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1. Introduction 

1.1 Project Overview 
This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared pursuant to requirements of 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines to evaluate 
the environmental consequences of the development project proposed by La Floresta 
LLC, as summarized in the following paragraphs and described in detail in the Draft EIR.  

La Floresta LLC has submitted applications to the City of Brea to permit development 
on two non-contiguous sites. Those sites are referred to in this document as the La 
Floresta Village Site, which is 119.0 acres in size, and the Birch Hills Site, which is 91.3 
acres in size. The La Floresta Village Site is bounded by Imperial Highway (State Route 
90) on the south, Valencia Avenue (State Route 142) on the west, and Rose Drive on the 
north and east. The La Floresta Village Site is the former location of the UNOCAL Hartley 
Research Center. The Birch Hills Site is located on the south side of Birch Street at the 
intersection of Kraemer Boulevard. It is currently occupied by the Birch Hills Golf Course, 
which contains 18 holes on rolling topography and is operated by Birch/Kraemer LLC, 
which is leased to Imperial Golf Course.  

With a minor increase in the unit count in Planning Area 9, the proposed development 
on the La Floresta Village Site totals 1,110 residential units, including portions devoted to 
senior housing and live/work housing over commercial use, 156,800 square feet of 
mixed-use commercial, and 53.27 acres devoted to an active adult recreation center 
for project residents. (Section 2.0 beginning on page 5 describes the modification to 
PA-9 and potential changes in environmental impacts.) 

The Birch Hills Site is proposed for 75.60 acres of open space, a community facility with a 
clubhouse located in the open space portion of the site, and 247 high-density 
residential dwellings, including a portion devoted exclusively to “workforce” housing. 
The proposed project also includes construction of regional recreational trails on both 
sites. Section 4.0 – Project Description contained in the Draft EIR, provides an expanded 
discussion of the proposed project characteristics, statistical information, and graphic 
illustrations of all aspects of the development proposals.  

Discretionary entitlement actions requested by the project proponent include the 
following: 

• General Plan Amendment: A General Plan Amendment is necessary to 
amend the current designation on the Birch Hills Site from the Birch Hills 
Specific Plan to the appropriate land use designations. 

• Specific Plan Amendment: A Specific Plan Amendment is necessary to 
amend the Birch Hills Specific Plan to remove the Birch Hills Site from the 
document. 
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• Approval of Development Agreement: A Development Agreement is 
proposed to implement transfer of the Birch Hills Golf Course to the City and 
to implement design guidelines and development standards on both sites. 

• Approval of Zone Changes: New High Density Residential (R3) and Public 
Facility (PF) zoning designations for the Birch Hills Site are necessary to reflect 
the appropriate zoning for the proposed Birch Hills project. 

• Tentative Tract Maps #16933 and #16934: Tentative Tract Maps are proposed 
to be approved concurrent with the Development Agreement and Zone 
Change actions for both sites. 

• Precise Development Plans: Precise Development Plans will require additional 
subsequent discretionary actions by the City Development Services 
Department or the Planning Commission for each of the 12 Planning Areas in 
the La Floresta Development l Proposal. (Planning Areas 1 through 11 are 
located in the La Floresta Village Development, and Planning Area 12 is 
located in the Birch Hills Development.)  

• Conditional Use Permit: A Conditional Use Permit is required for the Assisted 
Living Facility proposed for Planning Area 9 on the La Floresta Village Site. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR 06-01 or DEIR) was made available for 
public review and comment pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Guidelines (§15087(c)). The public review period lasted from December 8, 2006 through 
January 22, 2007. Copies of the DEIR were made available for public review at the City 
of Brea Development Services Department offices and public libraries in the City of 
Brea. A Notice of Availability (NOA) of the DEIR was published in the Brea Star Progress 
on November 16 and December 14, 2006. A Notice of Completion (NOC) was filed at 
the County Clerk’s office on December 6, 2006, and copies of the NOC and the DEIR 
were distributed to public agency personnel and other interested parties as shown in 
the list contained in Section 2.1 of this Final EIR. Additionally, the DEIR was distributed to 
responsible and interested state agencies through the State Clearinghouse as listed 
below. Also in accordance with CEQA Guidelines, the Lead Agency has distributed 
Responses to Comments to all commenters. 

During the review period, comments were received on the DEIR from responsible and 
affected agencies, as well as the general public. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines, 
§15087(a), the Lead Agency has evaluated comments on environmental issues 
received from persons who reviewed the DEIR and has prepared a written response. A 
total of 33 comment letters were received. These comment letters and the City's 
responses are presented in Section 3.3 (beginning on page 10) of this Draft Final EIR. This 
document also contains errata corrections to the DEIR and a draft Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting Program. 

A Final EIR will be published upon EIR certification. Documents identified below will 
comprise the Final Certified EIR. 

1. La Floresta Development Proposal Draft Environmental Impact Report (SCH # 
2005121093), December 4, 2006. 
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2. Volume I – Appendices A through E, and G through J, to the Draft EIR, 
December 4, 2006; 

3. Volume II - Appendix F to the Draft EIR, December 4, 2006;  

4. La Floresta Development Proposal Draft Final Environmental Impact Report, 
including: 

 Responses To Comments, September 2007; 

 Errata Corrections to the Draft EIR, September 2007; and  

 Draft Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the La Floresta 
Development Proposal, August 4, 2008. 

1.2 Environmental Significance 
The Draft EIR determined that the following impact areas would have unavoidable and 
significant effects with full implementation of the La Floresta Development Proposal:  

• Project-specific construction-related and long-term air pollutant emissions 
from mobile sources as well as cumulatively significant air quality impacts 
from the same activities.  

Changes proposed in Planning Area 9 of the La Floresta Village development do not 
alter these conclusions, as described in Section 2.2 (page 5). 

1.3 Findings 
CEQA requires that the Lead Agency adopt specific findings prior to approving a 
project for which an EIR was prepared that identified potentially significant impacts on 
the environment. The Lead Agency must identify significant impacts, present facts 
supporting the conclusions reached in the analysis, make one or more of three specific 
findings for each impact, and explain the reasoning behind the agency's findings. 
These findings are presented under separate cover in the “Findings and Statement of 
Facts in Support of Findings.” 

If a project has unavoidable adverse impacts, the Lead Agency must set forth its 
specific reasoning by which the project's benefits justify its approval despite the adverse 
impacts. These findings are presented under separate cover in a “Statement of 
Overriding Considerations.” 

If the City of Brea chooses to approve the project, it must first certify the EIR. 
Certification consists of the City's determination that the EIR has been completed in 
compliance with CEQA and that the City’s decision makers have reviewed and 
considered the information within the EIR prior to approving the project, and that it 
reflects the City’s independent judgment and analysis. The EIR is certified by resolution. 
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2. Modifications to the Proposed Project 

2.1 Proposed Changes in Planning Area 9, La Floresta Village 
Since the release of the Draft EIR on December 4, 2006, the applicant has adjusted the 
unit mix of Planning Area 9 (PA-9) on the La Floresta Village site (which is devoted to 
senior living units), and increased the number of units by 22, to a total of 222 units. This 
adjustment stems from the applicant’s interest in providing additional assisted senior 
living units in this planning area. Initially, the applicant proposed 200 units for this 
Planning Area, offering both independent and assisted-living units. Critically, the land 
use remains the same; only the number of senior living units has been increased by 22 
units. The additional residential senior units are a result of market demand for this type of 
housing.  

This adjustment increasing the build-out for this site is considered minor and is in 
conformance with the project objectives of the La Floresta Development Proposal. The 
plan continues to propose a variety of housing types from single-family residential, 
townhomes, live/work units, active adult condos and single-family homes, and senior 
living units, with the latter providing both independent and assisted-living 
configurations. With this adjustment in PA-9, the overall development capacity for the 
La Floresta Village Site cannot exceed 1,110 residential units. 

2.2 Summary of Impacts as a Result of Project Modifications 
The addition of 22 assisted living units to PA-9 of the La Floresta Village Site would not 
materially alter the physical design of the project as it is presented in updated exhibits in 
this Draft Final EIR. See Exhibits RTC 2.0, 3.0, 3.1, and 3.2 contained in Section 5.1 
(beginning on page 259) of this Final EIR.   

No changes are anticipated in any location-specific environmental impacts described 
in the DEIR. Aspects such as building height and setbacks would not change. These 
characteristics are most pertinent to visual and aesthetics impacts on adjacent 
neighborhoods. No change in aesthetics impacts identified in the DEIR is anticipated. 

Other location-specific impacts addressed in the EIR, such as cultural resources, 
geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, and hydrology and water quality, 
would similarly not be altered by an increase of 22 units in PA-9. 

The proposed change would require slightly more on-site parking and would result in 
minor changes in peak hour traffic volumes, but total trip generation would be almost 
identical to the current project design. Table 1 presents revised land use and trip 
generation for La Floresta Village, including the proposed increase in units on PA-9. As 
shown, Average Daily Traffic would increase by 5 vehicles, with an estimated increase 
of 8 in the AM peak hour and a decrease of 26 in the PM peak hour.  

Planning Area 9 was analyzed In the DEIR as high-density residential land use. The fact 
that the area is designed only for senior units (with fewer drivers) would actually 
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generate lesser impacts than identified in the DEIR. This was done to determine a worst-
case situation and a conservative trip generation. With the proposed change/increase 
of 22 units, the impacts of this adjustment would be negligible and no changes in any 
conclusions in traffic analysis presented in the EIR are required. In order to maintain 
consistency, however, a revised trip generation table for the entire La Floresta 
Development Proposal is presented in the Errata, Section 5.1 (page 259) of this Draft 
Final EIR. 

Because the numerical change in trip generation is so minor, no changes in other 
traffic-related impacts such as air quality or noise are anticipated as a result of the 
proposed change in PA-9 build-out. Similarly, no changed in other numerically driven 
impacts such as demand for services and water supplies are anticipated. 

Table 1 
La Floresta – Revised Land Use and Trip Generation Summary 

Land Use Type Units 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

ADT In Out Total In Out Total 
3. Low/Medium Density Residential 703 DU 106 354 460 379 218 597 5,927 
5. High Density Residential 35 DU 4 14 18 14 8 22 235 
16. Mixed Use Residential 150 DU 15 62 77 60 33 93 1,008 
17. Mixed Use Commercial 156.80 TSF 174 45 219 220 298 518 5,137 
30. Public Facility – Adult Rec. Center 5.30 AC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
32. Retirement Community 222 DU 27 13 40 31 33 64 624 
Total  326 488 814 704 590 1,294 12,931 

 
La Floresta EIR  281 541 822 721 547 1,268 12,936 
Difference from EIR  -45 53 8 17 -43 -26 5 

Source: Austin-Foust, July 2008 
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3. Responses to Comments 

3.1 CEQA Guidelines Regarding Comments and Responses 
CEQA §15204 a) outlines parameters for commenting on environmental documents 
and states that the focus of review and comment of draft EIRs should be “on the 
sufficiency of the document in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the 
environment and ways in which significant effects of the project might be avoided or 
mitigated. Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional specific 
alternatives or mitigation measures that would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate 
the significant environmental effects. At the same time, reviewers should be aware that 
the adequacy of an EIR is determined in terms of what is reasonably feasible in light of 
factors such as the magnitude of the project at issue, the severity of its likely environ–
mental impacts, and the geographic scope of the project. CEQA does not require a 
lead agency to conduct every test or perform all research, study, and experimentation 
recommended or demanded by commenters. When responding to comments, lead 
agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and do not need to 
provide all information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full 
disclosure is made in the EIR.  

CEQA §15204(c) further states, “reviewers should explain the basis for their comments, 
and should submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on 
facts, or expert opinion supported by facts in support of the comments. Pursuant to 
§15064, an effect shall not be considered significant in the absence of substantial 
evidence.” Section 15204(d) also states, “each responsible agency and trustee agency 
shall focus its comments on environmental information germane to that agency’s 
statutory responsibility.” Section 15204(e) states, “this section shall not be used to restrict 
the ability of reviewers to comment on the general adequacy of a document or of the 
lead agency to reject comments not focused as recommended by this section.” 
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3.2 DEIR Distribution List 
Mr. David Doyle 
Assistant City Manager 
City of Diamond Bar 
21660 E. Copley Dr. Suite 190 
Diamond Bar, CA 91765 
 
Mr. Joel Rosen, Chief Planner 
City of Fullerton 
Development Services 
303 W. Commonwealth Ave. 
Fullerton, CA 92832 
 
Mr. Ray Pascua, Director 
City of Placentia 
Development Services 
401 E. Chapman Ave. 
Placentia, CA 92870 
 
Mr. Kurt Christiansen 
Community Development Dir. 
City of Yorba Linda 
4845 Casa Loma Ave. 
Yorba Linda, CA 92885-87114 
 
Ms. Lisa Heep 
Comm Dev Director 
City of La Habra 
201 E. La Habra Blvd. 
La Habra, CA 90631 
 
Mr. Jeff Adams, City Planner 
City of Chino Hills 
2001 Grand Ave. 
Chino Hills, CA 91709-4869 
 
Dr. Skip Roland 
Assistant Superintendent 
Brea Olinda School District 
1 Civic Center Circle 
Brea, CA 92821  
 
Mr. Daryl Koutnik,  
Impact Analysis 
Los Angeles County Dept. of 
Regional Planning 
320 West Temple St., Room 1348 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 

Ms. Joyce Crosswaite,  
Executive Officer 
LAFCO- Orange County 
12 Civic Center Plaza, Rm 235 
Santa Ana, CA 92701 
 
Mr. Thomas R. Laurin, Director 
San Bernardino Dept. of 
Community Development and 
Housing 
290 North "D" St., Sixth Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0040 
 
Environmental Manager 
Orange County Environmental 
Projects & Planning Services 
P.O. Box 4048 
Santa Ana, CA 92701-4048  
 
Wildlife Corridor Conservation 
Agency  
407 W. Imperial Highway,  
Ste. H-PMB 230 
Brea, CA 92821 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Ruth Villalobos, Chief 
P. O. Box 532711 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
 
County of Orange  
Public Facilities & Resources 
300 N. Flower Street 
Santa Ana, CA 92702 
 
Orange Co. Sanitation District 
 P.O. Box 8127 
 Fountain Valley, CA 92728-8127 
 
Office of Planning & Research 
California State Clearinghouse 
1400 10th St. 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
Santa Ana Regional Water 
 Quality Control Board 
3737 Main St., Suite 500 
Riverside, CA 92501-4130 
 

Orange County Health Services 
 Environmental Health 
1241 E. Dyer Road, Suite 120 
 Santa Ana, CA 92702 
 
Gabrielino-Tongva Tribal Council 
501 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste. 500 
Santa Monica, CA 90401-2415 
 
California Cultural Resource 
Preservation Alliance (CCRPA) 
P.O. Box 54132 
Irvine, CA 92619-4132 
 
California Dept. of Fish & Game 
San Diego Field Office 
4949 Viewridge Ave. 
San Diego, CA 92123  
 
Dept. of Parks & Recreation 
Chino Hills Section 
1879 Jackson St. 
Riverside, CA 92504 
 
Dept. of Parks & Recreation 
17801 Lake Perris Dr. 
Perris, CA 92571  
 
Dept of Transportation (Caltrans) 
337 Michelson Drive, Suite 380 
Irvine, CA 92612 
 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
Fish & Wildlife Service – 
Ecological Services 
6010 Hidden Valley Rd. 
Carlsbad, CA 92009-4213 
 
Mr Michael Bailey 
Placentia–Yorba Linda School 
District 
1301 Orangethorpe Ave. 
Placentia, CA. 92870 
 
Samuel H. Dunlap, Director 
Professional Native American 
Cultural Resource Monitors 
P. O. Box 1391 
Temecula, CA 92593 
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State agencies receiving the DEIR through State Clearinghouse distribution include: 

• Resources Agency 
• Department of Housing & Community Development 
• Department of Parks and Recreation 
• California Highway Patrol 
• Department of Toxic Substances Control 
• Caltrans, District 12 
• Department of Fish and Game, Region 5 
• Department of Water Resources 
• Department of Health Services 
• Native American Heritage Commission 
• Office of Historic Preservation 
• Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 5 
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3.3 Comments Received and Responses to Comments 
This section includes all written responses received on the DEIR and the City of Brea’s 
responses to each comment. Comment letters and specific comments are given letters 
and numbers for reference purposes. Where sections of the DEIR are excerpted in this 
document, the sections are shown indented. Changes to the DEIR text are shown in 
bold underline for additions and strikeout for deletions. The following is a list of agencies 
and persons that submitted comments on the DEIR during the public review period: 

Letter 
Reference Commenting Person/Agency 

Date of  
Comment Letter Page 

Local, Regional, and State Agencies  
Letter 1  California State Clearinghouse January 22, 2007 12 
Letter 2 State of California, Department of Transportation,  

District 12 
January 22, 2007 
(received 1/22/07) 

14 

Attachment 
to Letter 2 

State of California, Department of Transportation, 
District 12 

January 12, 2006 
(received 1/22/07) 

21 

Letter 3 California Regional Water Quality Control Board – Santa 
Ana Region 

January 4, 2007 
(received 1/8/07) 

28 

Letter 4 Native American Heritage Commission December 21, 2006 
(received 1/2/07) 

34 

Letter 5 County of Orange, Resources & Development  
Management Department 

January 29,2007 
(received 1/30/07) 

38 

Letter 6 Brea - Olinda Unified School District January 22, 2007 
(received 1/22/07) 

50 

Letter 7 Placentia – Yorba Linda Unified School District January 22, 2007 
(received 1/22/07) 

52 

Letter 8 California Cultural Resource Preservation Alliance December 20, 2006 
(Received 1/2/07) 

54 

Letter 9 City of Yorba Linda, by Best, Best & Krieger: Attorneys-
at-Law 

January 22, 2007 
(received 1/22/07) 

56 

Letter 10 City of Placentia, Development Services January 22, 2007 
(received 1/22/07) 

68 

Letter 11 City of La Habra January 26, 2007 
(received 1/29/07) 

70 

Associations, Special Interest Groups, and Companies 
Letter 12 Aera Energy LLC January 22, 2007 

(received 1/22/07) 
72 

Attachment 
to Letter 12 

LSA Associates for Aera Energy LLC January 19, 2007 
(received 1/22/07) 

76 

Letter 13 Toll Brothers January 22, 2007 
(received 1/22/07) 

80 

Letter 14 Chevron Land & Development January 22, 2007 
(received 1/22/07) 

84 
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Letter 
Reference Commenting Person/Agency 

Date of  
Comment Letter Page 

Letter 15 The Vesuvius Neighborhood Alliance January 7,2007 
(received 1/9/07) 

98 

3.  Area Residents 
Letter 16 Sam Rush No date on letter 

(received 12/22/06) 
126 

Letter 17 Nestor & Kathleen Reyes 12/28/06 
(received 12/28/06 

128 

Letter 18 Eric & Kim Golden No date on letter 
(received 1/10/07) 

132 

Letter 19 Steve Kerpan 1/18/07 
(received 1/18/07) 

136 

Letter 20 Gary, Martha, Mary Jane, Laura and Mark Piroutek 1/18/07 
(received 1/18/07) 

138 

Letter 21 Chad & JoAnne Aldridge 1/18/07 
(received 1/18/07) 

140 

Letter 22 Steve Kerpan 1/19/07 
(received 1/19/07) 

142 

Letter 23 Michael Cervin 1/19/07 
(received 1/19/07) 

144 

Letter 24 Marjorie Eason 1/17/07 
(received 1/22/07) 

146 

Letter 25 Georgia Smith 1/21/07 
(received 1/21/07) 

148 

Letter 26 Sara & Donald Schmunk 1/21/07 
(received 1/22/07) 

150 

Letter 27 Eric & Kim Golden 1/22/07 
(received 1/22/07) 

152 

Letter 28 Eduardo Semblantes 1/22/07 
(received 1/22/07) 

154 

Letter 29 Michael Cervin 1/22/07 
(received 1/22/07) 

156 

Letter 30 Michael and Maryanne Martinez 11/22/07 
(received 1/22/07) 

158 

4.  Comments received after Close of DEIR Public Review Period  
Letter 31 City of Yorba Linda, by Best, Best & Krieger: Attorneys-

at-Law 
May 23, 2007 
(received May 24, 
2007)  

162 

Letter 32 State of California, Department of Transportation July 13, 2007 192 
Letter 33 California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa 

Ana Region 
July 26, 2007 198 
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Letter 1  California State Clearinghouse 
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Response to Letter 1 
California State Clearinghouse 
January 22, 2007 

Letter 1 documents distribution of the DEIR to state agencies determined pertinent by 
the State Clearinghouse, but does not raise any CEQA issues. No further response is 
necessary. 
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Letter 2 State of California, Department of Transportation dated January 22, 2007 
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Responses to Letter 2 
State of California, Department of Transportation, District 12  
Ryan Chamberlain, Branch Chief, Local Development/Intergovernmental Review 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #2-1 
The applicant is currently coordinating the proposed signalization of the project 
access points with Caltrans. The purpose is to gain agreement on the connections 
to Imperial Highway as required for new connections to a State Highway facility. 

