provide all stations with WMO scale calibrated
working standards. All fully quality-controlled ICOS atmosphere data are published as open data through the ICOS
Carbon Portal (https://data.icos-cp.eu/portal) and are updated currently about twice per year. Near-real-time data,
utilizing automatic quality control, are published with a maximum delay of one day from the time of the last final
full quality-controlled release onwards. The atmospheric data will also be accessible through WDCGG, are part of
the regular updates of the NOAA Obspack data products, and are delivered on a daily basis to the COPERNICUS
services (http://www.copernicus.eu/main/overview).

Research vessel | (RVI) Investigator, the first mobile station in the GAW network

The RV Investigator of the Australian Marine National Facility has two dedicated atmospheric sampling laboratories
providing continuous, high-quality, in situ measurements of CO,, CH, and N,O along with other important trace
gases such as carbon monoxide, tropospheric

ozone and radon. A wide range of aerosol and

meteorological parameters are also measured. In

2018, the Investigator became the first mobile station

in the GAW network.

The Investigator sails 300 days a year in the waters around
Australia, voyaging from the Equator to the Antarctic ice
edge, perpetually collecting atmospheric composition
data from highly under-sampled parts of the atmosphere.
During its frequent voyages through the remote Southern
Ocean, this new GAW station is providing insight into the
closest analogue we have to a pristine or undisturbed
atmosphere. This new understanding is invaluable
for improving climate models.

CSIRO

JN 181749



Top 20 Largest California Wildfires

FIRE NAME (CAUSE) DATE COUNTY ACRES STRUCTURES | DEATHS
U Wnder tnestiation) Ry 2018 | pondocing Gounty & Glemn County | 409123 280 1
2 THOMAS (Under Investigation) December 2017 Ventura & Santa Barbara 281,893 1,063 2
3 CEDAR (Human Related) October 2003 San Diego 273,246 2,820 15
4 RUSH (Lightning) August 2012 Lassen 2113”%;2 (1311\&/ / 0 0
5 RIM (Human Related) August 2013 Tuolumne 257,314 112 0
6 ZACA (Human Related) July 2007 Santa Barbara 240,207 1 0
7 CARR (Human Related) July 2018 Shasta County, Trinity County 229,651 1,604 7
8 MATILIJA (Undetermined) September 1932 Ventura 220,000 0 0
9 WITCH (Powerlines) October 2007 San Diego 197,990 1,650 2
10 KLAMATH THEATER COMPLEX (Lightning) June 2008 Siskiyou 192,038 0 2
11 MARBLE CONE (Lightning) July 1977 Monterey 177,866 0 0
12 LAGUNA (POWERLINES) September 1970 San Diego 175,425 382 5
13 BASIN COMPLEX (Lightning) June 2008 Monterey 162,818 58 0
14 DAY FIRE (Human Related) September 2006 Ventura 162,702 11 0
15 STATION (Human Related) August 2009 Los Angeles 160,557 209 2
16 CAMP FIRE (Under Investigation)* November 2018 Butte 153,336 18,804 85
17 ROUGH (Lightning) July 2015 Fresno 151,623 4 0
18 MecNALLY (Human Related) July 2002 Tulare 150,696 17 0
19 STANISLAUS COMPLEX (Lightning) August 1987 Tuolumne 145,980 28 1
20 BIG BAR COMPLEX (Lightning) August 1999 Trinity 140,948 0 0

* Fire totals are likely to change.

*There is no doubt that there were fires with significant acreage burned in years prior to 1932, but those records are less reliable, and this list is meant to give an overview

of the large fires in more recent times.
**This list does not include fire jurisdiction. These are the Top 20 regardless of whether they were state, federal, or local responsibility.
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Top 20 Deadliest California Wildfires

