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LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
MEETING AGENDA

Wednesday, March 9, 2016
9:00 a.m.

Room 381B

Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street, Los Angeles 90012
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A person with a disability may contact the LAFCO office at (626) 204-6500 at least 72
hours before the scheduled meeting to request receipt of an agenda in an alternative
format or to request disability-related accommodations, including auxiliary aids or
services, in order to participate in the public meeting. Later requests will be
accommodated to the extent feasible.

The entire agenda package and any meeting related writings or documents provided to a
majority of the Commissioners after distribution of the agenda package, unless exempt
from disclosure pursuant to California Law, are available at the LAFCO office and at
www.lalafco.org.
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1. CALL MEETING TO ORDER
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE WILL BE LED BY CHAIRMAN GLADBACH
3. DISCLOSURE OF CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION(S})

4. SWEARING-IN OF SPEAKER(S)
5. EINFORMATION ITEM(S) - GOVERNMENT CODE §§ 56751 & 56857
NOTICE

a. Reorganization No. 2015-14 to the City of Pomona (Amendments to the City of
Diamond Bar, City of Pomona, Greater Los Angeles County Vector Control
District, and San Gabriel Valley Mosquito and Vector Control District Spheres of
Influence (SOI); Detachment from the City of Diamond Bar and Greater Los
Angeles County Vector Control District; Annexation to the City of Pomona, San
Gabriel Valley Mosquito and Vector Control District, and Los Angeles County
Sanitation District No. 21).
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6. CONSENT ITEM(S)

All matters are approved by one motion unless held by a Commissioner or member(s)
of the public for discussion or separate action.

R T R

re. Annexation No. 1076 to Santa Clarita Valley Sanitation District of Los Angeles i
i County, and California Environment Quality Act exemption. !

7. PUBLIC HEARING(S)
E a. Annexation No. 745 to the Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 21
' (Amendment to the Los Angeles County Sanitation District No. 21 Sphere of
. Influence) and Mitigated Negative Declaration. :
b "Reorganizafion No. 2013-04 to the City of Rolling Hills (Amendments to the City
of Rolling Hills, City of Rancho Palos Verdes, City of Rolling Hills Estates, and
Ridgecrest Ranchos Recreation and Park District Spheres of Influence (SOI);
Detachment of Parcel 1 and 2 from the City of Rolling Hills; Annexation of
Parcel 1 to the City of Rancho Palos Verdes and Ridgecrest Ranchos Recreation
and Park District and Parcel 2 to the City of Rolling Hills Estates), and California
Environmental Quality Act exemption.
“c. Out-of-Agency Service Agreement No. 2016-02 between CV Communities, LLC;
and the Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40 — Antelope Valley :
(Joshua Ranch), and Mitigated Negative Declaration. E

None

9. OTHER ITEMS

____________________________________________________________

Agency Service Extension or Exemption Pursuant to Government Code Sections E
56133 and 56134 !
c. Hidden Creeks Estates — Status Report -

_______________________________________________________________________

10.  COMMISSIONERS’ REPORT

Commissioners’ questions for staff, announcements of upcoming events and opportunity for
Commissioners to briefly report on their LAFCO-related activities since last meeting.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S REPORT

Executive Officer’s announcement of upcoming events and brief report on activities of the
Executive Officer since the last meeting.

PUBLIC COMMENT

This is the opportunity for members of the public to address the Commission on items not on
the posted agenda, provided that the subject matter is within the jurisdiction of the
Commission. Speakers are reminded of the three-minute time limitation.

FUTURE MEETINGS

April 13, 2016

May 11, 2016 (will be held in room 374B)
June 8, 2016 (will be held in room 374B)
July 13, 2016

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Items not on the posted agenda which, if requested, will be referred to staff or placed on a
future agenda for discussion and action by the Commission.

ADJOURNMENT MOTION
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Requesting an Out-of-Agency Service Extension or Exemption
Pursuant to Government Code Sections 56133 and 56134
Page 2 of 2

Procedures for Requests Pursuant to Government Code Section 56134:

The Commission shall consider any proposals for an out-of-agency service extension for fire
protection contracts consistent with the provisions of Government Code Section 56134.