Response to Comment #2-2 
The traffic impact analysis contained in the Draft EIR follows guidelines used by the 
City of Brea and by the County Congestion Management Program (CMP). 
Intersections under Caltrans jurisdiction have also been analyzed using the 
Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology, and the results are attached in 
the table below for long-range cumulative with-project conditions. The results 
produce levels of service that are higher (i.e., better) than those based on the ICUs 
given in the traffic report. This is because the 2025 signal timings and overall 
intersection operation is not known, and idealized parameters have been used in 
the calculations. Reference to SIMTRAFFIC simulation results shows that queuing 
between intersections and high V/C ratios for individual movements result in levels 
of service more similar to those indicated by the ICUs. 

With respect to the requested traffic “macro-simulation” modeling, it should be 
noted that the traffic modeling used in the traffic study is macro-simulation (i.e., 
traffic modeling). It is possible that the comment is intended to mean “micro-
simulation” modeling, which is a traffic operations tool for evaluating intersection 
performance. This is being carried out by the applicant as part of the work with 
Caltrans to evaluate the proposed access signalization and obtain Caltrans 
approval for the access roadway connections to a State Highway. 

2025 With Project Levels of Service at Freeway Intersections 
La Floresta Development Proposal 

Intersection 
AM Peak Hour 

ICU1 LOS Delay2 LOS 
 8. SR-57 SB Ramps & Lambert 1.02 F 41.8 D 
 9. SR-57 NB Ramps & Lambert .92 E 21.0 C 
 26. SR-57 SB Ramps & Imperial .83 D 25.3 C 
 27. SR-57 NB Ramps & Imperial .88 D 22.7 C 

Intersection 
PM Peak Hour 

ICU LOS Delay LOS 
 8. SR-57 SB Ramps & Lambert .71 C 16.7 B 
 9. SR-57 NB Ramps & Lambert .94 E 44.7 D 
 26. SR-57 SB Ramps & Imperial .82 D 26.5 C 
 27. SR-57 NB Ramps & Imperial .90 D 19.8 B 
1Intersection capacity utilization as presented in the traffic study 
2Average vehicle delay using Highway Capacity Manual methodology 
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Response to Comment # 2-3 

As noted under Response to Comment 1 above, work is currently underway to 
evaluate the signal needs with respect to project access. This includes special 
micro-simulation analyses to show the effect of the proposed intersection spacing. 

Response to Comment # 2-4 

See Responses to Comments 2-1 and 2-3 above. 

Response to Comment # 2-5 

The comment is noted. SR-90, SR-142, and SR-57 are State Routes, operated and 
maintained by Caltrans. Section 4.2.3 lists Project Approvals and notes that 
approvals such as encroachment permits from Caltrans District 12 will be needed 
for improvements on Imperial Highway and Valencia Avenue.  

Response to Comment # 2-6 

The comment is noted. The project applicant must comply with all pertinent 
Caltrans regulations and requirements, including FWHA Guidelines on Invasive 
Species. Median landscaping is proposed within Caltrans rights-of-way. No CEQA 
issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR is raised. No further response is 
necessary. 

Response to Comment # 2-7 

The comment is noted. The DEIR addresses water quality issues in Section 5.7 - 
Hydrology and Water Quality, including NPDES requirements. The City is aware that 
the project applicant must comply with all pertinent NPDES procedures and other 
requirements that may be imposed by Caltrans in the encroachment permit 
application phase. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR is 
raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #2-8 

Exhibit 1 and Exhibit 3 of the project Hydrology Studies, as contained in Appendix F 
of the DEIR, show that the pre-project runoff onto Caltrans right-of-way is actually 
higher than the proposed runoff from the site given the large pre-existing turf areas 
surrounding the previous development. 

Response to Comment # 2-9 

Since no additional runoff will be discharged onto Caltrans right-of-way as 
discussed in Response to Comment #2-8 above, Final Hydrology/Hydraulic Reports 
will be submitted to Caltrans by project applicant as required at the 
encroachment permit application phase, which will include a conclusion section. 
No further response is necessary.  
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Response to Comment # 2-10 

Various utility connections and drainage improvements may encroach upon 
Caltrans’ rights-of-way along Imperial Highway and Valencia Avenue adjacent to 
the proposed La Floresta Village development. As described in Section 5.9 of the 
Draft EIR (pages 5.9-20 through 5.9-26), sound walls of varying heights will be 
required along Imperial Highway, Valencia Avenue, and Rose Drive on the La 
Floresta Village site and along Kraemer Boulevard on the Birch Hills site (see 
Mitigation Measure N-2, page 5.9-21). Sound walls are anticipated to be located 
on private property setback 30 feet from public rights-of-way, however. A 
Conceptual Wall and Fence Plan indicating the schematic location of required 
walls is provided in Exhibit 4.2-9 of the DEIR. 

Detailed engineering plans for all infrastructure improvements will be prepared 
after EIR certification and any project approvals. The City and the project 
applicant are aware of the need for Encroachment Permits from Caltrans for 
improvements that impact Caltrans rights-of-way. The proposed development will 
be constructing on-site storm drain systems, which will discharge into Carbon 
Canyon Channel, as shown in Exhibit 3 of the Hydrology Studies, contained in 
Appendix F of the DEIR. There are no proposed drainage improvements impacting 
the Caltrans right-of-way.  

Response to Comment # 2-11 

The Draft EIR analyzed anticipated traffic-related noise impacts in Section 5.9. 
Road segments in proximity to the intersections with State Route (SR) 57 at Lambert 
Road and Imperial Highway have been examined, and no significant impacts 
were identified along these arterials at the SR-57 Freeway. Noise impacts to the 
freeway itself were not analyzed in the Draft EIR. The La Floresta Village site is 
approximately 1½ miles from the closest access to SR-57, and the Birch Hills site is 
over 3 miles from SR-57. Because no significant noise impacts were found along 
arterials that would provide freeway access to project residents, it logically follows 
that the much greater existing baseline noise conditions on the freeway itself 
would act to further diminish any possible project-related noise impact. As such, 
no significant noise impacts to freeways would result from the proposed project. 

Response to Comment #2-12 

The comment is noted. Responses to the Caltrans letter referred to (dated 
January 12, 2006) are contained in the following Response to the Attachments 1 
and 2 to Letter 2. 
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Responses to Attachment #1 to Letter 2 
State of California Department of Transportation, District 12  
Robert Joseph, Chief of Intergovernmental Review/Community Planning Branch 
January 12, 2006 

Note: This letter was sent in response to the Notice of Preparation in January 2006. As 
such, the EIR itself is the response to such comments per CEQA Guidelines and 
procedures. Nonetheless, as a courtesy, specific responses are also presented below. 

Response to Comment #2A1-1 

These comments have been addressed, either in the traffic study contained in the 
Draft EIR or in the preceding Responses to Comments to Letter 2, Comment 2-2. 

Response to Comment #2A1-2 

These comments have been addressed, either in the traffic study contained in the 
Draft EIR or in the preceding Responses to Comments to Letter 2, Comment 2-5. 

Response to Comment #2A1-3 

Comments are noted. Similar comments are contained in the main Caltrans DEIR 
comment letter above. See preceding Responses to Comments 2-6 through 2-10 
of that letter. No further response is necessary. 
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Response to Comment #2A1-4 

Comments are noted. No biological assessments were prepared as part of the 
DEIR. The Notice of Preparation/Initial Study determined that no biological 
assessments were needed for the EIR because the sites involved in the proposed 
project are either developed or have been substantially disturbed by prior grading 
and other activities. Both the Notice of Preparation and the Draft EIR have also 
been provided to the California Department of Fish & Game and the U.S. Fish & 
Wildlife Service, neither of which has submitted comments in response. 

Response to Comment #2A1-5 

See Response to Comment # 2A1-4 above and Response to Letter 2, Comment 2-
6. 

Response to Comment #2A1-6 

Comments are noted. Similar comments are contained in the main Caltrans DEIR 
comment letter above. See preceding Responses to Comments 2-7 through 2-9 of 
that letter. Please also see responses to Letter 3 from the Santa Ana Regional 
Water Quality Control Board. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #2A1-7 

Mitigation Measures CR–4 through CR-11 in the Draft DEIR address the handling of 
potential archaeological, paleontological resources, and human remains that 
may be discovered during construction activities.  

Response to Comment #2A1-8 

The Draft EIR addresses planned tree relocations on both sites in Section 5.1 – 
Aesthetics. The precise relocation of existing mature trees discussed in the EIR is not 
known at this point; however, no relocation of trees to off-site areas is planned. 
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Response to Comment #2A1-9 

The topic of Agricultural Resources is fully addressed in Section 5.2 of the DEIR. To 
summarize, §66570 of the California Government Code states that the purpose of 
the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources 
Agency is limited to that of providing an inventory of land in agricultural use but 
carries no policy implications or planning requirements of local jurisdictions. As 
noted in the Initial Study and the DEIR, the portion of the La Floresta Village site 
that has been used for agricultural purposes is viewed in the Brea General Plan as 
an interim use and constitutes a small remnant parcel planned for urban uses. The 
21-acre parcel has been leased out by the property owner periodically and used 
by lessees for various seasonal row crops. Although the City of Brea didn’t request 
its removal from the state mapping program in the last revision cycle to clarify the 
intent for land use on the property, this administrative action will be undertaken 
prior to the next mapping update.  

Response to Comment #2A1-10 

Alterations anticipated in community trails and bike paths are described in Section 
4.0 of the DEIR. Trails or paths outside the City of Brea are not within the City’s 
jurisdiction or the City’s responsibility.  
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Responses to Attachment #2 to Letter 2 
State of California Department of Transportation, District 12  
Robert Joseph, Chief of Intergovernmental Review/Community Planning Branch 
January 12, 2006 

Note: This attachment is a description of standard Environmental Review Requirements 
for Encroachment Permits. 

Response to Attachment #2 of Letter 2: 

The city and the applicant are aware of Caltrans’ requirements for any necessary 
Encroachment Permits, as has been noted in several preceding responses to 
Caltrans. The applicant must comply with all pertinent Caltrans requirements and 
procedures. The DEIR addresses hydrology and water quality issues (Section 5.7 of 
the DEIR) and cultural resources (Section 5.4 of the DEIR). Biological resources were 
addressed in the Initial Study and determined to be less than significant issues and, 
therefore, were not further addressed in the DEIR. 
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Responses to Letter 3 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region 
Adam Fischer, Environmental Scientist 
January 4, 2007 

Response to Comment #3-1 

The comment is noted. The DEIR addresses water quality issues in Section 5.7 – 
Hydrology and Water Quality. In addition, a Water Quality Management Plan 
(WQMP) prepared for the La Floresta project includes discussion of proposed 
structural storm water treatment controls. The most significant structural storm 
water treatment controls on the La Floresta Village site will be extended detention 
basins and Filterra Bioretention devices to treat first flush flows prior to discharge 
into the Carbon Canyon Channel. These are described and illustrated in the 
Conceptual Water Quality Management Plan for La Floresta, dated November 9, 
2007 and contained in Appendix A to this Responses to Comments document. 
Additional site-specific best management practices (BMPs) will be specified in the 
Storm Water Pollution Plan (SWPPP) and the final Water Quality Management Plan 
for the La Floresta Development Proposal, which will follow any project approvals 
by the City of Brea in accordance with typical project review procedures.  

The most significant structural storm water treatment control at the Birch Hills site 
will be a large detention basin to treat first flush flows and control the storm water 
flows into the Loftus Channel.  

Updated Tentative Tract Maps for La Floresta Village, which replace Exhibits 
4.2-15a and 4.2-15b contained in the DEIR, are contained in Section 3.2 of this 
Responses to Comments document as RTC 4.1 and 4.2. As noted, the Conceptual 
Water Quality Management Plan for La Floresta also provides more detailed 
illustration of proposed drainage improvements on that site. 

Response to Comment #3-2 

See Response to Comment #3-1 above. The structural storm water treatment 
controls have been identified for the project. 
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Response to Comment #3-3 

Volume II of DEIR Appendices, which was provided to the State Clearinghouse, 
contains all technical Water Quality and Hydrology Studies, as listed below. The 
City of Brea confirmed receipt of technical DEIR appendices with the State 
Clearinghouse and distribution to the RWQCB.  

Since distribution of the Draft EIR, the applicant’s engineers have had a number of 
meetings with Santa Ana Region RWQCB staff (specifically on August 9 and 
September 20, 2007). As a result, some refinements and revisions have been made 
to the draft WQMP. An updated Conceptual Water Quality Management Plan for 
La Floresta (TTM 16934) was submitted to the Santa Ana RWQCB on November 29, 
2007 and is contained in Appendix A to this Responses to Comments document. 
The RWQCB has reviewed this document and communicated preliminary 
acceptance of the revised WQMP. Preparation of a Final WQMP and a Storm 
Water Pollution Plan (SWPPP) for the La Floresta Development Proposal will follow 
any project approvals by the City of Brea, in accordance with typical project 
review procedures.  

Studies contained in the DEIR include: 

La Floresta Village Site: 

1. Hunsaker & Associates, Inc. 
“Hydrology Analysis for TT 16934, Hartley Center,” 
November 2005 

2. Hunsaker & Associates, Inc. 
“Conceptual Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP), La 
Floresta,” 
September 2005 

Birch Hills Site: 

1. Hunsaker & Associates, Inc. 
“Hydrology Analysis for TT 16933 Birch Hills Golf Course,” 
November 2005 

2. Hunsaker & Associates, Inc. 
“Conceptual Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP),  
Birch Hills Golf Course Reconstruction,” 
September 2005 

3. Hunsaker & Associates, Inc. 
“Preliminary Investigation of the Loftus Diversion Channel  
(Orange County Facility No. A06),” 
July 2006 

4. Hunsaker & Associates, Inc. 
“Preliminary Hydraulic Analysis for Loftus Diversion Channel  
(Orange County Facility No. A06),” 
November 10, 2006 
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Response to Comment #3-4 
See Response to Comment #3-1. The structural storm water treatment controls 
have been identified for the project. The maintenance of structural storm water 
treatment controls is the responsibility of the property owner(s), which is usually 
accomplished through the homeowners association and is a requirement listed in 
the Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions (CC&Rs) that runs with the land. The 
City is studying the possible formation of a Community Facilities District for both 
sites. 

Response to Comment #3-5 
According to the Preliminary Investigation for the Loftus Diversion Channel report 
prepared by Hunsaker & Associates and included in Appendix F of the DEIR, the 
proposed Birch Hills project will not contribute additional flows into the Loftus 
channel, which will preserve the channel in its existing condition, thereby not 
impairing the drainages’ beneficial uses.  

Response to Comment #3-6 
Channel improvements to increase capacity of the existing Loftus channel are not 
anticipated, since the development does not contribute additional flows into the 
channel; therefore, the building floor elevations are already designed above 100-
year high confidence floodwater elevations. 

Response to Comment #3-7 
According to the Preliminary Investigation for the Loftus Diversion Channel report 
prepared by Hunsaker & Associates and included in Appendix F of the DEIR, the 
existing channel easement is of adequate width for the design and construction 
of ultimate channel improvements while still maintaining maintenance access 
roads on both sides of the channel. 

Response to Comment #8 
See Response to Comments #3-6 and #3-7above. 

Response to Comment #9 
See Response to Comment #3-6 above. In order to improve the beneficial uses of 
the location, however, the existing maintenance road located along the top of 
the southerly side of the channel will be improved to accommodate a 
pedestrian/bike trail.  

Response to Comment #10 
Comment noted. The City anticipates additional coordination with the Orange 
County Flood Control District and the project proponent with respect to Loftus 
Channel improvements and will copy the RWCQB on communications as 
appropriate. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR is 
raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 4 
Native American Heritage Commission 
Dave Singleton, Program Analyst 
January 2, 2007 

Response to Comment #4-1 

The NAHC letter outlines “actions recommended to adequately assess project-
related impacts on historical resources.” The actions listed iterate pertinent portion 
of CEQA Guidelines and are generic in nature. Comments are not specifically 
directed at the Draft EIR or its contents. Section 5.4 of the Draft EIR addresses 
Cultural Resources, including potential impacts to archaeological and 
paleontological resources and human remains. The cultural resources consultant 
contacted the NAHC during assessment of historic resources located on the Birch 
Hills site. No historic resources exist on the La Floresta Village site. Appropriate 
mitigation measures are incorporated in the DEIR. In addition, direct notification 
was given by the cultural resources consultant to known Native American 
representatives in the area provided by the NAHC in a subsequent letter dated 
2/1/2006, as required. These tribal representatives are listed in Appendix D of the 
Draft EIR in studies addressing the Birch Hills site. No CEQA issue with respect to the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 5 
County of Orange, Resources & Development Management Department 
Ronald Tippers, Chief-Current and Environmental Planning 
January 29, 2007 

Response to Comment #5-1 

Comment noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR 
itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-2 

Comment noted. Bikeways are planned within the proposed La Floresta Village 
project as illustrated on Exhibit 4.2-8, with appropriate connections to the regional 
trail system. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is 
raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Response to Comment #5-3 

Comment noted. Bikeway connections to community and regional systems are 
proposed at the La Floresta Village site (allowing for continuation of bikeways into 
Carbon Canyon Park) and on the Birch Hills site, as illustrated on Exhibits 4.2-8 and 
4.2-22 of the DEIR. All planned trails and bikeways meet applicable City of Brea 
standards. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is 
raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-4 

Comment noted. Dual-purpose trail systems incorporating appropriate 
connections to regional trails systems are planned on the La Floresta Village and 
Birch Hills sites, as illustrated in Exhibits 4.2-11a and 4.2-25 of the DEIR, respectively. 
All planned trails and bikeways meet applicable City of Brea standards. No CEQA 
issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further 
response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-5 

Comment noted. See Response 5-4 above. Regional trails connections are 
proposed at both the La Floresta Village and Birch Hills sites, as illustrated on 
Exhibits 4.2-7 and 8 and 4.2-22 of the DEIR. On the La Floresta Village site, 
connections with the regional trail system are planned at Valencia Avenue/Birch 
Street/Rose Drive, at Rose Drive/Vesuvius Drive and on Imperial Highway adjacent 
to the planned senior facility. The latter trail will run along the existing sidewalk on 
Vesuvius Drive to the La Floresta property line located just north of Mauna Loa 
Street, where it will then proceed through the La Floresta project site within the 
planned linear park. Exhibit RTC 1.0, contained in Section 5.2 – Revisions to Exhibits 
in the EIR, provides a more detailed illustration of this trail than was available at the 
time the Draft EIR was released. As shown, the linear park will incorporate a 5-foot-
wide meandering concrete trail and a 5-foot-wide meandering decomposed 
granite trail that can be used by pedestrians, bike riders, or equestrians. On the 
Birch Hills site, the regional trail will run along the Loftus flood control channel and 
connect with the regional system on the south side of Birch Street and is also a 
multi-use trail. All planned trails and bikeways meet applicable City of Brea 
standards and are compatible with County standards for regional trails as well. No 
CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. However, 
description of proposed trails will be refined, as presented below, in order to clarify 
the nature of trails planned within the La Floresta Development Proposal. No 
further response is necessary. 

Section 4.2.2 - Description of the Project, La Floresta Village, page 4-39, is hereby 
amended to read as outlined below, and as contained in Section 5.1, Revisions to 
the Text of the EIR (beginning on page 259) in this document.  

Linear Parks 
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Linear parks 50 feet in width are proposed along the La Floresta Village site 
boundaries abutting the existing residential neighborhood located to the east of 
the La Floresta Village site, as illustrated in Exhibit 4.2-11a – La Floresta Village: 
Conceptual Open Space Plan. Exhibit RTC-1, contained in Section 5.2 – Revisions 
to Exhibits in the EIR, augments existing exhibits and provides a more detailed 
illustration of the linear park and trails planned on the La Floresta Village site than 
was available at the time the Draft EIR was released. As shown, the linear park will 
incorporate a 5-foot-wide meandering concrete trail and a 5-foot-wide 
meandering decomposed granite trail that can be used by pedestrians, bike 
riders, or equestrians. As noted previously, block walls would remain in these areas.  

Response to Comment #5-6 

Comment noted. Bikeway and trail connections have been provided in project 
plans as has been noted in preceding responses. All planned trails and bikeways 
meet applicable City of Brea standards. No CEQA issue with respect to the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-7 

Comment noted. See Response to Comment #5-3 through Comment #5-6 above. 
All bikeway and trails issues have been addressed in project design and described 
in the DEIR as noted in preceding responses. All planned trails and bikeways meet 
applicable City of Brea standards. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of 
the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment # 5-8 

Comment noted. See Response to Comment #5-3 above. No CEQA issue with 
respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is 
necessary. 