FIRE NAME (CAUSE) DATE COUNTY ACRES STRUCTURES DEATHS
1*  Camp Fire (Under Investigation) November 2018 Butte County 153,336 18,804 85
2 GRIFFITH PARK (Unknown) October 1933 Los Angeles 47 0 29
3 TUNNEL - Oakland Hills (Rekindle) October 1991 Alameda 1,600 2,900 25
4 TUBBS (Under Investigation) October 2017 Napa & Sonoma 36,807 5,643 22
5 CEDAR (Human Related) October 2003 San Diego 273,246 2,820 15
6 RATTLESNAKE (Arson) July 1953 Glenn 1,340 0 15
7 LOOP (Unknown) November 1966 Los Angeles 2,028 0 12
8 HAUSER CREEK (Human Related) October 1943 San Diego 13,145 0 11
9 INAJA (Human Related) November 1956 San Diego 43,904 0 11
10 IRON ALPS COMPLEX (Lightning) August 2008 Trinity 105,855 10 10
11 REDWOOD VALLEY (Under Investigation) October 2017 Mendocino 36,523 544 9
12 HARRIS (Under Investigation,) October 2007 San Diego 90,440 548 8
13 CANYON (Unknown) August 1968 Los Angeles 22,197 0 8
14 CARR (Human Related) July 2018 Shasta County, Trinity County 229,651 1,604 8
15 ATLAS (Under Investigation) October 2017 Napa & Solano 51,624 781 6
16 OLD (Human Related) October 2003 San Bernardino 91,281 1,003 6
17 DECKER (Vehicle) August 1959 Riverside 1,425 1 6
18 HACIENDA (Unknown) September 1955 Los Angeles 1,150 0 6
19 ESPERANZA (Arson) October 2006 Riverside 40,200 54 5
20 LAGUNA (Powerlines) September 1970 San Diego 175,425 382 5

* Fires are uncontained and totals are likely to change.

** Fires with the same death count are listed my most recent. Several fires have had 4 fatalties, but only the most recent are listed.
***This list does not include fire jurisdiction. These are the Top 20 regardless of whether they were state, federal, or local responsibility.

12/4/2018




Top 20 Most Destructive California Wildfires

FIRE NAME (CAUSE) DATE COUNTY ACRES STRUCTURES DEATHS
1* Camp Fire (Under Investigation) November 2018 Butte County 153,336 18,804 85
2 TUBBS (Under Investigation) October 2017 Napa & Sonoma 36,807 5,636 22
3 TUNNEL - Oakland Hills (Rekindle) October 1991 Alameda 1,600 2,900 25
4 CEDAR (Human Related) October 2003 San Diego 273,246 2,820 15
5 VALLEY (Electrical) September 2015 Lake, Napa & Sonoma 76,067 1,955 4
6 WITCH (Powerlines) October 2007 San Diego 197,990 1,650 2
7 CARR (Human Related) July 2018 Shasta County, Trinity County 229,651 1,604 8
8 NUNS (Under Investigation,) October 2017 Sonoma 54,382 1,355 3
9 THOMAS (Under Investigation) December 2017 Ventura & Santa Barbara 281,893 1,063 2
10 OLD (Human Related) October 2003 San Bernardino 91,281 1,003 6
11 JONES (Undetermined) October 1999 Shasta 26,200 954 1
12 BUTTE (Powerlines) September 2015 Amador & Calaveras 70,868 921 2
13 ATLAS (Under Investigation) October 2017 Napa & Solano 51,624 783 6
14 PAINT (Arson) June 1990 Santa Barbara 4,900 641 1
15 FOUNTAIN (Arson) August 1992 Shasta 63,960 636 0
16 SAYRE (Misc.) November 2008 Los Angeles 11,262 604 0
17 CITY OF BERKELEY (Powerlines) September 1923 Alameda 130 584 0
18 HARRIS (Under Investigation) October 2007 San Diego 90,440 548 8
19 REDWOOD VALLEY (Under Investigation) October 2017 Mendocino 36,523 546 9
20 BEL AIR (Undetermined) November 1961 Los Angeles 6,090 484 0

* Fires are uncontained and totals are likely to change.
**'Structures" include homes, outbuildings (barns, garages, sheds, etc) and commercial properties destroyed.
***Thig list does not include fire jurisdiction. These are the Top 20 regardless of whether they were state, federal, or local responsibility.
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Executive Summary

In 2008, the California Legislature passed the Sustainable Communities and Climate
Protection Act of 2008, Senate Bill (SB) 375 as a first-of-its-kind law to recognize the
critical role of integrated transportation, land use, and housing decisions to meet state
climate goals. The law requires each of California’s 18 regional Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOs) to include a new element in their long-range regional
transportation plans — a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS). In the SCS, the
MPO, in partnership with their local member agencies and the State, identifies
strategies to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from driving, which can also foster
healthier and more equitable and sustainable communities. Under SB 375, MPOs have
spent almost 10 years engaged in planning and developing SCSstailored to each
region that outline multiple benefits for public health, the environment, social justice, and
access to opportunities, if implemented.