Reconsideration

Government Code Sections 56133 and 56134 provide that requests for reconsideration may be
made by the applicant. It is the policy of the Commission to also consider requests for
reconsideration filed by any person or affected agency. Reconsideration shall be subject to the
procedures and requirements established in Government Code Section 56895, except as provided
herein.



EXCERPTS FROM THE CORTESE-KNOX-HERTZBERG LOCAL GOVERNMENT
REORGANIZATION ACT OF 2000
(Government Code Section 56000 ef seq)

56133.

{a) A city or district may provide new or extended services by contract or
agreement outside its jurisdictional boundary only if it first requests and receives
written approval from the commission.

(b) The commission may authorize a city or district to provide new or extended
services outside its jurisdictional boundary but within its sphere of influence in
anticipation of a later change of organization.

(¢) If consistent with adopted policy, the commission may authorize a city or district
to provide new or extended services outside its jurisdictional boundary and outside
its sphere of influence to respond to an existing or impending threat to the health
or safety of the public or the residents of the affected territory, if both of the
following requirements are met:

(1) The entity applying for approval has provided the commission with
documentation of a threat to the health and safety of the public or the affected
residents.

(2) The commission has notified any alternate service provider, including any water
corporation as defined in Section 241 of the Public Utilities Code, that has filed a
map and a statement of its service capabilities with the commission.

(d) The executive officer, within 30 days of receipt of a request for approval by a
city or district to extend services outside its jurisdictional boundary, shall determine
whether the request is complete and acceptable for filing or whether the request is
incomplete. If a request is determined not to be complete, the executive officer
shall immediately transmit that determination to the requester, specifying those
parts of the request that are incomplete and the manner in which they can be made
complete. When the request is deemed complete, the executive officer shall place
the request on the agenda of the next commission meeting for which adequate
notice can be given but not more than 90 days from the date that the request is
deemed complete, unless the commission has delegated approval of requests made
pursuant to this section to the executive officer. The commission or executive
officer shall approve, disapprove, or approve with conditions the extended services.
If the new or extended services are disapproved or approved with conditions, the
applicant may request reconsideration, citing the reasons for reconsideration.

{e) This section does not apply to any of the following:



(1) Two or more public agencies where the public service to be provided is an
alternative to, or substitute for, public services already being provided by an
existing public service provider and where the level of service to be provided is
consistent with the level of service contemplated by the existing service provider.

(2) The transfer of nonpotable or nontreated water.

(3) The provision of surplus water to agricultural lands and facilities, including, but
not limited to, incidental residential structures, for projects that serve conservation
purposes or that directly support agricultural industries. However, prior to
extending surplus water service to any project that will support or induce
development, the city or district shall first request and receive written approval
from the commission in the affected county.

(4) An extended service that a city or district was providing on or before January 1,
2001.

(5) A local publicly owned electric utility, as defined by Section 9604 of the Public
Utilities Code, providing electric services that do not involve the acquisition,
construction, or installation of electric distribution facilities by the local publicly
owned electric utility, outside of the utility’s jurisdictional boundary.

(6) A fire protection contract, as defined in subdivision (a) of Section 56134.

(f) This section applies only to the commission of the county in which the extension
of service is proposed.

(Amended by Stats. 2015, Ch. 763, Sec. 2.5. Effective January 1, 2016.)

56133.5.

{a) A pilot program is hereby established for the Napa and San Bernardino
commissions. If consistent with adopted policy, the Napa and San Bernardino
commissions may authorize a city or district to provide new or extended services
outside its jurisdictional boundary and outside its sphere of influence to support
existing or planned uses involving public or private properties, subject to approval
at a noticed public hearing in which the commission makes all of the following
determinations:

(1) The extension of service or services deficiency was identified and evaluated in a
review of municipal services prepared pursuant to Section 56430,

(2) The extension of service wiil not result in either (1) adverse impacts on open
space or agricultural lands or (2) growth inducing impacts.



(3) A sphere of influence change involving the subject territory and its affected
agency is not feasible under this division or desirable based on the adopted policies
of the commission.

(b) Subdivision (d) of Section 56133 shall apply to any request for new or extended
services pursuant to this section.

(¢) For purposes of this section, “planned use” means any project that is included in
an approved specific plan as of July 1, 2015.