Response to Comment # 5-9 

Comment noted. See Response to Comment #5-3 above. No CEQA issue with 
respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is 
necessary. 
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Response to Comment #5-10 

Comment noted. The designation of bikeways on DEIR exhibits reflects the 
nomenclature of City of Brea plans and will provide appropriate connections to 
county bikeways. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR 
itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment # 5-11 

Comment noted. The Birch Hills project incorporates a dual-purpose trail along the 
Loftus Channel as illustrated in Exhibits 4.2-21, 4.2-22 and 4.2-25 of the DEIR. No 
CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further 
response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-12 

Comment noted. Trails are planned along the Loftus Channel and the former 
railroad alignment as illustrated in Exhibit 4.2-22 of the Draft EIR. The City of Brea 
has also discussed measures to protect trail users from errant golf balls. Conditions 
of Approval that may be imposed on the Birch Hills project include screen netting 
and/or fencing, where appropriate. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy 
of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-13 

Comment noted. All planned trails and bikeways meet applicable City of Brea 
standards. Connections to any regional trails systems also meet applicable county 
standards. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is 
raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment # 5-14 

Comment noted. Regional trails and bikeways will comply with County 
development standards. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment # 5-15 

All proposed trail configurations and alignments are conceptually depicted in the 
Draft EIR in Section 4.0. The proposed trails in the La Floresta Development Proposal 
have taken County trail systems connections into consideration. Neither project 
site is, however, within the jurisdiction of the County of Orange. Specific input from 
the County Trails Planning section regarding the proposed project should be 
directed to the City of Brea Community Services Department.  

No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No 
further response is necessary. 
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Response to Comment #5-16 

Comment noted. As has been discussed throughout the preceding comments, 
the La Floresta Development Proposal incorporates a comprehensive system of 
bikeways, trails and pedestrian circulation, which is depicted in the DEIR. No CEQA 
issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further 
response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-17 

Comment noted. See Response to Comment #5-16. No CEQA issue with respect to 
the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-18 

Comment noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR 
itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-19 

Section 5.6 of the Draft EIR provides an extensive review and analysis of Hazards 
and Hazardous Materials issues pertinent to the project sites, including possible 
underground storage tanks. Applicable City policies as well as state and federal 
regulations are outlined in this section along with responsible agencies, including 
the Orange County Health Care Agency.  

Response to Comment #5-20 

Studies of underground storage tanks identified on project sites are summarized in 
Section 5.6 of the Draft EIR. Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 requires coordination with 
the Orange County Health Care Agency in the remediation of any underground 
storage tanks. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is 
raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-21 

See Response to Comment #5-20 above. No CEQA issue with respect to the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-22 

Comment noted. Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 in Section 5.6 of the Draft EIR 
addresses remediation of above ground storage tanks. No CEQA issue with 
respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is 
necessary. 

Response to Comment #5-23 

Comment noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR 
itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Response to Comment #5-24 

According to the Preliminary Investigation for the Loftus Diversion Channel report 
prepared by Hunsaker & Associates and included in Appendix F of the DEIR, the 
applicant’s hydrology/hydraulic calculations have been reviewed by a third party 
independent engineering firm retained by the City of Brea, which affirmed the 
applicant’s conclusion that the proposed project will not contribute additional 
flows into the Loftus Channel. Therefore, the City will not condition the applicant to 
perform channel improvements to improve capacity. However, as part of the 
conditions of development, the City will require the applicant to repair erosion 
damage on the existing side slopes within the Loftus Channel. 

Response to Comment #5-25 

Comment noted. The City of Brea, as the approving agency, has reviewed the 
proposed drainage concepts and mitigation measures and finds them 
acceptable. Although the City of Brea is responsible for approval of the drainage 
proposal, the responsibility for an existing deficient flood control channel lies with 
the Flood Control District. Ultimately, the applicant has the long-term responsibility 
for assurance that its project drainage will not adversely affect the Loftus Channel 
and will protect the health and safety of the future residents of the Birch Hills 
development. 

Response to Comment #5-26 

Comment noted. The applicant will acquire all necessary permits from the OCFCD 
to construct improvements within the OCFCD right-of-way. No CEQA issue with 
respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is 
necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 6 
Brea Olinda Unified School District 
A.J. Roland, Assistant Superintendent – Business Services 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #6-1 

Comment noted. The current split of the La Floresta Village site between two 
school districts and potential adjustment of school district boundaries is 
acknowledged in the DEIR as an issue between the affected districts. No CEQA 
issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further 
response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #6-2 

Comment noted. Mitigation Measure PS-3 in Section 5.11 of the Draft EIR addresses 
payment of school impact fees. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of 
the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 7 
Placentia-Yorba Linda Unified School District 
Mike Bailey, Director- Facilities & Planning Department 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #7-1 

Comment noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR 
itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #7-2 

Comments are noted. The DEIR acknowledges the District’s anticipation that there 
will be sufficient capacity to accommodate project-related student generation 
within current PYLUSD boundaries. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of 
the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 8 
California Cultural Resources Preservation Alliance 
Patricia Martz, Ph.D., President 
January 2, 2007 

Response to Comment #8-1 

The need for a Section 404 Permit has not been identified for either project site. 
The DEIR was distributed to the State Office of Historic Preservation through the 
State Clearinghouse, and to the Army Corps of Engineers. No comments were 
received from either agency. If the need for a Section 404 Permit is identified in 
subsequent phases of project review and implementation, the applicant will be 
responsible for obtaining such permit approvals. 

Response to Comment #8-2 

Mitigation measures required in Section 5.4 of the DEIR reflect CEQA requirements 
and commonly accepted professional practices in the preservation of 
archaeological resources. Further, field investigations were conducted in 2004 and 
2006 on both project sites. No significant archaeological resources were identified 
on either site. Remnant railroad tracks located on the Birch Hills site were identified 
as a historical resource and will be preserved in accordance with Mitigation 
Measure CR-1 as outlined in Section 5, Errata (beginning on page 259) of this 
document. No historical resources were identified on the La Floresta Village site. 
Renumbered Mitigation Measures CR-2 through CR-9 address potential discovery 
of archaeological and paleontological resources during project construction on 
both project sites. No additional mitigation measures are considered necessary 
because the already incorporated mitigation measures reduce impacts to less 
than significant levels. 

Response to Comment #8-3 

See Response to Comment #8-2 above. Reference to §21083.2 of CEQA is hereby 
deleted from Mitigation Measure CR-2 (formerly CR-4) in the DEIR and replaced 
with “criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources.” This 
change is noted in Section 5 – Errata, which are part of the Final EIR.  

Response to Comment #8-4 

See Letter 4, Response to Comment #4-1. As described, the City of Brea as well as 
technical consultants preparing cultural resource studies have followed 
procedures required by Senate Bill 18 in consulting with the Native American 
Heritage Commission (NAHC) as well as representatives of area tribes. 
Correspondence with NAHC and tribal representatives is contained in Appendix D 
of the DEIR.  
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Response to Letter 9 
Best, Best & Krieger on Behalf of the City of Yorba Linda 
Jeffrey Dunn, BB&K LLP 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #9-1 

Study Area Definition:  

The study area includes parts of the Cities of Brea and Placentia. In an initial 
evaluation of the study area, consideration was also given to the westernmost part 
of Yorba Linda (this primarily involved Imperial Highway). Extending the study area 
to the east was not pursued for two reasons. 

1. The proposed project does not generate additional traffic 
compared to that of the General Plan land uses. Since General 
Plan buildout is consistent with information used by the Orange 
County Transportation Authority (OCTA) in developing the Smart 
Street improvements for Imperial Highway, those improvements are 
based on long-range forecasts that include traffic generated by 
the proposed project. 

2. The long-range Tri-City Traffic Model (TCTM) traffic forecasts 
showed no significant impacts on Imperial Highway. 

The following table, entitled Land Use and Trip Generation Summary, shows a 
comparison of the General Plan land use and trip generation with that of the 
proposed project. As can be seen here, the peak hour and ADT trips are lower for 
the proposed project compared to the General Plan. One individual directional 
volume, the AM peak hour outbound is higher because of the directionality 
change caused by the project. However, the trip generation does not account for 
200 units of the high-density housing being “Age Qualified” on the La Floresta 
Village site. With substantially lower trip rates from that land use, this volume will 
also be lower. (The AM peak hour trip rate for age-qualified housing is one-third 
that of regular housing according to the Institute of Transportation Engineers Trip 
Generation Manual.) 

Long-range traffic analysis information indicates that the improvements along 
Imperial Highway are adequate to serve long-term traffic volumes, including those 
from the proposed project. Intersection capacity utilization (ICU) analysis 
presented in the following table, entitled Imperial Highway 2025 ICU Summary, 
summarizes with and without project ICU values from the 2025 version of the TCTM, 
and is based on the long-range intersection improvements for Imperial Highway. 
As can be seen, there are no project impacts or cumulative impacts for this 
section of Imperial Highway. (ICU worksheets are contained in Appendix C to this 
Responses to Comments document.) 
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Land Use and Trip Generation Comparison 
General Plan vs. Proposed Project 

   AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour  
Land Use Amount Unit In Out Total In Out Total ADT 

Proposed Project (La Floresta Village Plus Birch Hills Golf Course) 
Medium Density Residential 398 DU 52 199 251 211 111 322 3,224 
High Density Residential 787 DU 63 338 401 331 157 488 5,218 
Natural Open Space 75.60 AC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mixed Use Residential 150 DU 12 65 77 63 30 93 995 
Mixed Use Commercial 156.80 TSF 174 45 219 220 298 518 5,137 
Golf Course 18 HOLE 6 2 8 4 7 11 184 
Community Center 20 TSF 20 13 33 10 23 33 458 

Subtotal   327 662 989 839 626 1,465 15,216 
General Plan (La Floresta Site and Birch Hills Site) 
Parks/Open Space 9.46 AC 2 0 2 0 0 0 15 
Mixed Use Residential 646 DU 52 277 329 271 129 400 4,283 
Mixed Use Commercial 515.40 TSF 572 149 721 722 979 1,701 16,885 

Subtotal   666 545 1,211 1,131 1,185 2,316 23,221 
Difference 
Total   -339 117 -222 -292 -559 -851 -8,005 
Source: Austin-Foust Associates, September 2007 

 

Imperial Highway 2025 ICU Summary 
La Floresta Development Proposal 

 No-Project With Project 
Location AM PM AM PM 

Rose & Yorba Linda .79 .79 .80 .80 
Imperial Hwy & Yorba Linda .59 .90 .59 .90 
Imperial Hwy & Bastanchury .79 .89 .79 .89 
Valley View & Imperial Hwy .78 .86 .78 .87 

Source: Austin-Foust Associates, September 2007 

 
With respect to the site and traffic improvements, it should be noted that the City 
of Brea maintains a Citywide Nexus Fee Program to carry out traffic improvements. 
The program ensures that timely improvements are made to intersections 
throughout the City so as to maintain adequate levels of service over time. Smart 
Street improvements for the intersection of Rose Drive/Imperial Highway are 
programmed to be undertaken in early 2008, and are scheduled to be 
constructed within 90 days of initiation. It is unlikely that trips will be diverted to 
Rose Drive in the interim. These improvements are funded by OCTA Measure M, 
and will result in an improved level of service from the existing conditions to the 
interim year.  

According to the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA), “The Smart 
Street concept seeks to improve roadway traffic capacity and smooth traffic flow 
through measures such as traffic signal synchronization, bus turnouts, intersection 
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improvements, and addition of travel lanes by removing on-street parking and 
consolidating driveways. 

The network is comprised of 21 streets covering approximately 22 miles of arterial 
roadway. Beach Boulevard was the first Smart Street project to be implemented. 
OCTA took the lead on this project, which opened to public acclaim in 1996. Three 
additional Smart Streets are in various stages of implementation by partner Cities. 
These include Imperial Highway, Katella Avenue, and Moulton Parkway (also 
known as Edinger Avenue, Irvine Center Drive, and Street of the Golden Lantern.) 
For a full listing of all Smart Streets within Orange County, please refer to the OCTA 
website at http://www.octa.net. 

Response to Comment #9-2a 

Trip Generation Rates: ITE Trip Rates versus Traffic Modeling Trip Rates 

Comparisons between trip generation rates in the TCTM and those published in the 
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual show similarities, 
but the rates are not identical. This is intentional and appropriate, and relates to 
the overall methodology involved in transportation models such as Orange 
County Transportation Analysis Model (OCTAM) and TCTM. These models are 
designed to forecast traffic volumes on the regional and local arterial highway 
network, whereas the ITE Trip Generation Manual measures driveway counts and 
those rates are appropriate for traffic studies associated with driveway counts. The 
ITE rates are not applicable, however, in traffic models that estimate trips on the 
arterial roadway system in a regional context. As discussed in the OCTAM 
documentation, the rates used in the TCTM are nationally accepted rates for 
state-of-the-practice traffic modeling just as the ITE rates are nationally accepted 
rates for driveway count types of analyses. 

The difference in ITE trip rates versus traffic model trip rates is primarily due to 
“linked trips” and to a lesser extent, short local trips. The first involves a short trip 
that is part of a longer trip. Examples include school pick-ups or drop-offs on the 
way to or from work or a stop at a convenience store or other business establish-
ment on the way to or from some other trip. A linked trip comprises two or more 
actual trips but only one traffic model trip. The amount of traffic on the roadway is 
the same in both cases, but the ITE trip generation is double that of the traffic 
model trip generation. Short local trips include some school trips (those that are 
short in length), and other localized trips such as to/from after school activities (at 
a local sports park for example). They place minimal traffic on the major arterial 
system or freeways and are largely “intrazonal” as far as the traffic model is 
concerned (i.e., not part of the arterial roadway system assignment process since 
the trips stay within the traffic analysis zone). 

Transportation practitioners familiar with traffic modeling fully understand these 
modeling applications, and understand the relationship between driveway count 
data such as in ITE, and the traffic modeling process. Traffic modeling in southern 
California has a technical modeling task force sponsored by the Southern 
California Association of Governments (SCAG). This task force evaluates such 
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issues, including comparisons between the databases used in the traffic model 
and those published by ITE. As such, the trip rates contained in these models 
(including TCTM) are considered appropriate for these types of applications, and 
are used on a consistent basis throughout southern California. 

Response to Comment 9-2b 

Future Traffic Patterns/Trip Redistribution:  

An important consideration in the traffic forecasting for a project such as La 
Floresta is what is sometimes referred to as the “redistribution effect.” This occurs 
when a project with a mix of uses is analyzed in a long-range context with a 
comparison made between “with project” and “without project” conditions. While 
traffic studies for small projects simply estimate the trip generation from that 
project and add the project trips to the adjacent or surrounding street system, a 
modeling approach is used for a larger project. In this case, the traffic model 
depicts two different scenarios for a future point in time, one with the proposed 
project and one without the proposed project. The scenario with the proposed 
project depicts how the project will interact with the surrounding area when it is 
fully built out. The scenario with no land use on the project site assumes that the 
surrounding land uses remain the same and depicts the corresponding travel 
patterns made by those land uses, absent the project. In this no-project case, trips 
will still be generated by those surrounding land uses but they will have different 
geographic and directionality patterns. These two different sets of traffic patterns 
are estimated by the traffic model and give the resulting “with” and “without 
project” volumes on the surrounding roadway system. 

The net effect of this trip redistribution is for the “with and without project” trip 
difference to be less than if project trips were simply added to a roadway link. The 
effect becomes more pronounced at greater distances from the project. This is 
because at greater distances from the project the surrounding non-project trip 
generation is a greater component of the trips than is this non-project trip 
generation with or without the project. 

The trip patterns derived in the Tri-City Traffic Model (TCTM) are based on empirical 
data collected during the development of the parent model, which is OCTAM 3.1. 
The with and without project trip redistribution is an important consideration in 
impact analyses such as this, since the proposed La Floresta Development 
Proposal will interact with the surrounding area in a manner that can only be 
predicted by this type of traffic modeling process. 

The project trip distribution is taken from the TCTM, and does reflect the project 
access points. The TCTM uses 2025 as a forecast year, and bases the forecasts on 
local and regional demographic growth assumptions for that year. Hence, it does 
not use “ambient growth” rates as the basis for the forecasts. Since there is no 
project access on Rose Drive, no project trips are assigned to that facility. With 
respect to forecasts on other facilities, the TCTM through its OCTA certification 
process reflects local and regional growth in the modeled area. 
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Response to Comment #9-3 

Refer to Responses to Comment #9-1 and Comment #9-2 above. Analysis of traffic 
impacts contained in the Draft EIR is considered adequate. Consequently, air 
quality and noise analyses, which are based primarily upon traffic generation, are 
not considered inadequate.  

Response to Comment #9-4 

No evidence to support the claim that the project will result in urban decay in 
Yorba Linda or other areas is provided by the commenter. The La Floresta Village 
Development is designed as a mixed–use community to provide services 
supportive of future residents within the development itself, as described in Section 
4.0 of the Draft EIR. Specifically, the La Floresta Village site is proposed for 
approximately 156, 000 square feet of commercial and office uses as shown on 
Exhibit 4.2-3 of the Draft EIR. These uses are anticipated to include neighborhood-
serving establishments such as banks, a grocery store, a drug store, restaurants, 
and specialty retail establishments. While future residents may seek other services 
outside the immediate community, this would tend to support rather than diminish 
the economic viability of surrounding communities offering desirable services. No 
big box retail is proposed on either project site. “Urban decay” in surrounding 
communities is not considered an issue with respect to the proposed project.  

La Floresta Village households are anticipated to have average incomes 
exceeding $80,000 annually, and there would be 1,088 new households created in 
this location. The proposed lease rate of commercial space needs to be $3.00 per 
square foot to be viable, and is anticipated to be $3.25 per square foot or greater. 
Thus, the housing and commercial space created in the La Floresta Development 
Proposal is expected to actually enhance the urban environment and make it 
more viable rather than cause any adverse impact. It is also reasonable to assume 
that new residents will increase the demand for commercial uses beyond the array 
of commercial services to be provided within the La Floresta Village project. 

Response to Comment #9-5 

The Draft EIR has considered all alternatives found reasonable and feasible by the 
lead agency. Several alternatives were considered by the City and dismissed from 
discussion in the EIR for reasons described below. These included: 

University satellite complex – The City’s General Plan provides a goal for the 
La Floresta Village site including a provision for . . . “educational and public 
uses. . .”, which this alternative would serve to achieve. This alternative 
differed substantially from the applicant’s goals and objectives for the site, 
however, and was dismissed without further consideration. 

Office campus with regional commercial uses – This potential alternative was 
discussed and found to be inconsistent with the description of the Mixed Use II 
land use designation within Brea’s General Plan, and was dismissed without 
further consideration. 
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Sports Park/Agricultural facilities – This potential alternative was discussed 
with a focus to achieve General Plan goals and polices to provide for such 
facilities. These land use options were found to be economically impractical 
and inconsistent with the applicant’s goals for the land, however, and were 
dismissed from further consideration.  

As noted in the Introduction to Section 7.0 of the Draft EIR, an EIR is not required to 
consider alternative locations unless significant impacts associated with the 
proposed project could be mitigated by that means. The EIR has identified 
project-specific and cumulative air quality impacts (both from short-term 
construction and long-term operational emissions) as the only project impacts that 
are significant and unavoidable. After consideration of all factors, the City of Brea 
has determined that these air quality impacts would not be avoided or 
substantially lessened by transferring development to another site, and therefore, 
consideration of locating the entire project on an alternative site is not considered 
in the EIR. In addition, the project applicant does not own or control other parcels 
appropriate to accommodate the proposed project within the City of Brea. It is 
also worth noting that the proposed project is substantially less intense than could 
be allowed under the existing General Plan land use designations. 

Response to Comment #9-6  

This comment raises several issues, including water supply analysis, groundwater 
quality impacts alleged to be associated with existing soil contamination, and 
“hazardous and solid waste volumes generated during excavation and grading.” 
Each of these topics is addressed separately in the following responses: 

• Water Supply: Appendix I, Volume II of the Draft EIR, contains a technical 
water supply analysis performed for the City of Brea in compliance with all 
requirements of the California Water Code, §10910 and §15083.5 of CEQA 
Guidelines. Section 5.11 of the Draft EIR refers to this technical study in 
summarizing findings. Water supply available to the City of Brea from all 
appropriate agencies and purveyors is described in the water supply 
assessment. The commenter is referred to the technical water supply study 
for any desired additional detail.  

• Reference documents utilized in the preparation of the La Floresta Village 
and Birch Hills Water Supply Assessment included: 

 City of Brea, Urban Water Management Plan, December 2005; 

 City of Brea, Water Master Plan Update, December 2002; 

 Municipal Water District of Orange County, Regional Urban Water 
Management Plan, November 2005; 

 Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, Regional Urban Water 
Management Plan, November 2005; and 
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 California Domestic Water Company, Urban Water Management Plan, 
December 2005.  

• Groundwater Quality/Soil Contamination: There is no “widespread soil 
contamination” on either project site. As outlined in Section 5.6 of the Draft 
EIR, the La Floresta Village does contain 12 scattered sites identified “areas of 
potential environmental concern,” illustrated on Exhibit 5.6-1 of the Draft EIR. 
These will all be appropriately remediated in accordance with mitigation 
measures contained in the Draft EIR prior to grading or other construction 
activities associated with project development, as required by state and 
federal regulations. The presence of these features is not, in any case, an 
impact of the proposed project. In fact, the proposed project is the impetus 
for remediation of these sites, and thus would act to diminish any possible 
impacts to groundwater quality. A remedial grading permit has been issued 
by the City of Brea to accomplish removal of all contaminated soils. 
Responsible City and County agencies are monitoring all such activities.  