Recognizing the importance of realizing and measuring the benefits identified through
this SB 375 planning work, in 2017, the Legislature tasked the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) with issuing a report every four years analyzing the progress made under
SB 375 pursuant to SB 150 (Allen, Chapter 646, Statutes of 2017). SB 150 tasks CARB
with preparing a report that assesses progress made toward meeting the regional

SB 375 greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets, and to include data-supported
metrics for strategies utilized to meet the targets. The report is also required to include
a discussion of best practices and challenges faced by MPOs in meeting the targets,
including the effect of state policies and funding.

This report is the first in the series that responds to that legislation and includes the
fundamental finding that California is not on track to meet greenhouse gas reductions
expected under SB 375. This finding is based on CARB’s analysis of 24 data-supported
indicators to help assess what on-the-ground change has occurred since SB 375 was
enacted related to strategies identified in SCSsto meet the targets (e.g., travel patterns,
funding for high-quality transit and making communities safe and convenient for walking
and cycling, and building homes at all income levels near jobs and other opportunities).
CARSB also includes a discussion of 68 best practices and 8 challenge areas for SCS
implementation that were identified through consultation with MPOs and other affected
stakeholders.

In addition to these required reporting elements, CARB incorporates suggestions on
ways to overcome the 8 SCS implementation challenges identified in this report. When
interviewing MPOs and affected stakeholders for this report, CARB consistently heard
concerns over the continued pervasive and longstanding disconnect between the
factors that shape regional growth and development in California — such as
transportation investment, regulatory and housing market conditions at the local,

1SB 375 (Steinberg, Chapter 728, Statutes of 2008).
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regional, and state levels — and the state’s environmental, equity, climate, health,
economic, and housing goals. While positive gains have been made to improve the
alignment of transportation, land use, and housing policies with state goals, the data
suggest that more and accelerated action is critical for public health, equity, economic,
and climate success. SB 375 focused its efforts on MPOs and initiating change in the
way planning for growth and travel occurs, but structural changes and additional work
by all levels of government are still needed to implement what regions have identified to
be needed strategies. While no single agency or level of government alone bears the
responsibility for this work; there is an important opportunity to partner across many
agencies, with regional and local government staff and elected officials, and with
communities on taking collaborative action toward better results.

CALIFORNIAISNOT ONTRACKTO MEET GREENHOUSE GAS
REDUCTIONS EXPECTEDUNDERSB 375-MORENEEDSTO BEDONE

A key finding of this report is that California is not on track to meet the greenhouse gas
reductions expected under SB 375 for 2020, with emissions from statewide passenger
vehicle travel per capita increasing and going in the wrong direction as shown in the

figure below.

Statewide COz and Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Per Capita Trend with
Respect to Anticipated Performance of Current SB 375 SCSs?
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Source: CDTFA, U.S.EIA, U.S.EPA, CARB

2 COzand VMT calculated based on California Department of Tax and Fee Administration (CDTFA) gasoline fuel
sales data.
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While overall, California has hit its 2020 climate target ahead of schedule due to strong

performance in the energy sector, meeting future targets will require a greater

contribution from the transportation sector. With emissions from the transportation

sector continuing to rise despite increases in fuel efficiency and decreases in the carbon

content of fuel, California will not achieve the necessary greenhouse gas emissions

reductions to meet mandates for

2030 and beyond

without significant changes to how

communities and transportation

systems are planned, funded, and

built. Specifically, CARB’s 2030 at risk of not achieving the important
. 3 o

i%%%lt?gnﬁﬁgrg\?/?ﬁtgf identfies public health, equity, economic,

single-occupancy vehicle travel as mobility, housing, and other benefits

?aer;i%i%op:fctiﬁ éT(fWStateW'de that SB 375 SCSs are expected to

1990 level emissions by 2030. deliver.