(d) The Napa and San Bernardino commissions shall submit a report before January
1, 2020, to the Legislature on their participation in the pilot program, including how
many requests for extension of services were received pursuant to this section and
the action by the commission to approve, disapprove, or approve with conditions.
The report required to be submitted pursuant to this subdivision shall be submitted
in compliance with Section 9795 of the Government Code.

(e) The pilot program established pursuant to this section shall be consistent with
Chapter 8.5 (commencing with Section 1501) of the Public Utilities Code.

(f) This section shall remain in effect only until January 1, 2021, and as of that date
is repealed.

(Added by Stats. 2015, Ch. 431, Sec. 2. Effective January 1, 2016. Repealed as of
January 1, 2021, by its own provisions.)

56134.

(a) (1) For the purposes of this section, “fire protection contract” means a contract
or agreement for the exercise of new or extended fire protection services outside a
public agency’s jurisdictional boundaries, as authorized by Chapter 4 {commencing
with Section 55600) of Part 2 of Division 2 of Title 5 of this code or by Article 4
{commencing with Section 4141) of Chapter 1 of Part 2 of Division 4 of the Public
Resources Code, except those contracts entered into pursuant to Sections 4143 and
4144 of the Public Resources Code, that does either of the following:

(A) Transfers responsibility for providing services in more than 25 percent of the
area within the jurisdictional boundaries of any public agency affected by the
contract or agreement.

(B) Changes the employment status of more than 25 percent of the employees of
any public agency affected by the contract or agreement.

(2) A contract or agreement for the exercise of new or extended fire protection
services outside a public agency’s jurisdictional boundaries, as authorized by



Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 55600) of Part 2 of Division 2 of Title 5 of this
code or Article 4 (commencing with Section 4141) of Chapter 1 of Part 2 of Division
4 of the Public Resources Code, except those contracts entered into pursuant to
Sections 4143 and 4144 of the Public Resources Code, that, in combination with
other contracts or agreements, would produce the results described in
subparagraph (A) or (B) of paragraph (1) shall be deemed a fire protection contract
for the purposes of this section.

(3) For the purposes of this section, “jurisdictional boundaries” shall include the
territory or lands protected pursuant to a fire protection contract entered into on or
before December 31, 2015. An extension of a fire protection contract entered into
on or before December 31, 2015, that would produce the results described in
subparagraph (A) or (B) of paragraph (1) shall be deemed a fire protection contract
for the purposes of this section.

(b} Notwithstanding Section 56133, a public agency may provide new or extended
services pursuant to a fire protection contract only if it first requests and receives
written approval from the commission in the affected county pursuant to the
requirements of this section.

{c) A request by a public agency for commission approval of new or extended
services provided pursuant to a fire protection contract shall be made by the
adoption of a resolution of application as follows:

(1) In the case of a public agency that is not a state agency, the application shall
be initiated by the adoption of a resolution of application by the legislative body of
the public agency proposing to provide new or extended services outside the public
agency’s current service area.

(2) In the case of a public agency that is a state agency, the application shall be
initiated by the director of the state agency proposing to provide new or extended
services outside the agency’s current service area and be approved by the Director
of Finance.

(3) In the case of a public agency that is a local agency currently under contract
with a state agency for the provision of fire protection services and proposing to
provide new or extended services by the expansion of the existing contract or
agreement, the application shall be initiated by the public agency that is a local
agency and be approved by the Director of Finance.

(d) The legisiative body of a public agency or the director of a state agency shall
not submit a resolution of application pursuant to this section unless both of the
following occur:




(1) The public agency does either of the following:

(A) Obtains and submits with the resolution a written agreement validated and
executed by each affected public agency and recognized employee organization that
represents firefighters of the existing and proposed service providers consenting to
the proposed fire protection contract.

(B) Provides, at least 30 days prior to the hearing held pursuant to paragraph (2),
written notice to each affected public agency and recognized employee organization
that represents firefighters of the existing and proposed service providers of the
proposed fire protection contract and submits a copy of each written notice with the
resolution of application. The notice shall, at minimum, include a full copy of the
proposed contract.

(2) The public agency conducts an open and public hearing on the resolution,
conducted pursuant to the Ralph M. Brown Act {(Chapter 9 {(commencing with
Section 54950) of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5) or the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting
Act (Article 9 (commencing with Section 11120) of Chapter 1 of Part 1 of Division 3
of Title 2), as applicable.