• Hazardous Solid Waste Impacts: As noted in the response above, any 
contaminated soils or other hazardous materials would be removed prior to 
project construction. Removal, transport, and disposal of any materials 
considered to be “hazardous” must comply with all state and federal 
regulations. Oversight of these activities will involve all relevant county and 
state regulatory agencies.  

Response to Comment #9-7 

Comments are noted. See preceding Responses to Comment #9-1 through 
Comment #9-6.  

Response to Comment #9-8 

Comment noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR 
itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 10 
City of Placentia 
Raynald F. Pascua, Director of Development Services 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #10-1 

Table 5.12-6 – The descriptions for the parenthesized ‘a’ and ‘b’ were inadvertently 
left in the lower part of the table rather than being changed to prefixes 1 and 2. 
The (a) and (b) have the same explanations as given at the bottom of the table 
for prefixes 1 and 2, respectively. This item will be addressed in the Errata to the 
DEIR.  

Response to Comment #10-2 

Page 5.12-39 – The name of the referenced intersection is: Kraemer & Bastanchury. 
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Responses to Letter 11 
City of La Habra 
Carlos Jaramillo, Director of Community Development 
January 26, 2007 

Response to Comment #11-1 

Comment noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR 
itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 12 
Aera Energy, LLC 
Jeffrey R. Maisch, Project Manager 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment # 12-1 

The comment is not directed at the adequacy of the DEIR. The following response 
is, however, offered to clarify requirements for drainage improvements within the 
proposed project: 

Development of the La Floresta site would not alter storm water flows generated 
from upstream off-site areas such as property owned by Aera Energy. It is not, 
however, the legal responsibility of any property located downstream of any site 
to control or mitigate flows generated from upstream off-site areas. Any flows 
entering the La Floresta Village site will be conveyed through the site to 
downstream drainage systems as is legally required of new development. The 
observation by the commentor that some flows from Aera Energy properties may 
have been absorbed or retained on the planned La Floresta Village site in the past 
does not alter the responsibility of Aera Energy to control and/or mitigate those 
flows. No flooding of any areas on-site or off-site is anticipated as a result of the 
proposed La Floresta Village development. 
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Response to Comment #12-2 

Responses to traffic and circulation from LSA Associates on the behalf of Aera 
Energy LLC comments are contained in the following attachment to Letter 12. 
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Responses to Attachment A to Letter 12 
LSA Associates, Inc. 
Ken Wilhelm 
January 19, 2007 

Response to Comment #12A-1 

The trip distribution percentages for the La Floresta Village site do add up to 91% as 
noted in the comment. The traffic modeling shows that 9% of the project trip 
generation remains on-site. This is related to the mix of uses and specifically the 
retail component of the proposed project. The internal/external relationship is 
derived by the traffic model as part of the trip distribution process. 

Response to Comment #12A-2 

See Letter 9, Response to Comment #9-1, which discusses the project related trips 
on Imperial Highway east of Rose. 

Response to Comment #12A-3 

It is recognized that some of the traffic counts are from 2005. As part of the traffic 
study work effort, an evaluation was made as to the extent of growth that may 
have occurred between 2005 and 2006. In none of the instances was it considered 
that there was substantial growth; hence, the 2005 counts were considered 
adequate to represent existing conditions at these locations and to use for 
interpolating to 2012 for the interim conditions. 

Response to Comment #12A-4 

The City is not aware of any traffic study that has been formally submitted for the 
Aera Master Planned Community (AMPC). At such a time that the study is 
submitted, the City will evaluate the proposed intersection improvements in 
relation to the Citywide Nexus Fee Program.  
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Response to Comment #12A-5 

As part of the Tri-Cities Transportation Model (TCTM), the Tonner Hills Planned 
Community is included in the 2025 traffic forecasts. 

Response to Comment #12A-6 

As this time there is no available information submitted to the City of Brea with 
respect to the AMPC Project. At the time such submittal is made the Citywide 
Traffic Model will be updated to include that project. 

Response to Comment #12A-7 

Comment noted. Corrections to committed improvements will be addressed in the 
Errata to the DEIR.  

Response to Comment #12A-8 

As can be seen in the Performance Criteria section of the traffic report (contained 
in Appendix J to the Draft EIR), an impact is considered significant when an ICU is 
increased by more than .01 with the addition of project traffic to a deficient 
location. The La Floresta Traffic Study identifies such locations accordingly. The 
intersections cited in the comment increase by only .01 and the impacts are 
consequently not considered significant. 

Response to Comment #12A-9 

These types of issues are addressed in the City of Brea Nexus Fee Program, which 
identifies needed improvements and makes cost estimates, including the need for 
additional right-of-way. The two intersections cited have cumulative impacts and 
are thereby locations specifically considered in the Nexus Program rather than 
being a mitigation requirement of the project. As improvements are implemented 
in the Nexus Program, issues such as right-of-way are addressed as part of the 
project engineering studies.  

All future intersections with deficiencies are included in the City of Brea’s Nexus 
program, which is regularly updated. Appendix D to this Responses to Comments 
document provides a copy of the City of Brea’s current traffic impact fee 
schedule. The “City of Brea Transportation Improvement Programs, Nexus 
Procedures Description” is also referenced as a source in the project traffic study, 
contained in Appendix J of the Draft EIR.  

All specific references listed in the project traffic study are also hereby added to 
the list of references contained in Section 10.12 – Bibliography, of the Draft EIR. This 
clarification is also contained in Section 5.1 – Revisions to the Text of the EIR 
(beginning on page 259).  

Response to Comment #12A-10 

See Letter 2, Responses to Comment #2-1 and Comment #2-3. 
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Responses to Letter 13 
Toll Brothers 
Mark E. Foster, Regional General Counsel 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #13-1 

The Tri-Cities Transportation Model (TCTM) accounts for full build out of the Vista del 
Verde project by its utilization of the OCP-2000 demographic forecasts for the 
County of Orange. These forecasts show growth in that area of sufficient 
magnitude to include the Vista Verde project. 

Response to Comment #13-2 

The traffic improvements contained in the approved EIR for the Vista del Verde 
were assumed as committed improvements in the La Floresta traffic analysis. 
When land uses are assumed in the cumulative time frame, the associated 
improvements are also included in the analysis for that time frame. This provides 
consistency between the land uses assumed for that area as noted in Response 
to Comment #13-1 above and the mitigation measure requirements for those 
land uses. 
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Response to Comment #13-3 

Issues such as fair share contributions from outside entities in the City of Brea and 
by the City of Brea for outside entities are addressed in the Citywide Nexus Fee 
Program. The City’s fees reflect funds received from other entities and payments 
made to other entities. 

Response to Comment #13-4 

Comment noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR 
itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 14 
Chevron Land & Development 
James A. Martinez 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #14-1  

Comments from Chevron Land & Development are contained in an attachment 
to Letter 14 and are addressed in the following letter. No CEQA issue with respect 
to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised in the cover letter. No further 
response is necessary. 
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Responses to Attachment A to Letter 14 
Chevron Land & Development 
James A. Martinez 
January 22, 2007. 

Response to Comments #14A-1 through 14A-39 

Comments listed are minor grammatical and formatting comments. None would 
alter any conclusions presented in the Draft EIR. No CEQA issues with respect to the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR analysis itself are raised. Corrections noted will be 
addressed in the Errata to the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #14A-40 

The comment notes that there is a discrepancy between language in Mitigation 
Measure CR-1 in the Draft EIR and the recommendation of the technical 
consultant contained in Appendix D to the Draft EIR. The City of Brea has re-
examined text and issues involved and concurs that language in the SWCA 
assessment of the remnant railroad tracks located on the Birch Hills site is 
appropriate mitigation. Mitigation Measure CR-1 contained in the Draft EIR is 
hereby changed to reflect the recommendation of the archaeological/historical 
consultant as contained in Appendix D of the Draft EIR as indicated below and as 
contained in Section 5.1, Revisions to the Text of the EIR (beginning on page 259) in 
this document. 

Section 5.4 – Cultural Resources, page 5.4-6, Mitigation Measures CR-1 through CR-
3 are replaced by the following measure, and subsequent Mitigation Measures in 
Section 5.4 are re-numbered accordingly:  

 Level of Significance: Potentially Significant  

Mitigation Measures:  

CR-1 Pacific Electric Railway Tracks, Birch Hills Site  

Subsequent Precise Development Plans to be reviewed and approved by the 
Development Services Department of the City of Brea for the implementation of 
the proposed Birch Hills project shall 1)acknowledge the existing railroad bed 
alignment to the fullest extent possible 2) retain the embedded rails in the golf cart 
road and as many other historic-age features as possible (palm trees, drainage 
pipes, roadbed profile), and 3) interpret the Pacific Electric railroad at appropriate 
public viewing areas at the property with durable plaques and/or kiosks preferably 
along the proposed public recreational trail adjacent to the railroad alignment. 

Level of Significance after Mitigation: Less than Significant 

Response to Comment #14A-41 through #14A-48 

Comments listed are minor grammatical and formatting comments. None would 
alter any conclusions presented in the Draft EIR. No CEQA issues with respect to the 
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adequacy of the Draft EIR analysis itself are raised. Corrections noted will be 
addressed in the Errata to the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #14A-49 

Comment noted. Mitigation Measure HAZ-4 in Table 5.6-1 (page 5.6-23) of the 
Draft EIR is hereby replaced with the correct Mitigation Measure HAS-4, as follows: 

HAZ-4 Wastewater Sump Area 

Prior to final certification of grading or issuance of any building permit 
(whichever occurs first) for areas affected by the former wastewater 
sump, the applicant shall provide evidence acceptable to the City 
Building Official and the Fire Marshall that site remediation has been 
completed and approved by OCHCA and the RWQCB. 

Response to Comments #14A-50 through #14A-63 

Comments listed are minor grammatical and formatting comments. None would 
alter any conclusions presented in the Draft EIR. No CEQA issues with respect to the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR analysis itself are raised. Corrections noted will be 
addressed in the Errata to the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #14A-64  

The project trip generation rates utilized were intentionally somewhat conservative 
to avoid the issues that accompany restrictions on certain types of uses such as 
age qualified housing and live-work housing. The use of these rates was approved 
by the City of Brea traffic engineer prior to initiation of analysis, and reflects the 
City’s standard procedure for assessing traffic impacts of new development. 

Response to Comment #14A-65 through 14A-70 

Comments listed are minor grammatical and formatting comments. None would 
alter any conclusions presented in the Draft EIR. No CEQA issues with respect to the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR analysis itself are raised. Corrections noted will be 
addressed in the Errata to the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment #14A-71 

The stated objectives of the project applicant, as listed in Section 4.2.1 of the Draft 
EIR, are broad “vision” type statements and urban design oriented. There are no 
specific alternative design concepts associated with Project Alternatives 
presented in Section 7.0 of the DEIR, as is typical in EIR analysis. Consequently, a 
detailed discussion of the applicant’s project objectives relative to Project 
Alternatives is not possible. It would appear, however, that Project Alternatives, 
with the exception of the No Project/No Development Alternative, could also 
achieve the majority, if not all, of the project applicant’s objectives with 
appropriate planning and design measures.  
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Achievement of most, if not all, of the City of Brea’s objectives is assumed under 
Alternative B: No Project/Development According to the Existing General Plan. 
Under Alternative C: Reduced Development, as stated in Section 7.4.9 of the DEIR, 
affordable housing goals would not be achieved. In addition, Alternative C would 
not implement the City’s mixed-use land use designation and objectives for the La 
Floresta Village site. This is also stated in Section 7.4.9.  

In summary, the differences between Project Alternatives that assume develop-
ment of the project sites are relatively limited, although the achievement of the 
City’s affordable housing and mixed-use design objectives are considered 
important.  
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Response to Comment #14A-72 

The DEIR contains a complete Table of Contents and Appendices, a List of Exhibits, 
and a List of Tables, as is customary and required by CEQA.  

Response to Comment #14A-73  

As the commentor notes, the context within which cumulative impacts have been 
examined is identified in each DEIR section. General Plan build-out is the context 
for all quantitatively driven analysis, such as traffic, air quality, and noise impacts as 
has been appropriately noted in those sections. Section 2.7 of the Draft EIR 
(Incorporation by Reference) lists all elements of the General Plan and the 
General Plan EIR, both adopted in 2003. The Errata to the DEIR incorporates growth 
projections upon which the General Plan is based for purposes of general 
reference to supplement discussion of cumulative impacts in specific impact 
sections. The “list based approach” to cumulative impact analysis was not 
considered suitable for a project the size of the La Floresta Development Proposal, 
where anticipated full build-out could be more than 10 years into the future 
depending on market conditions and other factors.  

Response to Comment #14A-74 

The comment notes a discrepancy in the analysis of consistency of the La Floresta 
Village site and the City of Brea General Plan, Community Development Element 
Land Use component. The level of significance should read “Less than Significant” 
as noted by the commentor. (Note that Table 1-1 in Section 1.0 of the DEIR 
Executive Summary, correctly identifies the level of impact as “Less than 
Significant.”) 

Page 5.8-7 of the Draft EIR, Section 5.8.4- Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures, 
Consistency with Applicable Plans and Regulations, City of Brea General Plan: 
Community Development Element-Land Use, is hereby changed to read as follows 
with respect to the conclusions of analysis regarding the La Floresta Village Site: 

Level of Significance: Potentially Significant. Less than Significant.  

Mitigation Measures: None are required. 

Level of Significance after Mitigation: Less than Significant.  

This correction will be incorporated in the Errata to the DEIR. 
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Responses to Letter 15 
Vesuvius Neighborhood Alliance 
January 7, 2007 

In addition to the preceding comment letter, The Vesuvius Neighborhood Alliance has 
submitted 12 pages of a petition, which follows the Responses to Comments below. 

Response to Comment #15-1 

The comment pertains to removal of trees along the perimeter of the La Floresta 
Village site adjacent to the Vesuvius neighborhood. As noted in the DEIR in Section 
5.1, page 5.1-29, there are no requirements in the City of Brea Municipal Code 
related to tree preservation. Although Item I-(b) of the Aesthetics Section in the 
CEQA Checklist asks “Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, 
including but not limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 
state scenic highway,” these criteria do not apply to the La Floresta Village site 
because no roadways adjacent to the site are designated scenic highways, and 
no other resources on the site rise to a level that would be considered unique or 
distinctive in character, meaning generally that they do not occur or very rarely 
occur within in the local region.  

The General Plan is another criteria that is used to determine what may be 
considered a significant “scenic resource.” If a feature or structure is not 
designated in the General Plan to be preserved, it is not the standard of practice 
to consider it significant under CEQA. In addition, as the CEQA Checklist states, in 
order to be considered a significant impact, damage must also be considered 
“substantial.”  

The applicant has proposed the retention and replacement of trees where 
feasible within the linear park adjacent to the Vesuvius neighborhood. The Draft 
EIR notes that 62 trees are proposed to be removed along this project edge. The 
tree assessment illustrated in Exhibit 5.1-2b (and in larger scale in Appendix B) of 
the DEIR also indicates that 161 existing trees are proposed to be retained along 
this edge. Trees that are proposed to be removed are also generally in 
deteriorated condition and/or of advanced age, as indicated in the tree 
assessment. In addition, other enhancements are proposed within the fifty foot 
setback planned along the site perimeter adjacent to the Vesuvius neighborhood, 
as conceptually illustrated in Exhibit RTC 1.0 (contained in Section 5, Errata 
(beginning on page 259) which replaces Exhibit 4.2-11b, La Floresta Village: Typical 
Linear Park Conditions contained in the DEIR. Exhibit RTC 1.0 provides plan views of 
typical planting plans along a linear park and connections to off-site and inbound 
trail systems. As shown, accent trees to be planted are proposed to be minimum 
24” box trees. Although detailed final landscape plans are not currently available, 
screening along this perimeter as dense as has existed in the past will be required 
as a Condition of Approval. All landscaping and irrigation will also be required to 
comply with City Ordinance 932 - Water Conserving Landscape. 

Homes within the Vesuvius neighborhood that abut the linear park perimeter are 
not oriented toward the La Floresta Village site. Any view of the La Floresta Village 
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site and existing trees is from rear yards which are obstructed at ground level by an 
existing block wall, approximately 6 feet in height.  

The developer of the senior living facility has, in addition, made a number of 
design modifications to the proposed structures in an effort to respond to 
neighborhood concerns since the release of the Draft EIR. These include: 
1) reconfiguration of the building footprints, 2) stepping back the façade of the 
second story of the structure located adjacent to the linear park, and 3) adding 
mature trees and landscaping on-site. The senior living facility will be set back 
approximately 75 to 82 feet from the site boundary along the Vesuvius 
neighborhood edge and will incorporate landscape planting as well. Exhibit RTC 
2.0 – Conceptual Site Plan-Sunrise Senior Living Facility, contained in the Errata to 
the DEIR, illustrates the revised site plan. Setbacks between structures of the senior 
living facility and residences in the Vesuvius neighborhood vary from 81 feet at the 
closest to 113 feet, as shown on Exhibit RTC 3.1 and RTC 3.2 contained in the Errata 
to the DEIR, which shows two cross-sections and a proposed architectural 
elevation of the easterly façade facing the Vesuvius neighborhood. 

In conclusion, removal of existing deteriorated trees is not considered a significant 
aesthetic/visual impact. The setbacks between structures of the senior living facility 
along the boundary with the Vesuvius neighborhood are substantial and greater 
than is typical in most contemporary development and exceed applicable City 
requirements in the Municipal Code, §20.258. These setbacks in conjunction with 
other improvements planned in the linear park and design modifications made in 
the proposed senior living facility would act to sufficiently screen the proposed 
project and minimize any adverse aesthetic impact that might be perceived from 
rear yard areas located in the Vesuvius neighborhood. No significant 
aesthetics/visual impacts to the Vesuvius neighborhood are anticipated due to 
the removal of existing trees, as presented in the Draft EIR. 

Response to Comment #15-2 

The comment concerns view simulations contained in the DEIR. Viewpoint Five was 
simulated from a public location approximately at the centerline of Mujica Place 
within the Vesuvius neighborhood. The simulation in the Draft EIR incorrectly 
assumed a one-story structure for the senior living facility. Consequently, revised 
simulations based on a three-story building have been prepared. Exhibit RTC 7.0 
supersedes and replaces Exhibit 5.1-5f contained in the Draft EIR. In addition, two 
additional view simulations have been prepared from Tolbert Avenue. Exhibit RTC 
6.0 provides a key to the location of view simulations, and the new simulations are 
presented in RTC Exhibits 7.0 through 9.0. All new exhibits are contained in the 
Errata to the DEIR. The methodology and assumptions utilized in preparing view 
simulations is contained in Appendix B to this Responses to Comment document. 

As noted in preceding Response #15-1, various design modifications have been 
made to the proposed senior living facility to soften its visual appearance from 
adjacent areas. Only residents located along the westerly edge of the Vesuvius 
neighborhood would have any view of the La Floresta Village development. As 
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noted in Response #15-1, any views from these locations would be from rear yards, 
with ground level views obstructed by an existing block wall. Visual screening 
offered by planned landscaping, as well as the physical separation of structures 
between the closest buildings planned in the project and private residences in the 
Vesuvius neighborhood, would also further minimize any aesthetics/visual impacts 
that may be perceived by residents. As noted in Response to Comment #15-1, no 
designated scenic resources exist on the La Floresta Village. Similarly, the La 
Floresta Village site does not contain any protected views designated by any 
policy plan or ordinance of the City of Brea, nor are there any in the Vesuvius 
neighborhood. No significant aesthetics/visual impacts to the Vesuvius neighbor-
hood are anticipated, as presented in the Draft EIR, and in new and revised view 
simulations presented in this Responses to Comments document. 

In order to assure that any visual impacts to the Vesuvius neighborhood are 
minimized, the following Mitigation Measure is hereby added to the Draft EIR: 

AES-3  Implementation of the Linear Park 

The proposed linear park on the La Floresta Village site, running along the 
easterly property line, shall be fully implemented, concurrently with the 
construction of any planned adjacent development within the Project, 
consistent with final Landscape Plans.  

This new mitigation measure will be incorporated in Section 5.1, Revisions to 
the Text of the EIR.  
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Response to Comment #15-3 

The comment indicates concern about a possible traffic hazard resulting on Rose 
Drive west of Vesuvius Drive from proposed Mitigation Measure AES-2, requiring 
temporary perimeter screening during project construction. The mitigation 
measure does not specify a precise location for such screening. Mitigation 
Measure AES-2 is hereby modified to read as follows:  

 AES-2 Construction Screening 

Temporary construction screening shall be utilized throughout the construction 
process in all areas where a solid visual barrier does not exist between adjacent 
uses or roadways on both the La Floresta Village and Birch Hill sites. Barriers shall be 
installed in such a manner as to not adversely affect traffic safety in any adjacent 
area. 

This addition to Mitigation Measure AES-2 is incorporated in the Errata to the DEIR. 