Even more will be needed to

achieve Governor Brown's new

carbon neutrality goal by 2045.4

Lack of progress to date puts California

This lack of progress to date also puts California at risk of not achieving the important
public health, equity, economic, mobility, housing, and other benefits that SB 375 SCSs
are expected to deliver. The vision for how a region will grow, as embodied in the
SCSs, and whether those visions ultimately are implemented will shape the daily lives of
Californians both today and for generations to come.

Historic patterns of growth continue to shape the state today. While California has
grown to be the fifth largest economy in the world, with world-class cities and thriving
communities, its residents, in search of an affordable place to live, and with insufficient
transportation options, are too often left with little choice but to spend significant time
and money driving from place to place. The way we grow also imposes and often
reinforces long-standing racial and economic injustices by placing a disproportionate
burden on low-income residents, who end up paying the highest proportion of their
wages for housing and commuting. These residents also often live in communities with
the most health impacts from lack of active transportation infrastructure and
transportation pollution. The greatest burden of health impacts in the state are from

3 California Air Resources Board. November 2017. California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan: The Strategy for
Achieving California’s 2030 Greenhouse Gas Target. Retrieved from
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scoping plan 2017.pdf.

4 Executive Order B-55-18. September 2018. https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/9.10.18-
Executive-Order.pdf.
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chronic diseases related to lack of physical activity, which would be significantly
improved by more walking, cycling, and public transit use.>®.”

In this way, growth patterns have a profound impact on both the health of individuals
and the environment. Where jobs are located and homes are built, and what roads,
bike lanes, and transit connect them, create the fabric of life. How regions grow impacts
where people can afford to live, how long it takes to get to work, how people travel, who
has easy access to well-paying jobs and educational opportunities, the air people
breathe, whether itis easy to spend time outdoors and with friends, social cohesion and
civic engagement, and ultimately, how long people live.

CHALLENGESINMEETING SB375 TARGETS AND WAYSTO OVERCOME
THOSE CHALLENGES

California — at the state, regional, and local levels — has not yet gone far enough in
making the systemic and structural changes to how we build and invest in communities
that are needed to meet state climate goals. To meet the potential of SB 375 will
require state, regional, and local agency staff and elected officials to make more
significant changes across multiple systems that address the interconnected
relationship of land use, housing, economic and workforce development, transportation
investments, and travel choices.

Some positive changes have already occurred. Over the last decade, efforts have been
made to better align state climate and transportation funding with sustainable
communities goals. This includes implementation of a number of transportation and
sustainable communities focused California Climate Investments programs funded with
cap-and-trade auction proceeds. It also includes gains in statewide transit and rail
investment, which has risen, both for operations and capital, through investments in
high-speed rail, Road Repair and Accountability Actof 2017 (SB 1) transit funding, and
some recent local measures with transit components. At the regional level,
transportation investment plans are showing more funding for walking and cycling in
some regions, as well as some shift within road expenditures toward road maintenance
over road expansion and toward managed or high-occupancy vehicle lanes over
general-purpose lanes.

Yet many challenges continue to impede the changes that will be needed to meet the
targets. For example, the portion of commuters driving alone to work instead of

5 California Department of Public Health. 2013. The Burden of Chronic Disease and Injury. Retrieved from:
https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CCDPHP/DCDIC/CDCB/CDPH%20Document%2oLibrary/BurdenR eportos-

04-13 ADA.pdf.

6 See also the National Center for Health Statistics’ “Stats of the State of California” data available at:
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/pressroom/states/california/california.htm.

7 California Department of Public Health. August 2017. Increasing Walking, Cycling, and Transit: Improving
Californians’ Health, Saving Costs, and Reducing Greenhouse Gases. 2017. Retrieved from:
https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/OHE/CDPH%20Docum ent%2oLibrary/Maizlish-2016-Increasin g-Walking-
Cycling-Transit-Technical-Report-rev8-17-AD A.pdf.
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