(e) A resolution of application submitted pursuant to this section shall be submitted
with a plan which shall include all of the following information:

(1) The total estimated cost to provide the new or extended fire protection services
in the affected territory.

(2) The estimated cost of the new or extended fire protection services to customers
in the affected territory.

(3) An identification of existing service providers, if any, of the new or extended
services proposed to be provided and the potential fiscal impact to the customers of
those existing providers.

(4) A plan for financing the exercise of the new or extended fire protection services
in the affected territory.

(5) Alternatives for the exercise of the new or extended fire protection services in
the affected territory.

(6) An enumeration and description of the new or extended fire protection services
proposed to be extended to the affected territory.

(7) The level and range of new or extended fire protection services.

{8) An indication of when the new or extended fire protection services can feasibly
be extended to the affected territory.



(9) An indication of any improvements or upgrades to structures, roads, sewer or
water facilities, or other conditions the public agency would impose or require
within the affected territory if the fire protection contract is completed.

(10} A determination, supported by documentation, that the proposed fire
protection contract meets the criteria established pursuant to subparagraph (A) or
(B) of paragraph (1) or paragraph (2), as applicable, of subdivision (a).

(f) The applicant shall cause to be prepared by contract an independent
comprehensive fiscal analysis to be submitted with the application pursuant to this
section. The analysis shall review and document all of the following:

(1) A thorough review of the plan for services submitted by the public agency
pursuant to subdivision (e).

(2} How the costs of the existing service provider compare to the costs of services
provided in service areas with similar populations and of similar geographic size
that provide a similar level and range of services and make a reasonable
determination of the costs expected to be borne by the public agency providing new
or extended fire protection services.

(3) Any other information and analysis needed to support the findings required by
subdivision (j).

(g) The clerk of the legislative body of a public agency or the director of a state
agency adopting a resolution of application pursuant to this section shall file a
certified copy of the resolution with the executive officer.

(h) (1) The executive officer, within 30 days of receipt of a public agency’s request
for approval of a fire protection contract, shall determine whether the request is
complete and acceptable for filing or whether the request is incomplete. If a request
does not comply with the requirements of subdivision (d), the executive officer shall
determine that the request is incomplete. If a request is determined incomplete,
the executive officer shall immediately transmit that determination to the
requester, specifying those parts of the request that are incomplete and the
manner in which they can be made complete. When the request is deemed
complete, the executive officer shall place the request on the agenda of the next
commission meeting for which adequate notice can be given but not more than 90
days from the date that the request is deemed complete.

(2) The commission shall approve, disapprove, or approve with conditions the
contract for new or extended services following the hearing at the commission
meeting, as provided in paragraph (1). If the contract is disapproved or approved



with conditions, the applicant may request reconsideration, citing the reasons for
reconsideration.

(i) (1) The commission shall not approve an application for approval of a fire
protection contract unless the commission determines that the public agency will
have sufficient revenues to carry out the exercise of the new or extended fire
protection services outside its current area, except as specified in paragraph (2).

(2) The commission may approve an application for approval of a fire protection
contract where the commission has determined that the public agency will not have
sufficient revenue to provide the proposed new or different functions or class of
services, if the commission conditions its approval on the concurrent approval of
sufficient revenue sources pursuant to Section 56886. In approving a proposal, the
commission shall provide that, if the revenue sources pursuant to Section 56886
are not approved, the authority of the public agency to provide new or extended
fire protection services shall not be exercised.

(j) The commission shall not approve an application for approval of a fire protection
contract unless the commission determines, based on the entire record, all of the
following:

(1) The proposed exercise of new or extended fire protection services outside a
public agency’s current service area is consistent with the intent of this division,
including, but not limited to, the policies of Sections 56001 and 56300,

(2) The commission has reviewed the comprehensive fiscal analysis prepared
pursuant to subdivision (f).

(3) The commission has reviewed any testimony presented at the public hearing.

(4) The proposed affected territory is expected to receive revenues sufficient to
provide public services and facilities and a reasonable reserve during the three
fiscal years following the effective date of the contract or agreement between the
public agencies to provide the new or extended fire protection services.