Implementation of all mitigation measures must be monitored throughout the 
project build-out. A separate document called a Mitigation Monitoring Program is 
required for this purpose, and will be part of the Final EIR to be certified by the City 
prior to any project approval. If difficulties such as a traffic hazard from 
construction screening arise, they can be adjusted through this process. 

Response to Comment #15-4 

Please see preceding Responses to Comment #15-1 and Comment #15-2. The 
actual setback between structures will vary from approximately 81 to 113 feet. This 
includes setbacks on the senior living facility site, the “linear park” setback, and the 
typical rear yard setback on single-family lots in neighborhoods like the Vesuvius 
neighborhood. In addition to the physical separation, planned landscaping and 
trees, as well as the existing block wall, will absorb noise that may be generated on 
the senior living facility site. The Municipal Code of the City of Brea requires light to 
be confined within the La Floresta Village site. Because the area adjacent to the 
Vesuvius neighborhood has been vacant for some time, and was developed in 
landscape and parking area in the past with the former Hartley Center, some 
residents may notice a change; nonetheless, significant impacts to the most 
proximate residences in the Vesuvius neighborhood from traffic, noise, and light 
generation are not anticipated because impacts would not exceed established 
threshold levels and thus would not represent a significant impact as defined 
under CEQA. Mitigation Measures AES-1 and AES-2 sufficiently address potential 
light and glare impacts that could occur during project construction. In order to 
address potential spillage, Mitigation Measure AES-1 is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 

 AES-1 Construction Lighting 

Construction contractors shall use non-glare, directional lighting to minimize 
potential light and glare impacts when lights are necessary for nighttime safety 
and security in the construction area. Spillage shall be controlled to the maximum 
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extent feasible and shall not exceed 0.5 foot candles at any property line, 
consistent with the level of lighting determined necessary for safety and security 
purposes on the project sites.  

This addition to Mitigation Measure AES-2 is incorporated in Section 5 – Errata 
(beginning on page 259). 

Response to Comment #15-5 

According to Sunrise Senior Housing, who would operate the facility, activities that 
will take place at the senior living facility include food deliveries three times a 
week between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. Delivery vehicles would take 
access off Imperial Highway. Trash pick up for the facility is to be located off 
B Street and would occur twice weekly. All laundry would be done in-house, so no 
traffic would be generated by this activity. Calls for emergency services are 
anticipated to average approximately 4 to 5 per week, which is typical of other 
similar facilities operated by Sunrise Senior Housing. The location of back-up 
generators has not yet been determined; however, such mechanical equipment 
will be screened for aesthetics reasons as well as noise abatement.  

As has been described in preceding Responses to Comments #15-1, #15-2, and 
#15-4, views will be altered by proposed development. New development will, 
however, be set back a substantial distance from the Vesuvius neighborhood and 
will preserve a substantial number of existing trees and provide additional new 
landscape screening. View alteration is not considered a significant impact.  

Please see Response to Comment #15-9 with regard to operation of back-up 
generators and potential noise impacts. A new Mitigation Measure will be 
incorporated in the Final EIR to require acoustic screening of such equipment.  

Response to Comment #15-6 

The Tentative Tract Map for the La Floresta Village site indicates that pad 
elevations planned along site perimeter adjacent to the Vesuvius neighborhood 
will vary less than one foot in elevation (either lower or higher) compared to 
elevations existing within the Vesuvius neighborhood. No aesthetics or other 
impacts are anticipated as a result of planned pad elevations.  

Air quality impacts of fill hauling are addressed within analysis of construction-
related air quality impacts. Because the South Coast Air Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) considers any increase in emissions of particulate matter to be 
significant within the South Coast Air Basin, construction-related air quality impacts 
have been identified as significant and unavoidable after application of all 
required mitigation procedures, as outlined in Section 5.3 of the DEIR.  
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Response to Comment #15-7  

As noted in preceding Response to Comment #15-3, a Mitigation Monitoring 
Program is a required component of a Final EIR. The demolition of the Hartley 
Center did not require an Environmental Impact Report, and thus a Mitigation 
Monitoring Program was not involved, although City personnel conducted various 
inspection(s) and compliance activities on demolition activities as well. Demolition 
activities are also typically noisier than most types of construction because it 
requires greater use of heavy equipment. (Please see Exhibit 5.9-3 in the DEIR for 
illustration of noise levels generated by different types of construction equipment.)  

Response to Comment #15-8 

The conceptual location of planned perimeter walls and fencing along Rose Drive 
are illustrated in Exhibit 4.2-9, and section views of setback areas along Rose Drive 
are shown in Exhibit 4.2-10b. As shown, the planned setback is 30 feet from the 
curb line to proposed walls. No traffic hazards are anticipated with the planned 
setback.  

Response to Comment # 15-9 

The operation of back-up generators on the senior living facility site would occur 
very infrequently, only during power outages and during routine testing, which can 
be anticipated once monthly for a period lasting approximately 15 minutes. 
According to more detailed plans prepared by the project architect (Steinberg 
Architects - 8/6/07) for the senior living facility that have been developed since 
circulation of the Draft EIR, emergency generators are proposed to be located 
within the subterranean parking garage. As an additional note, noise standards 
are normally not enforced during true emergency situations such as a complete 
loss of power. With the proposed location of emergency generators in the parking 
garage, no significant noise impacts are anticipated to occur in residential areas 
located near the facility.  

All mechanical equipment must meet pollutant emission standards and controls 
administered by the South Coast Air Quality Management District. Any odor that 
may be generated by operation of emergency generators would be minimal and 
transient. Such odors would not be anticipated to generate any nuisance in 
nearby residential areas. No significant noise or air quality impacts from 
emergency generators located on the site of the senior living facility are 
anticipated.  

Response to Comment #15-10 

Because noise may change from day to day, and certainly from one location to 
another, the purpose of noise measurements is primarily to provide a basis to 
calibrate the computer model ultimately used to project noise levels at various 
locations and at various times with various development scenarios. The single 
"snapshot" measurement is therefore more a tool applied in the process of noise 
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prediction to tailor computerized modeling to local conditions rather than as a 
definitive characterization of the total traffic noise environment. 

A noise monitor was placed at the intersection of Rose Drive/Vesuvius Drive for the 
noise analysis. Table 5.9-5 in the Draft EIR indicates that noise levels along Rose 
Drive between Birch Street and Imperial Highway adjacent to the perimeter of the 
Vesuvius neighborhood are estimated to increase by 1.3 to 1.5 dB from existing 
conditions to the year 2025 with the full La Floresta Development Proposal (Birch 
Hills + La Floresta Village) as a result of project generated traffic. Residences 
located in the interior of the neighborhood further from Rose Drive would 
experience even less of a noise change. A change in noise levels of less than 3dB 
is imperceptible to the human ear. No significant noise impacts to the Vesuvius 
neighborhood are anticipated from the La Floresta Development Proposal. 

Response to Comment #15-11 

In accordance with state planning law, the General Plan is the policy document 
that establishes the acceptable intensity of development on the La Floresta 
Village site, as well as any other vacant land in the City of Brea. The General Plan 
EIR, prepared in conjunction with the 2003 update of the General Plan, concluded 
that the designated Mixed Use II (MU-II) development intensity was appropriate for 
the La Floresta Village site. The proposed La Floresta development plan does not 
exceed the allowed density of the existing MU-II land use and zoning designations 
on the site, as explained in Sections 4.2.2 and 4.2.3 of the Draft EIR. The MU-II 
designation could actually allow a greater intensity of development, as is 
illustrated by the discussion of Project Alternative “B” – No Project Alternative/ 
Development According to the Existing General Plan, Section 7.3 of the Draft EIR. 
Project Alternative “C” – Reduced Development, as described in Section 7.2 of the 
Draft EIR, would eliminate development in Planning Area 5 but would not alter the 
density of residential development planned on other portions of the La Floresta 
Village site.  

The Draft EIR has addressed all potential environmental impacts of the La Floresta 
Development Proposal in accordance with the California Environmental Quality 
Act, and concluded that no significant unavoidable impacts would occur after 
recommended mitigation measures, with the exception of air quality impacts as 
described in Section 6.4 of the Draft EIR. A reduction in development intensity is 
considered a last resort measure and is not considered to be justified by the limited 
significant unavoidable impacts identified in the Draft EIR as remaining after 
mitigation of the La Floresta Development Proposal.  

Response to Comment #15-12 

The Vesuvius neighborhood currently accesses Rose Drive via a signalized 
intersection, thereby providing safe entry and exit at this location. The project does 
not have any access points on Rose Drive, and hence any increase in traffic is due 
to ambient growth rather than project traffic. That ambient growth is estimated to 
be relatively low for the following reasons: 
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1. There is only limited growth in the parts of the City that contribute to 
this traffic (for example, Carbon Canyon Road traffic is constrained 
by the capacity of that facility). 

2. Improvements to the Valencia/Imperial intersection (scheduled for 
this summer) will assist in minimizing any diversion to Rose Drive. 

3. Signalization of the project access points will include synchroniza-
tion to minimize delays that could result in diversion to Rose Drive. 

4. Rose Drive will be widened to four lanes in the future in 
conformance with the County’s Master Plan of Arterial Highways. 
This will reduce the congestion that is currently observed on Rose 
Drive. If Rose Drive were not widened, a General Plan Amendment 
is required and must be approved and adopted by the County of 
Orange. 
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Response to Comment #15-13 

The City of Brea Police Department has been involved in the review and provided 
input to the evolution of project plans. They have also been involved in the 
preparation of the Draft EIR. Adequate lighting for public safety purposes is 
required for all land uses by the City of Brea Municipal Code. Detailed plans for all 
trails specifications will also receive further review from all pertinent City agencies 
prior to development to ensure compliance with City standards. The trail planned 
along the linear park is designated Regional Trail link in the City of Brea General 
Plan, as shown on Exhibit 5.11-2 of the Draft EIR, and as such, is a facility planned 
for general public use. No unique or unusual security concerns are anticipated 
along any trails.  

Response to Comment #15-14  

Comment noted. The condition of the existing block wall is not an impact of “the 
project” and therefore is not within the scope of this EIR. No CEQA issue with 
respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is 
necessary. 

Response to Comment #15-15 

 As has been noted in preceding responses, implementation of all mitigation 
measures must be monitored throughout the project build-out. A separate 
document called a Mitigation Monitoring Program is required for this purpose, and 
will be part of the Final EIR to be certified by the City prior to any project approval. 
If difficulties such as excessive noise during hours not in compliance with the City 
Noise Ordinance create a nuisance, they can be addressed through this process. 

Response to Comment #15-16 

Comment noted. The demolition and grading was approved by the City of Brea 
under a ministerial process and is not part of “the project” within the scope of this 
EIR. The increase in rodents in the Vesuvius neighborhood due to activities currently 
occurring on the La Floresta Village site would not be considered an impact of the 
proposal that is the subject of the Draft EIR. The issue should be addressed through 
the monitoring of current grading and demolition activities and associated City 
permits. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR is raised. 
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Responses to Letter 16 
Mr. Sam Rush 
3345 E. Elm Street, Brea, California 
December 22, 2006 

Response to Comment #16-1 

The Draft EIR has examined traffic impacts (Section 5.12) and public service 
impacts (Section 5.11), including response times for police and fire protection as 
required by the California Environmental Quality Act. This analysis concluded that 
the proposed project would have less than significant traffic and services impacts 
after mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR.  

Response to Comment #16-2 

Comments are noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 17 
Nestor and Kathleen Reyes 
355 Tolbert Street, Brea, California 
December 28, 2006 

Response to Comment #17-1 

Comments are noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR itself is raised.  

Response to Comment #17-2 

Comments are noted. Air quality issues are addressed in Section 5.3, and traffic 
issues are addressed in Section 5.12 of the Draft EIR. Analysis concluded that traffic 
impacts would be less than significant after mitigation measures outlined in the 
DEIR. Construction-related and long-term air quality impacts from mobile sources, 
as well as cumulative air quality impacts from the same activities, were concluded 
to be significant and unavoidable after all feasible mitigation measures, as 
outlined in the DEIR. 

Response to Comment #17-3 

See Letter 15, Response to Comment #15-13. 

Response to Comment #17-4 

See Letter 15, Response to Comment #15-4.  
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Response to Comment #17-5 

Comments are noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR itself is raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 18 
Eric and Kim Golden 
395 Tolbert Street, Brea, California 
January 10, 2007 

Response to Comment #18-1 

See Letter 15, Responses to Comment #15-1 and Comment #15-2. 

Response to Comment #18-2 

Collection of fair share fees, as required in Mitigation Measure PS-1 in the Draft EIR, 
is the common process in many jurisdictions to address many types of infrastructure 
issues. Fees are collected from any new development impacting public services 
and facilities. A Development Agreement, which is a legally binding document, is 
part of this project and will outline all fees required from any present or future 
project developers. Acquisition of new equipment, such as fire trucks, occurs 
through the normal city budgetary process but may also be funded through 
development fees.  

Existing Fire Station #3, located at 400 N. Kraemer Boulevard, can house any new 
equipment that may be required. In order to address longer term needs, the City 
adopted a Fire Protection NEXUS Fee Program in 2006, which assumed 
development of the La Floresta Village site. It would be speculative, however, to 
predict where and whether a new fire station may be needed in closer proximity 
to the proposed project. This determination is made by the Fire Department based 
on their expert knowledge and analysis of needs. Adequate fire protection 
facilities and equipment are assured to be in place through these established 
programs and procedures as all new development occurs over time. 
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Response to Comment #18-3  

See Letter 15, Response to Comment #15-12. 
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Responses to Letter 19 
Steve Kerpan 
176 Sunflower Street, Brea, California 
January 18, 2007 

Response to Comment #19-1 

Comments are noted. Section 5.12 of the Draft EIR analyzes traffic issues, including 
cumulative traffic, and concludes that impacts will be less than significant with 
mitigation measures contained in the EIR. 
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Responses to Letter 20 
Piroutek Family 
January 18, 2007 

Response to Comment #20-1 

No specific comments with respect to the traffic analysis are raised. The traffic 
analysis contained in the Draft EIR follows commonly accepted traffic analysis 
methodology and has been prepared by a registered traffic engineer. It has also 
been reviewed by the City of Brea traffic engineer for adequacy, and addresses 
all issues required by the California Environmental Quality Act. No further response 
is possible. 
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Response to Letter 21 
Chad and JoAnne Aldridge 
January 18, 2007 

Response to Comment #21-1 

Comments are noted. See Letter 20, Response to Comment 20-1. No CEQA issue 
with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is raised. No further response is 
necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 22 
Steve Kerpan 
176 Sunflower Street, Brea, California 
January 18, 2007 

Response to Comment #22-1 

Analysis of traffic impacts in the Year 2025, as presented in the traffic analysis for 
the Draft EIR, assumes build-out according to the land use assumptions and 
patterns contained in the City of Brea General Plan. In this manner, all develop-
ment projects that are consistent with the General Plan are reflected in the 
analysis of future traffic conditions. The traffic study addresses the proposed golf 
course and residential development, and traffic from the school and sports park 
are part of the background conditions. Project-related trip distribution patterns as 
illustrated in Exhibit 5.12-1 of the DEIR indicate that the majority of La Floresta traffic 
would travel south and east from the site. No significant project-related traffic 
impacts were identified on Birch Street or Lambert Road.  
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Responses to Letter 23 
Michael Cervin 
433 Tolbert Street, Brea, California 
January 19, 2007 

Response to Comment #23-1 

As noted in the DEIR in Section 5.1, page 5.1-29, and in Response to Comment #1, 
Letter 15, there are no requirements in the City of Brea Municipal Code related to 
tree preservation. Trees proposed to be removed are generally in deteriorated 
condition and/or of advanced age, as identified in the tree assessment contained 
in the Draft EIR.  

Response to Comment #23-2 

The Initial Study, contained in Appendix B to the Draft EIR, determined that impacts 
to biological resources would be less than significant, thus this topic was not 
addressed in the EIR in accordance with CEQA procedures. The Initial Study states, 
“The majority of both project sites is developed, or has been highly disturbed. 
Portions of the La Floresta Village site have been recently graded in preparation 
for development. The General Plan EIR does not identify any sensitive natural 
resource or habitat areas on either project site. Proposed development would not 
conflict with any plans, policies, or regulations protecting sensitive species, riparian 
habitat or sensitive natural communities.” Both the Notice of Preparation and the 
Draft EIR have also been provided to the California Department of Fish & Game 
and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, neither of which have submitted comments in 
response. 

Response to Comment #23-3 

See Response to Comment #23-1 and Comment #23-2 above.  
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Responses to Letter 24 
Marjorie Eason 
January 17, 2007 

Response to Comment #24-1 

Comments are noted. Concerns are expressed with respect to traffic impacts to 
Rose Drive. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR itself is 
raised, however. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Letter 25 
Georgia Smith 
January 21, 2007 

Response to Comment #25-1 

A proposed development is only responsible for addressing impacts that are 
generated by the development itself, and cannot be held responsible for 
mitigating conditions existing before the development occurs and that derive from 
other sources. However, if a proposed development acts to worsen an existing 
condition to a degree that exceeds established thresholds, it is considered a 
“significant” impact under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 
mitigation addressing the incremental impact caused by the development is 
required. None of the measures presented in the comment are considered 
necessary as a result of the La Floresta Development Proposal based on traffic 
analysis conducted for the Draft EIR and presented in Section 5.12 and Appendix 
J. 

Response to Comment #25-2 

Traffic problems described in Comment #25-2 are not caused by the La Floresta 
Development Proposal. See also Response to Comment #25-1 above. 

Response to Comment #25-3 

See Response to Comment #25-1 and Comment #25-2 above. 
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Responses to Letter 26 
Sara and Donald Schmunk 
3245 Greenleaf Drive, Brea, California 
January 21, 2007 

Response to Comment #26-1 

The commenters express broad concern with the air quality impacts which have 
been identified as significant and unavoidable after mitigation. As listed in Section 
6.4 of the Draft EIR, these include “project-specific construction related and long-
term air pollutant emissions from mobile sources as well as cumulatively significant 
air quality impacts from the same activities.”  

The commenters suggest a variety of measures that they believe would act to 
further mitigate these impacts. Most of the measures suggested are already 
incorporated in Mitigation Measure AQ-1 contained in Section 5.3 of the Draft EIR, 
which lists control measures required by the South Coast Air Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD), which has regulatory responsibility for formulating and 
implementing such emissions control measures in order to meet state and federal 
emissions standards on a regional basis. Other suggestions such as allowing 
construction during nighttime and early morning hours would violate other City 
ordinances and cause other adverse impacts. Similarly, advance notice of severe 
wind conditions is technologically impossible, and SCAQMD regulations already 
include routine dust control measures and cessation of activities such as grading 
and earth-moving during critical or severe air quality conditions (as defined by the 
SCAQMD). All feasible measures to control and limit construction-related pollutant 
emissions will be taken and are mandatory under SCAQMD regulations. Control of 
emissions from other mobile sources is dependent on such things as improvements 
in technology beyond the control or jurisdiction of the City of Brea.  
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Responses to Letter 27 
Eric and Kim Golden 
395 Tolbert Street, Brea, California 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #27-1 

See Letter 22, Response to Comment #22-1.  
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Responses to Letter 28 
Eduardo Semblantes 
407 W. Imperial Highway, Suite H-118, Brea, California 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #28-1 
Comments are noted. General concerns are expressed with respect to various 
impacts, but no specific issues are articulated on DEIR adequacy. The DEIR has 
analyzed traffic, circulation and noise issues and concluded that all project 
impacts would be less than significant after mitigation measures outlined in 
Sections 5.12 and 5.9, respectively. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy 
of the Draft EIR itself is raised, however. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment # 28-2 
Impacts to school districts and specific schools that would serve the La Floresta 
Development Proposal are examined in Section 5.11 of the Draft EIR. It should be 
noted that Country Hills Elementary School has not been identified by the Brea-
Olinda School District as serving future students from the Birch Hills project. School 
districts serving the project have indicated sufficient capacity exists or will be 
created to accommodate the La Floresta Development Proposal. See Comment 
Letters #6 and #7 from the Brea-Olinda Unified School District and the Placentia 
Yorba Linda School District, respectively. No significant impacts to schools were 
identified after required mitigation. 

Noise and traffic analysis contained in the DEIR are based upon standard trip 
generation rates established by the Institute of Traffic Engineers (ITE) for various 
land use types and thus inherently incorporate resident trips that may occur for a 
wide variety of purposes. These rates are extrapolated from recording and 
observation of trip generation from many projects of a similar nature. Trip 
distribution patterns for the Birch Hills project are illustrated in Exhibit 5.12-2 in the 
DEIR. These are established by the traffic engineer and take into account local trip 
attractors as well as regional circulation patterns and the existing circulation 
network. As noted above, Section 5.12 of the DEIR examines traffic issues and has 
not identified any significant impacts that cannot be mitigated to a less than 
significant level by measures incorporated in the DEIR. The same is true of noise 
impacts, which are addressed in Section 5.9 of the DEIR.  

Response to Comment #28-3 
 Residential use planned on the Birch Hills site adjacent to Kraemer Boulevard is no 
different than existing residential neighborhoods that occur along this street. A 
signalized vehicular and pedestrian access point (with a crosswalk) is planned at 
the project entry on Kraemer Boulevard for the safety of vehicles and pedestrians. 
Dedicated trails cross the interior of the property along Loftus Channel and 
sidewalks will run along Birch Street and Kraemer Boulevard, as illustrated in Exhibit 
4.2-21 in the DEIR. The sidewalk along Kraemer Blvd. is to be located within a 25-
foot landscaped setback area, as shown on Exhibit 4.2-24 of the DEIR. No 
significant issues related to child safety from access are anticipated. Relocating or 
re-arranging residential areas within the site would not alter the fact that residents 
of all ages would have to access surrounding streets.  
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Response to Letter 29 
Michael Cervin 
407 W. Imperial Highway, Suite H-118, Brea, California 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #29-1 

All elevations and plans presented in the Draft EIR are of a conceptual nature. 
Since release of the Draft EIR, some refinements in the design of the proposed 
senior living facility have occurred, primarily in response to public input. These are 
described in Response to Comment #15-1, Letter 15, and Illustrated in Exhibits RTC 
2.0, RTC 3.1, and RTC 3.2 located in the Errata to the Draft EIR. Minor changes may 
occur in plans as project review progresses, but sufficient detail exists to 
adequately assess and mitigate project impacts. Detailed architectural and 
engineering plans are not prepared until after a project is approved, and may 
vary to some degree from original concepts. If changes were so substantial that 
the level of any impact identified in an EIR for any component of the La Floresta 
Development Proposal would change from less than significant to significant, 
revisions to the EIR and recirculation of the revised Draft EIR for public comment 
would be required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). There 
have been no changes in any aspect of the project that have altered impact 
conclusions presented in the Draft EIR. 
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Responses to Letter 30 
Michael and Maryanne Martinez 
397 Tolbert Street, Brea, California 
January 22, 2007 

Response to Comment #30-1 

See Letter 15, Response to Comment #15-7. 

Response to Comment #30-2 

Area hydrology and drainage patterns are addressed in Section 5.7 of the Draft 
EIR. All drainage generated by the proposed development is required by law to 
be either retained on the site or directed to a drainage system capable of 
accepting any additional flows that may be generated. No uncontrolled surface 
flow from proposed development to off-site areas is permitted. Proposed drainage 
improvements as well as pad elevations are depicted on the Tentative Tract Map 
for the La Floresta Village Site, Exhibit 4.2-15a and b in the Draft EIR. No flooding 
hazards are anticipated as a result of the proposed La Floresta Village project. 

Response to Comment #30-3 

See Letter 23, Response to Comment #23-1 and Comment #23-2. 

Response to Comment #4 

See Letter 29, Response to Comment #29-1. 
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Response to Comment #30-5 

See Letter 15, Response to Comment #15-14.  

 



Letter 31 Best, Best & Krieger LLP 3. Responses to Comments  

August 4, 2008 162 La Floresta Development Proposal Draft EIR 
Conexus   Draft Final Environmental Impact Report 
  City of Brea 

Letter 31 Best, Best & Krieger LLP 

 
 



Letter 31 Best, Best & Krieger LLP 3. Responses to Comments  

August 4, 2008 163 La Floresta Development Proposal Draft EIR 
Conexus   Draft Final Environmental Impact Report 
  City of Brea 

Responses to Letter 31 
Best, Best & Krieger LLP on behalf of the City of Yorba Linda 
Sonia R. Carvalho and Jamie L. Raymond 
Best Best & Krieger, LLP 
5 Park Plaza, Suite 1500, Irvine, CA 92614  
May 23, 2007 

Response to Comment 31-1 

Comment noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR is 
raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comments 31-2 through 31-5 

The Water Supply Assessment (WSA) for the La Floresta Development Proposal has 
been clarified to respond to issues raised in the City of Yorba Linda’s comments 
contained in Letter #31. A clarification to the WSA, prepared by DBE Psomas, is 
attached to this Responses to Comments document as Appendix E. The following 
responses are excerpted from that document.  

• MWD Reliability 

It should be noted that water supply projections from MWD’s 2005 RUWMP 
are based upon contingent future projects for which environmental impacts 
have yet to be assessed. This is no different than has been the case for the 79-
year history of MWD. Throughout that time, MWD has met the water supply 
needs of its member agencies. There is no evidence to suggest that it will not be 
capable of meeting these needs into the future. 

• CDWC Reliability 

CDWC has a 33-year history of providing water to its stockholders, and at no 
time have any of its members been shorted on their water supply. In fact, 
the Upper San Gabriel Basin Watermaster annual reports indicate that no 
water producer bound by the Judgment ever has been denied the right to 
overproduce from the Basin for lack of available supplemental water or for 
any other reason. That Judgment has been in operation for over 30 years. In 
summary, the stock acquisition will more than cover the project's demand from 
water rights owned by CDWC under the controlling Judgment with no resulting 
reliance on CDWC's ability to produce water in excess of those rights. However, 
the City of Brea is not dependent upon CDWC, as the City has the capacity 
and facilities in place to take 100% of its supply from MWD should it decide to 
do so now or in the future. 
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• Alternative Supplies 

Southern California has been faced with the need to import water to meet its 
existing and future water needs for 60 years or more. Local and regional 
water agencies are continuously developing new supplies and improving 
those already in use. Alternate water supplies that may be available to the 
City of Brea in the future have not been fully developed at this time. 
Alternatives that currently appear to be promising include, among others, 
future availability of recycled water from a regional plant in the north Orange 
County area, desalination and wheeling of seawater from a coastal location, 
and purchase and wheeling of agricultural water along the SWP route. 

The history of Southern California suggests that the region is highly likely to 
solve its water supply issues and provide its residents with supplies that meet 
health and life style demands. The City of Brea believes that MWD and CDWC 
will continue to provide uninterrupted supplies to meet its water needs. If 
evidence presents itself to the contrary, the City will look to alternatives that 
bear promise at that time. 

Response to Comment 31-6 through 31-8 

The City of Brea has, through ownership of 1,295 shares of CDWC stock, an 
average year entitlement of 1855 afy from the CDWC system with no reliance of 
the right of CDWC to overproduce from the adjudicated Basin and, thus, no 
reliance on the availability of supplemental imported water. The development 
agreement for the project will provide the City with ownership of an additional 825 
shares of CDWC stock or 1181 afy for a total of 3036 afy. 

Table 7, 8 and 9 from the March 14,2006 WSA contained in Appendix I to the Draft 
EIR, have been expanded into Tables 7a, 7b, 8a, 8b, 9a and 9b presented below. 
In Table 9 the demand increase has been revised to agree with the text, which 
states that a 6% increase has been applied to water demand in each successive 
year. The tables with the “a” suffix present the same supply scenario as those in the 
WSA, which represent the probable supply to be taken by Brea from MWD and 
CDWC. 

The tables with the “b” suffix present an alternative supply scenario if the City limits 
its supply taken from CDWC to the City’s average year entitlement of 3,036 afy. It 
should be noted that the City of Brea has the ability to meet 100% of its existing and 
ultimate demands solely from its capacity from MWD.  
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Response to Comment 31-9 

The City of Brea has provided water service to the Birch Hills Golf Course for 35 
years. The 2002 Water Master Plan Update (WMPU), Table 4-4 (Large Single-
Location Water Users) identifies the existing average water demand for the golf 
course to be 203.4 acre-feet per year (afy). The proposed project overlays this 
golf course; therefore, the existing golf course demand offsets the estimated 
project demands by a like amount when considering additional water supply for 
the project. This reduces the project additional water demand from 1,224 afy to 
1,022 afy. Table 2 of the WSA has been revised accordingly, as presented below. 

It should be noted that the City received a letter dated February 26, 2007 from 
Hunsaker & Associates, which estimated the project's increase in water demand at 
less than half of the conservative amount used in the WSA. A copy of that letter is 
included in Appendix E to this Responses to Comments document. 

The business points of the development agreement between the project developer 
and the City had not been established when the WSA was published in March 
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2006. As part of the agreement, the developer will transfer 350 shares of CDWC 
stock through dedication, will sell the City 100 more shares of stock to cover golf 
course demand, and will agree to sell to the City one half of its remaining stock in 
the amount of 375 shares. Accordingly, the agreement will result in the transfer to 
the City of a total of 825 shares of CDWC stock, which provides the City an 
increased supply of water and will more than offset the project's total additional 
water demand. The WSA states that each share is equal to 1.4325 afy and, 
therefore, 825 shares equals 1,181 afy. This additional supply provides more than a 
direct offset to the project's additional water demand, reducing it to 0 with a 
cushion of 159 afy. This calculation is based on a conservative estimate of the 
amount of water represented by 1 share of CDWC stock. That amount fluctuates 
in accordance with the Operating Safe Yield established annually by the Upper 
San Gabriel Basin Watermaster. Most recently, the amount so established resulted 
in rights to produce water amounting to 1.9 afy per share, thus increasing the 
amount in excess of the project's additional demand which will result from the 
City's imminent acquisition of CDWC shares from the developer. 
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Response to Comment 31-10 

Rough grading of the majority of the La Floresta Village site, which would be the 
major generator of construction-related air quality impacts, was completed during 
the demolition of structures and other improvements that previously occupied the 
site. These activities were addressed by the City of Brea in a separate review and 
permitting process completed prior to the initiation of the EIR process. The EIR, 
however, incorporates analysis of grading activities using the Air Resources Board 
URBEMIS2002 computer model, which assumes simultaneous heavy construction 
on 42.5 acres at some point during the build-out lifetime of the project. 
Consequently, the construction-related air quality impacts identified in the DEIR 
are considered to be a conservative estimate of actual impacts.  

The air quality analysis contained in Section 5.3 of the DEIR complies with 
methodology established by the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) in the most recent edition of its “The CEQA Air Quality Handbook,” 
including all pertinent significance thresholds. The DEIR has concluded that 
construction-related air quality impacts will be significant and has recommended 
all feasible control measures as required by SCAQMD Rule 403. Further, as a 
responsible agency, the SCAQMD received and reviewed a copy of the DEIR 
during the public review period. No comments from the SCAQMD were received 
in return. The project applicant will be required to comply with all construction 
related control measures, which will be contained in the project Mitigation 
Monitoring Program.  

 Response to Comment 31-11 

The comment is incorrect in asserting that trip credits were given for the then 
existing uses on the La Floresta Village site. While the referenced Table on page 2-2 
of the Draft EIR summarizes the uses on the site at that time (for informational 
purposes), the traffic analysis does not take such credit. The Tri-City Traffic Model 
(TCTM) used for producing traffic forecasts utilizes the full trip generation for the La 
Floresta Village project site. This is in accordance with standard traffic modeling 
procedures whereby each traffic zone has a buildout level of land use allocated 
to it. Hence, the full buildout cumulative analysis assumes the full trip generation 
from the proposed uses on the project site. As such in this context, the question of 
existing uses on the site is irrelevant, and the traffic forecasts in the traffic study 
correctly provide long-range forecasts for full buildout of the La Floresta Village 
project and the surrounding area as discussed in the methodology assumptions 
contained in Section 5.12 and Appendix J of the Draft EIR. Therefore, the correct 
project baseline was utilized in the Draft EIR analysis. 

Response to Comment 31-12 

The existing conditions presented in the traffic report (Appendix J of the DEIR) 
contain count data primarily from Fall 2005 and a single count taken in July 2005 
for the intersection of Rose Drive at Imperial Highway. Further, there is no evidence 
to suggest that conditions substantially changed between July 2005 and when the 
Initial Study for the project was released in December 2005. The July count was 
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balanced to match the upstream/downstream flows so that the data was 
consistent with the Fall 2005 counts for this area. Furthermore, the roadway 
improvements assumed at this intersection represent Smart Street improvements, 
consisting of construction of additional lanes, that are estimated to be completed 
by early 2008 (source: Warren Siecke, Traffic Engineer for City of Placentia). 

Response to Comment 31-13 

The trip distribution for the La Floresta Village development project assumed the 
proposed driveway access points on Valencia Avenue and Imperial Highway. The 
actual directional distribution was derived from the TCTM as discussed in the traffic 
report. The long-range forecasts identify the distribution of project trips on the 
surrounding street system, and any reference to existing access driveways is 
irrelevant with respect to those forecasts. No project access is assumed on Rose 
Drive, and the trip distribution estimates any project trips that would use Rose Drive, 
recognizing that such trips are from project driveways on either Valencia Avenue 
or Imperial Highway. The trip distribution has nine percent of the total trip 
distribution as internally captured trips due to the mix of commercial and 
residential land uses within the traffic analysis zones (this percentage is derived by 
the traffic model). 

Response to Comment 31-14 

Table 4.2-1 contained in Section 4.2-2 of the Draft EIR indicates that the total 
number of dwelling units planned on the La Floresta Village site is 1,088 dwelling 
units, as does Table 5.12-4, contained in Section 5.12 - Traffic and Circulation. The 
density mix illustrated is, however, different as the commenter has noted. 
Discrepancies are noted in the table below. The project, as is typical of all 
development projects, evolved over time and in response to public input. The 
residential development mix was adjusted on the La Floresta Village site toward 
more lower density housing as shown. According to the project traffic engineer, 
the changes in density classifications could result in a slight increase to the project 
trip generation. However, the trip generation estimated in the Draft EIR does not 
take into account the lower trip generation associated with the planned senior 
living facility on the La Floresta Village site. Given that the proposed La Floresta 
Village project contains 200 units in this facility, the overall change in the project 
trip generation would be minimal. (The AM peak hour trip rate for age-qualified 
housing is one-third that of regular housing according to the Institute of 
Transportation Engineers Trip Generation Manual, as noted in Response to 
Comment #9-1.)  



Letter 31 Best, Best & Krieger LLP 3. Responses to Comments  

August 4, 2008 173 La Floresta Development Proposal Draft EIR 
Conexus   Draft Final Environmental Impact Report 
  City of Brea 

Comparison of Residential Dwelling Unit Mix 
La Floresta Village 

 Table 4.2-1 Table 5.12-4 Difference 
Low Density 291 DU -0- +291 DU 
Medium Density 447 DU 398 DU -49 DU 
High Density 200 DU 540 DU -340 DU 
Mixed Use 
Residential 

150 DU 150 DU -0- 

Total 1,088 DU 1,088 DU n.a. 
Birch Hills  

 Table 4.2-1 Table 5.12-4  
Medium Density 132 DU -0- +132 
High Density 115 DU 247 DU -132 
Total 247 DU 247 DU  
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Response to Comment 31-15 

A detailed discussion of trip generation rates used in the traffic analysis can be 
found in Response to Comment 9-2, in response to the first letter from the City of 
Yorba Linda. This response gives a clear description of how traffic model rates 
pertain to trips on the roadway system whereas ITE rates are driveway counts. 
Three simple but obvious examples are as follows: 

Linked Trip 
Traffic Model  

Trip Ends ITE Trip Ends 
Neighborhood carpool pick-up 1 3 
Neighborhood school pupil pick-up 1 3 
Grocery/Convenience store pick-up 1 3 

 
Hence, as far as trips on the roadway system are concerned, the ITE rates would 
over-estimate the traffic by a factor of three. The model validation process carried 
out in the preparation of the TCTM addresses “linked trips” and other related issues, 
and ensures that the traffic model provides a realistic forecast of trips on the 
roadway network. It is the City’s opinion that the TCTM model is more 
representative of local real world conditions than relying on standard ITE 
generation rates. 

Response to Comment 31-16 

A detailed discussion of this is given in Response to Comment 9-1 in response to the 
first letter from the City of Yorba Linda. 

Response to Comment 31-17 

The Final EIR will incorporate a Mitigation Monitoring Program as required by 
CEQA. Section 15126.4 of the CEQA Guidelines directs that environmental impact 
analysis identify all feasible mitigation measures that could minimize significant 
adverse impacts. EIRs must also indicate the level of significance of impacts both 
before and after required mitigation measures. Section 5.12 – Traffic and 
Circulation, and all other impact sections, state these conclusions. All Year 2012 
traffic mitigation measures are shown in Table 5.12-10 in the Draft EIR. Table 5.12-11 
in the Draft EIR lists deficient intersections and shows the Level of Service (LOS) with 
and without the proposed improvements in Year 2012 and 2025, and indicates 
that the proposed improvements will result in acceptable levels of service at each 
improvement location, with the exception of Placentia Ave/Bastanchury Road 
and Kraemer Blvd/Bastanchury Road. Year 2012 mitigation at Kraemer 
Blvd/Bastanchury is logically assumed to be implemented (constructed) before 
ultimate build-out in Year 2025. As stated in the DEIR, mitigation at this intersection 
and at Placentia Ave/Bastanchury Rd. does not allow the intersections to reach 
an acceptable level of service, but it does mitigate the Project impact and the 
project’s portion of the cumulative impact.  
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Response to Comment 31-18 

The topics listed by the commenter, including the routine transport, use or disposal 
of hazardous substances, listing of either of the Project sites on government list of 
hazardous materials sites pursuant to Government Code §65962.5, interference 
with an adopted emergency response plan, and wildland fire hazards, were 
scoped out of the EIR in the Notice of Preparation/Initial Study process. (See 
Appendix B to the Draft EIR.) With the exception of wildland fires, the commenter 
offers no explanation or supporting rationale as to why these impacts should have 
been addressed in the DEIR. The City of Yorba Linda was included in the 
distribution of the NOP and Initial Study and did not submit any comments in 
response. 

With respect to wildland fire hazard potential, the commenter notes that the La 
Floresta Village site “appears to be on the edge of open space.” The “open 
space” most proximate to the site has historically been occupied by agricultural 
row crops directly east of Rose Drive and beyond that is occupied by Carbon 
Canyon Regional Park, a county facility, that contains both scrub and riparian 
habitat areas. Although these areas have been indicated as high fire hazard 
areas in the General Plan Public Safety Element, there are no special requirements 
for development of land adjacent to such areas. The Brea Fire Department has 
been involved in all stages of project review as well as internal review of the Draft 
EIR prior to public release. All suitable fire protection measures have been taken by 
the City of Brea with respect to the proposed Project. 

Response to Comment 31-19 

Groundborne vibration is primarily generated by heavy construction that involves 
activities such as pile driving or land uses such as railroads and airports. As has 
been stated in response to prior comments, only finish grading which will occur in 
phases remains to be done on the La Floresta Village site. In addition, excavations 
will be limited primarily to parking garages located in Planning Areas 5 and 9, and 
are not anticipated to involve more than one subterranean level. No high-rise 
construction that would require pile driving is proposed within the La Floresta 
Village project. Groundborne vibration was scoped out of the EIR in the Notice of 
Preparation/Initial Study process for these reasons. The City of Yorba Linda was 
included in the distribution of the NOP and Initial Study and did not submit any 
comments in response.  

Response to Comment 31-20 

Please refer to Response to Comment 9-6, in response to the first letter submitted 
by the City of Yorba Linda. 

Response to Comment 31-21 

Comment noted. No CEQA issue with respect to the adequacy of the Draft EIR is 
raised. No further response is necessary. 
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Responses to Attachment A to Letter 31 
Tom Brohard and Associates, to Mr. Tony L. Wang,  
Traffic Engineering Manager,  
City of Yorba Linda,  
February 8, 2007 

(Note: this letter is not signed.) 

Response to Comment 31A-1  

Please see Response to Comment 31-11. 
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Response to Comment 31A-2  

Please see Response to Comment 31-12. 

Response to Comment 31A-3  

Please see Response to Comment 31-13. 

Response to Comment 31A-4  

Please see Response to Comment 31-14. 
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Response to Comment 31A-5  

Please see Response to Comment 31-15. 
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Response to Comment 31A-6  

As noted in the Response to Comment #9-1, in response to the first letter submitted 
by the City of Yorba Linda, the trip generation rates are derived for modeling 
purposes and applied to the City of Brea. No credit was taken for existing 
demolished uses because the traffic model used the full project land uses in 
estimating long-range traffic forecasts. Hence, the information presented in this 
comment is irrelevant and incorrect with respect to suggesting the different trip 
generation should be used in the long-range traffic forecasts for the La Floresta 
project. See also Response to Comment #31-14 above. 
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Response to Comment 31A-7  

See Response to Comment #9-1, in response to the first letter submitted by the City 
of Yorba Linda. 

Response to Comment 31A-8  

As discussed earlier in Response #9-2, in response to the first letter submitted by the 
City of Yorba Linda, the improvements are the result of the Smart Street 
improvements for Imperial Highway, and are expected to be completed by mid-
2008. The City of Brea is the lead agency for the construction contract. 
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Response to Comment 31A-9  

See Response to Comment #31-17.  
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Responses to Letter 32 
State of California 
Department of Transportation, District 12 
July 13, 2007 

Response to Comment 32-1 

Comments are noted. No CEQA issues are raised. No further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment 32-2 

The comment notes that Caltrans Traffic Operations “does not concur with the 
findings of the traffic analysis performed for this project” and also that the agency 
does not “concur with the use of signalized intersections at any of the proposed 
intersections on SR-90 (Imperial Highway) and SR-142 (Valencia Avenue).” 