(k) At least 21 days prior to the date of the hearing, the executive officer shall give
mailed notice of that hearing to each affected local agency or affected county, and
to any interested party who has filed a written request for notice with the executive
officer. In addition, at least 21 days prior to the date of that hearing, the executive
officer shall cause notice of the hearing to be published in accordance with Section
56153 in a newspaper of general circulation that is circulated within the territory
affected by the proposal proposed to be adopted and shall post the notice of the
hearing on the commission’s Internet Web site.



(I) The commission may continue from time to time any hearing called pursuant to
this section. The commission shall hear and consider oral or written testimony
presented by any affected local agency, affected county, or any interested person
who appears at any hearing called and held pursuant to this section.

(m) This section shall not be construed to abrogate a public agency’s obligations
under the Meyers-Milias-Brown Act (Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 3500) of
Division 4 of Title 1).

(Added by Stats. 2015, Ch. 763, Sec. 3. Effective January 1, 2016.)



Staff Report
March 9, 2016
Agenda Item No. 9.c.

Hidden Creeks Estates Project — Status Report

At the January 13" meeting, the Commission directed staff to provide bi-monthly updates on the
status of the proposed Hidden Creeks Estates Project and associated proposed Annexation No.
2011-27 to the City of Los Angeles in light of its proximity to Porter Ranch and the Southern
California Gas Company Aliso Canyon Storage Facility.

On March 2, 2016, and pursuant to Commission direction, staff sent a letter to the applicant’s
legal counsel (Wayne Avrashow), which included three components: acceptance of the
applicant’s offer not to request a vote of the Commission on proposed Annexation No. 2011-27
to the City of Los Angeles for eight months (until September, 2016); a request that the applicant
provide written documentation addressing the factors in Government Code Section 56668,
subsections “(a)” through “(p),” which the Commission is required to consider when reviewing
the proposal; and a request that the applicant provide a further environmental analysis of the
proposed project and a separate report on potential impacts on future project residents related to
gas leak issues.

On March 2, 2016, and pursuant to Commission direction, staff sent a letter to the City of Los
Angeles (to the attention of Vince Bertoni, Director of Planning) requesting that the City provide
additional environmental analysis in the EIR the City is preparing for proposed Hidden Creeks
Estates Project, specifically as it relates to potential environmental impacts associated with the
proposed project in light of the natural gas leak at the Southern California Gas Company Aliso
Canyon Storage Facility.

Multiple sources—including Southem California Gas Company officials, regulatory agency
representatives, and media outlets—report that the natural gas leak at the Southern California
Aliso Canyon Storage Facility has been sealed. At the local, state, and federal levels, there are
many on-going investigations relative to the natural gas leak and the potential for on-going
impacts of the Southern California Aliso Canyon Storage Facility upon existing and future
residents living near the Facility.

Area legislators in Sacramento have introduced several bills relative to the monitoring of
underground natural gas storage facilities in general and the Aliso Canyon Storage Facility in

particular.

Recommended Action:

Staff recommends that the Commission;

1. Receive and file.
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March 2, 2016

Wayne Avrashow, Esq.

Law Office of Wayne Avrashow
16133 Ventura Blvd

Penthouse, Suite A

Encino, CA 91436

Re: Hidden Creeks Estates Annexation Proposal No. 2011-27
Dear Mr. Avrashow:

As you know, on January 13", 2016, the Commission (LAFCO) considered a leiter
from Supervisor Mike Antonovich relative to Annexation No. 2011-27 to the City of
Los Angeles and the proposed development known as the Hidden Creeks Estates
project. 1 am writing to follow-up on the Commission’s direction to staff, as
discussed at the Commission’s January 13™ meeting.

As noted in the January 13™, 2016 staff report, the Commission is required to
consider the factors identified in Government Code Section 56668, subsections “(a)”
through “(p),” when it evaluates Annexation No. 2011-27 to the City of Los Angeles.
I am requesting that Forestar provide LAFCO with supplemental written
documentation as part of the pending annexation application addressing the factors in
Government Code 56668 as they relate to the existing natural gas leak at the Southern
California Gas Aliso Canyon Storage Facility.

With respect to timing issues associated with Annexation No. 2011-27 to the City of
Los Angeles, your January 5%, 2016 letter to the Commission, and on behalf of your
client, Forestar USA Real Estate Group Inc. (applicant), included the following:

“Forestar herein requests that LAFCO not schedule a vote on the
annexation of Hidden Creeks Estates until more is known about the
impacts of the gas leak on Hidden Creeks Estates. Forestar agrees that it
shall not make any request for a LAFCO annexation vote for six months
to allow these facts to become known.”