Since the receipt of this July 13, 2007 letter from Caltrans, a series of meetings 
between Caltrans staff, the project proponent, their traffic engineers, and 
representatives of the City of Brea have occurred to discuss issues raised and seek 
solutions. On May 12, 2008, a letter was issued by the Branch Chief of Caltrans 
District 12, Mr. Ryan Chamberlain, outlining improvements that have been agreed 
to in order to implement the La Floresta Village Project. The May 12, 2008 letter is 
incorporated in Appendix F of this Responses to Comments document. The 
following elements have been agreed to: 

1. The development will have full signals at the following intersections: 

 Imperial Highway / “F” Street 
 Imperial Highway/ “A” Street 
 Valencia Avenue/ “F” Street, and 
 Valencia Avenue/ “R” Street 

2. The intersection of “A” Street and Valencia Avenue will have right turn in and 
right turn out access. There will be access from SB (southbound) Valencia to 
“A” Street by means of a left turn in with raised median that goes through the 
intersection to prohibit left turn movements out of the project from “A” Street. 

3. The Developer will add a right turn lane just before “A” Street on westbound 
Imperial. 

4. There will be no need for an acceleration lane on EB (eastbound) Imperial at 
“A” Street due to this intersection being signalized. 

5. New hardware will be installed for the signal at Imperial/Valencia. 

6. The Developer will provide dual left turn lanes from eastbound Imperial to “A” 
Street.  
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The implementation of these changes has been reviewed by the EIR traffic 
consultant (Austin-Foust Associates) to determine if any of the preceding 
modifications would in any way substantially affect the conclusions of the EIR 
traffic analysis. A letter from Austin-Foust is also contained in Appendix F of this 
Responses to Comments document, concluding that changes outlined “would not 
affect the conclusions of the EIR Traffic Study”. In addition, the changes outlined 
have been reviewed by the City of Brea’s traffic engineer and found acceptable. 

With the implementation of these modifications and improvements, it is 
understood that all concerns raised by Caltrans in the July 13, 2007 comment letter 
have been resolved. 

Response to Comment 32-3 

See Response to Comment #32-2.  

Response to Comment 32-4 

See Response to Comment #32-2.  

Response to Comment 32-5 

See Response to Comment #32-2.  

Response to Comment 32-6 

See Response to Comment #32-2.  

Response to Comment 32-7 

See Response to Comment #32-2 and Comment #2-2. 

Response to Comment 32-8 

See Response to Comment #32-2.  
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Response to Comment 32-9 

See Response to Comment 32-2.  

Response to Comment 32-10 

See Response to Comment 32-2.  

Response to Comment 32-11 

Coordination with Caltrans is ongoing.  
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Responses to Letter 33 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Santa Ana Region 
July 26, 2007 

Response to Comment 33-1 

Comments noted. No CEQA issues are raised. The Regional Water Quality Control 
Board has also submitted prior comments, contained in Letter 3, dated January 4, 
2007. 

Response to Comment 33-2 

Refer to Response to Comment #3-3. Conceptual Water Quality Management 
Plans have been prepared for both sites involved in the La Floresta Development 
Proposal and are contained in Volume II, Appendix F to the DEIR, which was 
provided to the RWQCB during the 45-day public review period. The project will 
incorporate and implement treatment control BMPs (best management practices) 
to the maximum extent practicable (MEP), or will contribute to an acceptable 
regional or watershed based program. 

After subsequent meetings on August 9 and September 20, 2007 with Mr. Adam 
Fischer of the RWQCB, the Conceptual WQMP has been updated to include 
additional discussion on the proposed BMPs for the project. See Appendix A of this 
Responses to Comments document.  

Response to Comment 33-3 

Retention basins will not to be incorporated as a BMP. Storm water discharges from 
all of the planning areas are to be treated with structural treatment control BMPs 
to the maximum extent practicable (MEP), as described below. 

Nuisance flow and “first-flush” discharges from the residential portions of the 
project will be treated in extended detention basins and Filterra Bioretention 
devices. Nuisance and “first-flush” discharges from the commercial and assisted 
living areas will be treated in Filterra Biorention devices. The basins and devices will 
be maintained by their respective homeowner or property owner associations. 
Additional site-specific best managements practices (BMP’s) will be specified in 
the project’s Strom Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and final Water 
Quality Management Plan (WQMP).   
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Response to Comment 33-4 

See Response to Comment #33-3. 

Response to Comment 33-5 

See Response to Comment #33-3. 
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4.  Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

4.1 Legislative Mandate 
The California Environmental Quality Act requires public agencies to adopt mitigation 
monitoring or reporting programs for all projects for which an environmental impact 
report or a mitigated negative declaration has been prepared. This is intended to 
ensure the implementation of all mitigation measures adopted through the CEQA 
process. The program defined in this document is intended to satisfy the spirit and letter 
of this law. 
 
The following is the excerpted text of the legislation related to mitigation monitoring or 
reporting: 
 
PRC §21081.6   FINDINGS OR NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS; REPORTING OR MONITORING 
PROJECT CHANGES; EFFECT ON ENVIRONMENT; CONDITIONS 
 
(a)  When making the findings required by paragraph (1) of Section 21081, or when 

adopting a mitigated negative declaration pursuant to paragraph (2) of Section 
21081, the following requirement shall apply:       

[1) The public agency shall adopt a reporting or monitoring program for the 
changes made to the project or conditions of project approval, adopted in 
order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment. The 
reporting or monitoring program shall be designed to ensure compliance 
during project implementation.  For those changes which have been 
required or incorporated into the project at the request of a responsible 
agency or a public agency having jurisdiction by law over natural resources 
affected by the project, that agency shall, if so requested by the lead 
agency or a responsible agency, prepare and submit a proposed reporting 
or monitoring program. 

{2) The lead agency shall specify the location and custodian of the documents 
or other material which constitute the record of proceedings upon which its 
decision is based.   

(b) A public agency shall provide that measures to mitigate or avoid significant 
effects on the environment are fully enforceable through permit conditions, 
agreements, or other measures.  Conditions of project approval may be set forth 
in referenced documents which address required mitigation measures or, in the 
case of the adoption of a plan, policy, regulation, or other public project, by 
incorporating the mitigation measures into the plan, policy, regulation, or project 
design. 

(c) Prior to the close of the public review period for a draft environmental impact 
report or mitigated negative declaration, a responsible agency, or a public 
agency having jurisdiction over natural resources affected by the project, shall 
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either submit to the lead agency complete and detailed performance objectives 
for mitigation measures which would address the significant effects on the 
environment identified by the responsible agency or agency having jurisdiction 
over natural resources affected by the project, or refer the lead agency to 
appropriate, readily available guidelines or reference documents.  Any mitigation 
measures submitted to a lead agency by a responsible agency or an agency 
having jurisdiction over natural resources affected by the project shall be limited 
to measures which mitigate impacts to resources which are subject to the 
statutory authority of, and definitions applicable to, that agency.  Compliance or 
noncompliance by a responsible agency or agency having jurisdiction over 
natural resources affected by a project with that requirement shall not limit the 
authority of the responsible agency or agency having jurisdiction over natural 
resources affected by a project, or the authority of the lead agency, to approve, 
condition, or deny projects as provided by this division or any other provision of 
law. 

4.2 Program Management 
The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the La Floresta 
Development Proposal will be in place through all phases of the project, including 
design, construction, and operation.  Enforcement of the MMRP will be the responsibility 
of a Project Manager from the City of Brea, under the direction of the City of Brea’s 
Director of Development Services. 

Roles and Responsibilities 

The designated Project Manager (PM) for the Lead Agency will be assigned to 
supervise the design, construction, and operation of the project and is responsible 
for overall management of the MMRP. The PM is thoroughly familiar with the 
project and qualified to determine if an adopted measure is being properly 
implemented or may draw upon other experts as needed. The PM oversees the 
MMRP and reviews the Reporting and Implementation (R & I) forms to ensure they 
are filled out correctly and proper action is being taken on each measure.  The PM 
and/or an assignee will also be responsible for the filling and updating of the R & I 
forms during all phases of the project. The PM will determine the need for a 
measure to be modified and ensure the use of a mitigation specialist if technical 
expertise beyond the PM's is required. If it is found that an adopted mitigation 
measure is not being properly implemented, the PM will require corrective actions 
to ensure adequate implementation. The responsibilities of the PM include the 
following: 

1. An MMRP reporting form will be prepared for each potential significant 
impact and its corresponding mitigation identified in the list of mitigation 
measures attached hereto. 

2. Appropriate specialists will be retained, as needed, to monitor specific 
mitigation activities and provide appropriate written approvals to the PM. 
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3. The PM and/or an assignee will approve, by signature and date, the 
completion of each action item identified on the MMRP reporting form. 

4. All MMRP reporting forms for an impact issue requiring no further monitoring 
will be signed off as completed by the PM and/or an assignee at the bottom 
of the MMRP reporting form. 

5. Unanticipated circumstances may arise requiring the refinement or addition 
of mitigation measures. The PM is responsible for approving any such 
refinements or additions. An MMRP reporting form will be completed by the 
PM and/or an assignee. The completed form will be provided to the 
appropriate design, construction, or operational personnel. 

6. The PM has the authority to stop the work of construction contractors if any 
aspect of the MMRP is not in compliance. 

4.3 Mitigation Monitoring Program Definitions 
The MMRP consists of key program elements. The definitions of these elements are 
summarized below. 

• Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Files 

Files are established to document and retain records of the MMRP. The file 
organization is established by the PM according to mitigation measures and 
project phases. 

• Reporting and Implementation Forms 

R & I forms are designed to record the monitoring activity in a consistent 
manner with appropriate approvals. The R & I form is placed in the MMRP 
files. A copy of a sample form is included in Appendix G. 

• Environmental Compliance Verification 

At the completion of construction activities of the project, a verification of 
environmental compliance is executed by the PM. The verification concludes 
the construction monitoring process for each segment of the construction 
process. 

4.4 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
The policies and procedures for the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) described are intended to provide focused, yet flexible, guidelines for 
monitoring the implementation of the mitigation measures adopted by the City of Brea. 
Two mitigation monitoring matrices have been prepared for the La Floresta Develop-
ment Proposal, one for the Birch Hills Site and one for the La Floresta Village Site. Each 
lists mitigation measures applicable and adopted for the respective projects that make 
up the La Floresta Development Proposal. Measures are numbered as they appear in 
the EIR. As shown, some measures are unique to one site or the other. 
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The matrices correlate each measure, by its assigned number, to the specific phase of 
the project to which the measure applies. The matrices also provide the Project 
Manager (PM) a verification of compliance for each mitigation measure during each 
applicable phase of the project. The project phases include design/plan check (D/PC) 
and construction (C). A Reporting and Implementation (R & I) form (see Appendix G) is 
prepared for each potential significant impact and its corresponding mitigation 
measure. After each measure is verified for compliance during each phase, no further 
action is required for the specific phase. The PM shall initial and date the measure on 
the corresponding Mitigation Monitoring Matrix. These tables will be used to maintain 
records of compliance with the adopted EIR mitigation measures for each site, in 
conjunction with a third table that outlines specific traffic mitigations that are 
applicable to both projects involved in the La Floresta Development Proposal.  

Design Phase/Plan Check 

The design/plan check phase includes preparation of engineering design, 
architectural design, and construction drawings by project design engineers and 
architects. During the design/plan check phase activities (e.g., final site 
engineering, street improvement design), the measure(s) applicable to each 
design/plan check phase activity is identified by the PM and reviewed with the 
design engineer, architect, or other responsible parties. The PM reviews design and 
construction drawings and specifications to ensure that all applicable adopted 
mitigation measures have been incorporated into the project design. Review of 
specifications is particularly important to clarify contractor responsibilities during 
construction. Comments on design documents are provided by the PM to design 
engineers and architects. Upon completion, the activity is reviewed by the PM to 
determine if the applicable mitigation(s) has been implemented. In the event the 
PM determines that there is noncompliance with any of the mitigation measures to 
be implemented during the design/plan check phase, corrective actions are 
required, and a follow-up review is conducted after the design documents are 
modified in response to the PM's comments. The R & I forms are completed after 
each activity. 

Construction Phase 

Construction activities are monitored as often as conditions dictate, to ensure that 
required mitigation measures are implemented. Construction mitigation activities 
are monitored by the PM, or an assignee. 

The PM and construction contractors will meet periodically to identify mitigation 
measures that would be applicable to scheduled construction activities, and to 
review previous monitoring activities. The PM coordinates with affected local 
agencies to ensure applicable mitigation measures are implemented. 

Refinement or Addition of Mitigation Measures 

During each phase, unanticipated circumstances may arise requiring the 
refinement or addition of mitigation measures. The PM is responsible for 
recommending changes to the mitigation measures, if needed. If mitigation 
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measures are refined, the PM and/or assignee will complete an R & I form 
documenting the change and will notify the construction contractor about the 
refined requirements. 

4.5 Mitigation Monitoring Matrices 
Table 2 - Birch Hills Mitigation Monitoring Program 

Table 3 - La Floresta Village Mitigation Monitoring Program 

Table 4 – Traffic Mitigation Year 2025 
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5. Errata 
This Errata section identifies any changes made to the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report (DEIR) to correct or clarify the information contained in that document. 
Changes made to the DEIR are identified here in strikeout text to indicate deletions and 
in bold italics to signify additions. 

5.1 Revisions to the Text of the EIR 
1. Section 3.6, Cumulative Setting, is added to page 3-18 of the Draft EIR, as follows:  

3.6 Cumulative Setting 

Cumulative impacts such as traffic, noise, and air quality impacts are 
evaluated in Section 5.0 based upon General Plan growth projections, 
presented in Table 3.6-1 below. The assumed cumulative setting for other 
impacts that are not quantitatively driven are described in each impact 
analysis section under Cumulative Impacts.  

Table 3.6 -1 
General Plan Projections 

Land Use 
Category 

Projected Dwelling Units (2020) Projected Population (2020) 

City 
Sphere of 
Influence Total City 

Sphere of 
Influence Total 

Hillside 
Residential 

262 1,903 2,165 705 5,117 5,822 

Very Low 
Density 
Residential 

439 4 443 1,181 11 1,192 

Low Density 
Residential 

9,475 774 10,249 25,479 2,080 27,650 

Medium 
Density 
Residential 

3,105 0 3,105 8,351 0 8,351 

High Density 
Residential 

5,117 0 5,117 13,761 0 13,761 

Mixed Use I-
Residential 

332 0 332 893 0 893 

Mixed Use II-
Residential 

1,338 0 1,338 3,598 0 3,598 

Totals 20,069 2,680 22,749 53,968 7,208 61,176 
Source: Brea General Plan, December 2002 
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2. Section 4.2.2 – Description of the Project, La Floresta Village, Table 4.2-1, page 4-3, 
is hereby amended to read as follows:  

Under Planning Area 9, the unit total is 222 units, rather than 200 units. 

Corresponding changes are hereby made throughout the DEIR in any location 
referring specifically to the build-out of Planning Area 9. 

3. Section 4.2.2 – Description of the Project, La Floresta Village, page 4-39, is hereby 
amended to read as outlined below.  

Linear Parks 

Linear parks 50 feet in width are proposed along the La Floresta Village site 
boundaries abutting the existing the existing residential neighborhood located to 
the east of the La Floresta Village site, as illustrated in Exhibit 4.2-11a – La Floresta 
Village: Conceptual Open Space Plan. Exhibit RTC-1, contained in Section 5.2 – 
Revisions to Exhibits in the EIR, augments existing exhibits and provides a more 
detailed illustration of the linear park and the trails planned on the La Floresta 
Village site than was available at the time the Draft EIR was released. As shown, 
the linear park will incorporate a 5-foot-wide meandering concrete trail and a 5-
foot-wide meandering decomposed granite trail that can be used by pedestrians, 
bike riders, or equestrians. As noted previously, block walls would remain in these 
areas.  

4. Section 5.3, page 5.3-32, under Degradation of the Existing Visual Character or 
Quality of the Site and Its Surroundings, the following Mitigation Measure is added 
to assure that any visual impacts to the Vesuvius neighborhood are minimized 
although no significant impacts are anticipated: 

AES-1  Implementation of the Linear Park 

The proposed linear park on the La Floresta Village site, running along the 
easterly property line, shall be fully implemented, consistent with final 
Landscape Plans, concurrently with the construction of any planned 
adjacent development within the Project. 

In addition, existing Mitigation Measure AES-1 is renumbered to AES-2, and 
Mitigation Measure AES-2 is renumbered to AES-3. 

5. Section 5.3, page 5.1-48, Mitigation Measure AES-3 (formerly AES-2) is hereby 
modified to read as follows:  

AES-3  Construction Screening 

Temporary construction screening shall be utilized throughout the 
construction process in all areas where a solid visual barrier does not exist 
between adjacent uses or roadways on both the La Floresta Village and 
Birch Hill sites. Barriers shall be installed in such a manner as to not 
adversely affect traffic safety in any adjacent area. 
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6. Section 5.3, page 5.1-48, Mitigation Measure AES-2 (formerly AES-1) is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

AES-2  Construction Lighting 

Construction contractors shall use non-glare, directional lighting to minimize 
potential light and glare impacts when lights are necessary for nighttime 
safety and security in the construction area. Spillage shall be controlled to the 
maximum extent feasible and shall not exceed 0.5 foot candles at any 
property line, consistent with the level of lighting determined necessary for 
safety and security purposes on the Project sites.  

7. Section 5.4 – Cultural Resources, pages 5.4-6 and 5.4-7, Mitigation Measures CR-1 
through CR-3 are deleted and replaced with new Mitigation Measure CR-1 in bold 
italics below, as follows: 

Mitigation Measures:  

CR-1 Pacific Electric Railway Tracks, Birch Hills Site 

Subsequent Precise Development Plans to be reviewed and approved by the 
Development Services Department of the City of Brea for the implementation 
of the proposed Birch Hills project shall 1) acknowledge the existing railroad 
bed alignment to the fullest extent possible 2) retain the embedded rails in 
the golf cart road and as many other historic-age features as possible (palm 
trees, drainage pipes, roadbed profile), and 3) interpret the Pacific Electric 
railroad at appropriate public viewing areas at the property with durable 
plaques and/or kiosks preferably along the proposed public recreational trail 
adjacent to the railroad alignment . 

Level of Significance after Mitigation: Less than Significant  

8. Section 5.4 - Cultural Resources, page 5.4-8, Mitigation Measure CR-4 is revised to 
read as follows: 

CR-2 CR-4 Archaeological Monitor 

An Orange County certified archaeologist monitor shall be present during all 
ground-disturbing construction activities occurring in native sediments/ soils. 
In the event that cultural resources are exposed during construction, the 
monitor shall be empowered to temporarily halt activities in the immediate 
vicinity of the discovery while it is evaluated for significance. If the 
archeologist determines that they are unique archeological resources as 
defined by criteria for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, 
§21083.2 of CEQA, then the archeologist shall conduct additional 
excavations to avoid impacts to these resources by the development. If they 
are not “unique,” then no further mitigation would be required. Unique 
cultural resources shall be determined based on the criteria set forth in 
§21083.2 of CEQA. 
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9. Section 5.6 – Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Table 5.6-1, page 5.6-23, 
Wastewater Sump, third column under “Mitigation” is changed as follows: 

HAZ-4 Wastewater Sump Area 

Prior to final certification of grading or issuance of any building permit 
(whichever occurs first) for areas affected by the former wastewater sump, 
the applicant shall provide evidence acceptable to the City Building Official 
and the Fire Marshall that site remediation has been completed and 
approved by OCHCA and the RWQCB. 

HAZ-1 Underground Storage Tanks 

Prior to final certification of grading or issuance of a building permit 
(whichever occurs first) for any structure within 300 feet of a former UST 
location, the applicant shall provide evidence acceptable to the City 
Building Official and the Fire Marshall that site remediation has been 
completed and approved by OCHCA. 

10. Section 5.8.4, Page 5.8-7, Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Consistency 
with Applicable Plans and Regulations, City of Brea General Plan: Community 
Development Element – Land Use, is hereby changed to read as follows with 
respect to the conclusions of analysis regarding the La Floresta Village Site: 

Level of Significance:  Potentially Significant. Less than Significant.  

Mitigation Measures: None are required. 

Level of Significance after Mitigation: Less than Significant.  

11. Section 5.12.4, Table 5.12.4, page 5-12-20 of the DEIR is hereby replaced by the 
following table: 
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Table 5.12-4 
Project Trip Generation Summary – 
La Floresta Development Proposal 

Land Use Amount Unit 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

ADT In Out Total In Out Total 
La Floresta Village 
4. Medium Density Residential 398.00 DU 52 199 251 211 111 322 3,224 
5. High Density Residential 540.00 DU 43 232 275 227 108 335 3,580 
16. Mixed Use Residential 1 150.00 DU 12 65 77 63 30 93 995 
17. Mixed Use Commercial1 156.80 TSF 174 45 219 220 298 518 5,137 
30. Public Facility2 5.30 AC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
SUB-TOTAL 281 541 822 721 547 1,268 12,936 
Existing Trips for La Floresta Project 223 47 2 7 0  35 253 288 2,049 
La Floresta Village Project Increment 58 494 5 5 2  686 294 980 10,887 
Birch Hills  
5. High Density Residential 247.00 DU 20 106 126 104 49 153 1,638 
29. Golf Course3 18 Hole 6 2 8 4 7 11 184 
31. Community Center 20.00 TSF 20 13 33 10 23 33 458 
SUB-TOTAL 46 121 167 118 79 197 2,280 
Existing Trips for Birch Hills Project 6 2 8 4 7 11 184 
Birch Hills Project Increment 40 119 159 114 72 186 2,096 
Full Project Total 
4. Medium Density Residential 398.00 DU 52 199 251 211 111 322 3,224 
5. High Density Residential 787.00 DU 63 338 401 331 157 488 5,218 
14. Natural Open Space 75.60 AC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
16. Mixed Use Residential 150.00 DU 12 65 77 63 30 93 995 
17. Mixed Use Commercial 156.80 TSF 174 45 219 220 298 518 5,137 
29. Golf Course3 18 Hole 6 2 8 4 7 11 184 
30. Public Facility (Adult) 5.30 AC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
31. Community Center 20.00 TSF 20 13 33 10 23 33 458 
GRAND TOTAL 327 662 989 839 626 1,465 15,216 
Existing Trips for both La Floresta/Birch Hills 229 49 278 39 260 299 2,233 
Full Project Total Project Increment 98 613 711 800 366 1,166 12,983 
Trip Rates 
4. Medium Density Residential DU 0.13 0.50 0.63 0.53 0.28 0.81 8.10 
5. High Density Residential DU 0.08 0.43 0.51 0.42 0.20 0.62 6.63 
14. Natural Open Space AC 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
16. Mixed Use Residential DU 0.08 0.43 0.51 0.42 0.20 0.62 6.63 
17. Mixed Use Commercial TSF 1.11 0.29 1.40 1.40 1.90 3.30 32.76 
30. Public Facility (Adult) AC 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
31. Community Center TSF 0.99 0.63 1.62 0.48 1.16 1.64 22.88 
Notes:  1Village Core area. Commercial uses include 111,300 square feet of retail/restaurant and 45,500 square feet of office. 

2Active adult recreation center. 
3Existing golf course is reconfigured, but retains the same number of trips. 

Abbreviations:  Comm. – commercial TSF – thousand square feet 
 DU – dwelling unit AC - acre 
Source: Austin-Foust Associated, July 2008 
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12. Section 5.12, Table 5.12-6, page 5.12-35, under City of Placentia, items in 
parentheses are changed from (a) to 1; and from (b) to 2, referring to notes at the 
bottom of the table. 

13. Section 5.12, page 5.12-39, paragraph 4, first sentence is revised to read as follows: 

Within the City of Placentia, the proposed Project contributes to a cumulative 
impact at the intersection of Kraemer Boulevard and Bastanchury Road. one 
intersection. 

14.  Section 10.0 Bibliography, Subsection 10.12 – Traffic and Circulation, page 10-6, is 
modified to add the following specific references as cited in Appendix J – Traffic 
Study, to the Draft EIR: 

1. Austin–Foust Associates, Inc, “Tri-City Traffic Model Documentation and 
Validation”, February 2003. 

2. Austin-Foust Associates, Inc., “City of Brea General Plan, Technical 
Notebook”, January 2003. 

3. Austin–Foust Associates, Inc., City of Brea Transportation Improvement Plan, 
Nexus Program Procedures Description”, May 1995. 

4. Transportation Research Board, National Research Council, “Highway 
Capacity Manual 2000”, 2000.  

15. Appendix J to the Draft, Traffic study, Table 7, page18, under the City of Placentia 
subheading, item #42, Rose & Imperial Highway is modified to add a third 
eastbound through lane as a committed improvement. 

16. Minor grammatical and formatting comments have been suggested. The 
following edits and corrections are made in the Draft EIR as listed below: 

• Page 1-1, Section 1.1 - Introduction, 2nd paragraph 

This document focuses on issues determined to be potentially significant as 
discussed in the Initial Study and the public scoping process completed for 
this project, as well as comments received on the Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) circulated by the City of Brea on December 19, 2005. in December 
2005. Section 2.2 – Notice of Preparation and Initial Study, describes this 
process. See appendix A for these documents. 

• Page 1-1, Section 1.2 – Project Description, 2nd paragraph, 1st sentence 

Proposed development on the La Floresta Village site totals 1,088 residential 
units, including portions devoted to senior housing and live/work housing over 
commercial use; 156,800 square feet of mixed-use commercial; and 5.3 53.27 
acres devoted to an active adult recreation center for project residents. 

• Page 2-12, 3rd bulleted item – delete underline from “oil well abandonment”. 

• Page 2-12, last two bulleted items – capitalize “a” in “Approval of utility 
connections …”. 
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• Page 2-14, Section 2.10 – Important Terms, numbered items 1, 5 and 6 – 
capitalize “The development …”, “The reconfiguration …”, and “The 
development”. 

• Page 3-17, Section 3.5.1 – La Floresta Village Site, 1st paragraph, last 
sentence: 

A Demolition Permit was approved by the City in March 2005, and demolition 
activities were completed completely in April 2006. 

• Page 3-17, Section 3.5.1 – La Floresta Village Site, 2nd paragraph, 3rd and 4th 
sentences: 

An Initial Study/Notice of Preparation (NOP) was distributed on December 19, 
2005, which started the mandatory 30-day NOP public review period, ending 
on January 19, 2006. The City of Brea held a public scoping meeting for the 
EIR on December 19, 2006. 

• Page 3-18, Section 3.5.1 – La Floresta Village Site, 1st paragraph, 2nd sentence 

An Initial Study/Notice of Preparation (NOP) was distributed on December 19, 
2005, which started the mandatory 30-day NOP public review period, ending 
on January 19, 2006. 

• Page 4-3, Section 4.2.2 – Description of the Project, La Floresta Village Site, 1st 
sentence 

The La Floresta Village site is approximately 119 acres in size and is proposed 
to be developed in a range of residential product types varying from 5.0 to 
28.5 gross 8.5 net dwelling units per acre to 28.5 net dwelling units per acre 
with a “Village Core” incorporating both residential and non-residential 
components … Planning Area 5 (PA–5), located at the corner of Valencia 
Avenue and Imperial Highway is devoted to primarily to mixed use residential 
and non-residential uses. One hundred fifty residential units are, however, 
incorporated in this mixed-use area. … 

• Page 4-3, Table 4.2-1, 4th column heading, change “Proposed Net Density” to 
“Proposed Gross Density.”  

• Page 4-39, Circulation, 1st sentence 

The proposed Circulation Plan for La Floresta Village incorporates a hierarchy 
of collector and local streets ranging from 39 52 feet to 72 feet in right-of-way 
width 

• Page 4-39, Trails, 1st paragraph 

… as well as additional pedestrian and Class III bicycle routes trails for 
circulation within the La Floresta Village community. 

• Page 4-75, Table 4.2-2, 4th column heading, change “Net Density” to “Gross 
Density.” In the 1st row (PA 12a), 4th column, change “24.0” to “24.5.” 
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• Page 4-75, Landscaping, Walls and Fences, 2nd sentence 

Typical landscape conditions planned along Kraemer Boulevard and Birch 
Street are re shown in Exhibit 4.2-24. 

• Page 4-112, 4th bulleted item, underline “California Division of Oil, Gas and 
Geothermal Resources (DOGGR); La Floresta Village site” 

• Page 5.2-31, 2nd paragraph, 1st sentence 

Although the proposed development would substantially alter the intensity of 
development on the site and substantially change the visual character of the 
site, these changes are not considered adverse relative to the existing 
conditions on the site presently. 

• Page 5.1-31, Viewpoints One through Four, 1st sentence 

Aesthetics impacts would be greatest to those receptors with unobstructed 
views in closest proximity to the La Floresta Village site, which are shown in the 
visual simulations for Viewpoints 1 through 4 on Exhibit 5.2-2b through Exhibit 
5.1.535.1-53e. 

• Page 5.1-50, 1st paragraph 

The visual character of the Birch Hills site would remain similar to the existing 
character. , and the The La Floresta Village site is largely vacant disturbed 
land at present. … 

• Page 5.2-1, Regulatory setting – add parenthesis at the end of the last line. 

• Page 5.3-15, Construction Air Quality Impacts, Both Sites, last sentence 

Although worst-case, project-related construction activity PM10 is predicted to 
temporarily exceed the 150-pound/day threshold, the absence of much 
PM2.5 within this dust generation level suggests a minimal potential health 
impact despite substantial amounts of PM10. PM10. 

• Page 5.3-15, Construction Air Quality Impacts, Both Sites, 5th paragraph, 1st 
sentence 

Exhaust emissions would also result from on-site on and off-site heavy 
equipment. 

• Page 5.3-19, Fill Hauling Impact, Both Sites, 1st paragraph, 3rd line – delete 
period after “Kraemer Boulevard”. 

• Page 5.3-21, Regional Mobile Source Operational Impacts after Project 
Completion, Both Sites, 1st sentence – delete extra period at the of the 
sentence. 



 5. Errata 

August 4, 2008 267 La Floresta Development Proposal Draft EIR 
Conexus   Draft Final Environmental Impact Report 
  City of Brea 

• Page 5.3-22, 1st paragraph after table, 2nd sentence 

This represents approximately 87% of the total forecasted forecast housing 
growth for Brea between 2005 and 2015. 

• Page 5.3-25, Section 5.3.5 – Cumulative Impacts, 2nd paragraph, 1st sentence 

The Project is located in a non-attainment area for both ozone and PM10 
PM10 (particulate matter). 

• Page 5.4-6, Birch Hills Site, 1st paragraph, last line – delete comma after 
“September”. 

• Pages 5.4-9 and 5.4-10, Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measures:  

CR-6 Paleontological Monitor 

All construction-related ground disturbance related to the Hartley Center–La 
Floresta Village development project that could potentially impact the 
paleontologically sensitive Quaternary Older Alluvium shall will be monitored 
by a qualified paleontological monitor on a full-time basis. Ground 
disturbances in Holocene-age alluvium shall will be monitored on a part-time 
basis to ensure that underlying paleontologically sensitive sediments are not 
impacted.  

CR-7 Paleontological Mitigation Plan 

An Orange County Certified Paleontologist shall will be retained to supervise 
monitoring of construction excavations and to produce a mitigation plan for 
the proposed La Floresta Village development project. Paleontological 
monitoring shall will include inspection of exposed rock units during active 
excavations. The monitor shall will have authority to temporarily divert 
grading away from exposed fossils in order to professionally and efficiently 
recover the fossil specimens and collect associated data.  

CR-8 Progress Reports 

The Certified Paleontologist shall will prepare monthly progress reports to be 
filed with the client and the lead agency.  

CR-9 Recordation of Fossil Localities 

At each fossil locality, pertinent geologic data shall will be recorded on field 
data forms, stratigraphic sections shall will be measured, and appropriate 
sediment samples shall will be collected and submitted for analysis.  

CR-10 Recovery of Fossils 

Recovered fossils shall will be prepared to the point of curation, identified by 
qualified experts, listed in a database to facilitate analysis, and reposited in a 
designated paleontological curation facility. Potential repositories include the 
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Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County and the San Bernardino 
County Museum.  

CR-11 Final Monitoring and Mitigation Report 

The Certified Paleontologist shall will prepare a final monitoring and 
mitigation report to be filed with the client, the lead agency, and the 
repository.  

• Page 5.5-15, La Floresta Village Site, Liquefaction, 3rd bullet 

• A relatively relative shallow groundwater table (within approximately 50 
feet below ground surface) or completely saturated soil conditions that 
will allow positive pore pressure generation. 

• Page 5.5-16, Birch Hills Site, Liquefaction, 3rd bullet 

• A relatively relative shallow groundwater table (within approximately 50 
feet below ground surface) or completely saturated soil conditions that 
will allow positive pore pressure generation. 

• Page 5.5-17, 1st paragraph 

Adverse effects from expansive soils can be readily mitigated through trough 
the use of well-reinforced foundations, post-tension slabs, and pre-moistening 
of supporting surface soils prior to construction. 

• Page 5.6-5, Methane and Hydrogen Sulfide, last paragraph, last sentence – 
add period to the end of the sentence 

The laboratory results indicated that methane was detected at some of the 
sample locations. 

• Page 5.6-18 and 5.6-19 – item d., underline “Grading Protocol”; item e., 
underline “Grading Monitor”; item f., underline “Residential Structure 
Setbacks”. 

• Page 5.6-21, Hydrogen Sulfide, 1st sentence 

Low concentrations of hydrogen sulfide (H2S) detected during a soil gas 
survey were determined to be the result of plant matter decay (GeoSyntec, 
2004). 

• Pages 5.6-25 and 5.6-26, Table 5.6-1, Hazardous Materials Remediation 
Summary - item d., underline “Grading Protocol”; item e., underline “Grading 
Monitor”; item f., underline “Residential Structure Setbacks”. 

• Page 5.7-2, Surface Water Quality, 1st sentence 

The La Floresta Village site is within the jurisdiction of the Santa Ana Regional 
Region of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board and is within 
the Carbon Creek Watershed (County of Orange Watershed B). 
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• Page 5.7-27, Mitigation Measure HYD-6, item c 

c. Prior to any final map approval for the Birch Hills development, the 
applicant/owner shall consult with the Orange County Flood Control 
District (OCFCD) to identify the requirements for the provision of project-
related facilities any facility or property improvements planned for 
construction within the OCFCD channel easement. Such improvements 
shall be constructed to the satisfaction of the OCFCD and the City 
Engineer. 

• Page 5.8-7, Section 5.8.4 – Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures, La 
Floresta Site, 2nd paragraph 

The proposed La Floresta Village development would comply with 
Community Development Element – Land Use policies listed in Section 5.8.2 
under “Regulatory Setting” (beginning on page 5.8.3) in that it is a master 
planned project that contains a range of single- and multi-family residential 
densities and dwelling types (including vertically integrated live/work dwelling 
units), allows for a range of support commercial and office land uses in close 
proximity to future residents, and incorporates a system of trail links, a linear 
park, and community recreation facilities. 

• Page 5.8-7, Section 5.8.4 – Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures, La 
Floresta Site, 3rd paragraph 

The proposed residential densities range from 5.0 to 28.5 48.5 dwelling units 
per acre as illustrated in Table 4.2-1 – Statistical Overview of Proposed 
Development, La Floresta Village. 

• Page 5.8-7, Section 5.8.4 – Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Birch 
Hills Site, 1st sentence 

The Birch Hills site is designated as “Birch Hills Specific Plan.” 

• Page 5.9-11, Section 5.9.4 – Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures, last 
paragraph on page, 1st sentence 

Because of close proximity, 

• Page 5.9-28, Construction Noise Impacts, Both Sites, 1st sentence 

The impact area for construction noise is very localized, and cumulative 
impacts would only occur when other construction sites are in close proximity 
to the Project sites. 

• Page 5.11-8, Wastewater Treatment, item 3 

3. Facilities affecting the greatest number of customers or which would 
cause the most damage in the event of failure are given higher priority 
rankings than that those that do not. This means that downstream 
facilities with larger tributary flows receive higher priority than upstream 
facilities. 
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• Page 5.11-35, 1st sentence 

This section of the EIR has analyzed the potential public service and utility 
impacts 

• Page 7-2, last sentence 

Section 7-5 7-17 identifies the environmentally superior alternative. 

• Page 7-7, Section 7.3.1, Aesthetics, 1st paragraph 

This Alternative would result in the alteration of the existing visual character of 
the La Floresta Village site in a manner similar to the proposed Project. 
Commercial development on the La Floresta Village site would, however, 
comprise a larger portion of the project under General Plan assumptions. Due 
to the increased commercial intensity, aesthetic and light and glare impacts 
could thus be somewhat greater than the proposed Project.  

• Page 7-8, Section 7.3.5 – Geology and Soils, 1st paragraph 

This Alternative would allow development more intense than the proposed 
Project, however, impacts to geology and soils are location-specific and not 
directly affected by development intensity. Therefore, impacts Impacts due 
to geology and grading would be considered similar to the proposed Project. 
No unmitigable significant impacts related to geology and soils were 
identified for the proposed Project. Alternative B is not considered either 
inferior or superior to the proposed Project relative to cultural resources. 

• Page 7-9, Section 7.3.7 – Hydrology and Water Quality, 1st paragraph 

Alternative B would allow commercial development that is more intense than 
the proposed Project. Also, low-density residential development in the Birch 
Hills site would be expected to result in more developed area than the 
clustered high-density housing in the proposed Project. Impacts to hydrology 
and water quality could therefore be greater than the proposed Project 
project due to the increased development area and greater proportion of 
impervious surfaces that would be expected with increased commercial 
development and lower density residential development. This alternative 
would be considered inferior to the proposed Project with respect to 
hydrology and water quality. 

• Page 7-14, Section 7.4.5 – Cultural Resources, 2nd sentence 

Alternative C would allow development less intense than the proposed 
Project; however, impacts to cultural resources are location specific and not 
driven by development intensity. Therefore, impacts Impacts due to grading 
and site preparation would be similar to the proposed Project. … 
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5.2 Revisions to Exhibits in the EIR 
15. Exhibits are replaced in the Draft EIR as described below. All new exhibits noted 

follow this Errata section.  

1. Section 4.2.4, Project Description, subsection 4.2.2, La Floresta Village Site, 
page 4-63, Exhibit 4.2-11b, La Floresta Village: Typical Linear Park Edge 
Conditions, is replaced by Exhibit RTC 1.0 illustrating an updated plan and 
section views for the linear park adjacent to the Vesuvius neighborhood. 

2. Section 4.2.4, Project Description, subsection 4.2.2, La Floresta Village Site, 
page 4-33, Exhibit 4.2-4l, La Floresta Village: Conceptual Building Elevations, 
Planning Area 9 - Senior Living Facility, is replaced by Exhibits RTC 2.0, 3.0, 3.1 
and 3.2, illustrating a revised conceptual site plan, section views, and an east 
building elevation.  

3. Section 4.2.4, Project Description, subsection La Floresta Village Site, page 4-
71, Exhibit 4-15a and page 4-73, Exhibit 4-15b, La Floresta Village: Tentative 
Tract Map 16934, Sheets 1 and 2, respectively, are replaced by Exhibits RTC 
4.1 and RTC 4.2 illustrating the current Tentative Tract Map incorporating 
various minor modifications. 

4. Section 4.2.4, Project Description, subsection Birch Hills Site, page 4-109, 
Exhibit 4.2-29, Birch Hills Tentative Tract Map 16933 is replaced with Exhibit RTC 
5.0 illustrating the current Tentative Tract Map incorporating various minor 
modifications. 

5. Section 5.1, Exhibit 5.1-5a, Visual Simulation Key Map, page 5.1-33, is 
replaced by Exhibit RTC 6.0 – Visual Simulation Key Map, illustrating all 
viewpoints, including additional viewpoints from within the Vesuvius 
neighborhood. 

6. Section 5.1, Exhibit 5.1-5f, La Floresta Village: Viewpoint Five, Looking West, is 
replaced by revised visual simulations at locations within the Vesuvius 
neighborhood indicated on the revised key map, and illustrated in Exhibits 
RTC 7.0, 8.0, and 9.0. 
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Conceptual Water Quality Management Plan  

for La Floresta (TTM 16934) 
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Traffic Circulation Related Correspondence 

 
- Letter from Caltrans dated May 12, 2008 

Pertaining to Requirements for 
the La Floresta Village Project 

 
- Letter from Austin-Foust Associates dated May 19, 2008 

Pertaining to Modifications Made to 
La Floresta Village Improvements 

in Response to Caltrans, 
and Consistency with the Findings 

of the EIR Traffic Analysis 
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Mitigation Monitoring Program Reporting 

and Implementation Forms 
 





 

 

La Floresta Development Proposal 
Birch Hills Project 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
Reporting and Implementation Form 

 
Mitigation Measure # 

Birch Hills Development Project 

Location On-site  Off-site  

Project Phase Design  Construction 

Impact Issue  
 
Description of Activity/Method of Implementation: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Disposition 

 Mitigation measure for above-noted project phase implemented.  No further 
action is required. 

 Mitigation measure for above-noted project phase not fully implemented.  
Further action required.  (Please explain below.) 

 Mitigation measure for above-noted project phase not in compliance.  
Further action required.  (Please explain below.) 

 
Comments/Revisions: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Completed by: Approved by: 

Name  Name  

Title  Title  

Date  Date  
 



 

 

La Floresta Development Proposal 
La Floresta Village Project 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
Reporting and Implementation Form 

 
Mitigation Measure # 

La Floresta Village Development Project 

Location On-site Off-site  

Project Phase Design  Construction 

Impact Issue  
 
Description of Activity/Method of Implementation: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Disposition 

 Mitigation measure for above-noted project phase implemented.  No further 
action is required. 

 Mitigation measure for above-noted project phase not fully implemented.  
Further action required.  (Please explain below.) 

 Mitigation measure for above-noted project phase not in compliance.  
Further action required.  (Please explain below.) 

 
Comments/Revisions: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Completed by: Approved by: 

Name  Name  

Title  Title  

Date  Date  
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