During the January 13% Commission meeting, you acknowledged and accepted the
calculation in the staff report that the earliest the Commission could consider the
annexation , assuming all required documents were submitted, would be the
Commission meeting of September 14, 2016, or eight months from the January 2016



Wayne Avrashow, Esq.
March 2, 2016
Page Two of Two

meeting. On behalf of the Commission, please consider this letter as formal
acceptance of Forestar’s request that LAFCO not agendize a vote on the annexation
proposal until more is known about the impacts of the gas leak on Hidden Creeks
Estate as well as Forestar’s commitment not to request that the Commission vote on
Annexation No. 2011-27 to the City of Los Angeles for at least eight months
following January of 2016.

In addition, you supported the staff report recommendation for a review of these
issues in the environmental documentation as appropriate, and also Supervisor
Kuehl's request that the applicant provide a further environmental analysis of the
proposed project and a separate report on potential impacts related to gas leak issues.

The Commission also requested that the staff directly correspond with the City to
request that any additional potential environmental impacts of the proposed project in
light of the gas leak issues be addressed by the City as lead agency for the proposed
project’s environmental impact report.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

DY pran_

Paul A. Novak, AICP
Executive Officer

Copy to: LAFCO Commissioners
Mr. Sandor Wingor
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March 2, 2016

Mr. Vince Bertoni, AICP
Director of Planning
Department of City Planning
Room 525, City Hall

200 No. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Hidden Creeks Estates Project
City of Los Angeles EIR Case File No. ENV-2005-6657-EIR
LAFCO Annexation No. 2011-27 to the City of Los Angeles

Dear Mr. Bertoni:

I am writing to request that the City of Los Angeles, as the lead agency preparing the
EIR for the proposed Hidden Creeks Estates Project, prepare additional
environmental analysis as it relates to the leak of natural gas from the Southern
California Gas Company Aliso Canyon Storage Facility.

As you may know, on January 13", 2016, the Commission (LAFCO) considered a
letter from Supervisor Mike Antonovich relative to Annexation No. 2011-27 to the
City of Los Angeles and the proposed development known as the Hidden Creeks
Estates project. [ am writing to follow-up on the Commission’s direction to staff, as
discussed at the Commission’s January 13" meeting,

The proposed Annexation No. 2011-27 to the City of Los Angeles (for the Hidden
Creeks Estates Project) was filed with LAFCO on December 8, 2011. The proposal is
incomplete, pending receipt of additional information by LAFCO.

Nearly three years after the annexation proposal was filed with LAFCO, in October of
2015, media sources reported a leak of natural gas from the Southern California Gas
Company Aliso Canyon Storage Facility, which created impacts upon existing
residents in nearby Porter Ranch. The proposed Hidden Creeks Estates project is also
located adjacent to the existing Southern California Gas Storage Facility, which is the
source of the concerns raised in the letter by Supervisor Antonovich.

With respect to a potential California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) clearance
for proposed Annexation No. 2011-27 to the City of Los Angeles, the Commission
(LAFCO) intends o act in the capacity of a responsible agency, relying upon the EIR




Mr. Bertoni
February 29, 2016
Page Two of Two

of the City of Los Angeles as lead agency. Because the City’s EIR is expected to be
the CEQA document for proposed Annexation No. 2011-27 to the City of Los
Angeles, and on behalf of the Commission, I am writing to ask that this EIR
specifically address any additional environmental impacts of the proposed Hidden
Creeks project in light of the gas leak issues at the Southern California Gas Company
Aliso Canyon Storage Facility. At the Commission hearing on January 13™, 2016,
the applicant’s representatives supported the Commission request for further
environmental analysis and for analysis of potential health concerns for the future
project residents to be submitted both to the City and to LAFCO as part of the
proposed project applications.

Thank you for considering LAFCO’s input into the City’s preparation of
environmental review for the proposed Hidden Creeks Canyon Project.

Should you or your staff have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact
me at (626) 204-6500.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

OV

Paul A. Novak, AICP
Executive Officer

Copy to: LAFCO Commissioners
Wayne Avrashow, Law Offices of Wayne Avrashow
Mr. Sandor Wingor



