
CHAPTER 10 
Comment Letters 

This Chapter 10 and the following chapters (Chapters 10, 11, and 12) have been added to the 
Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) (State Clearinghouse No. 2007101125) and 
together with the revised Draft PEIR constitute the Final PEIR prepared by LACWWD40 in 
consultation with the Responsible Agencies for the North Los Angeles/Kern County Regional 
Recycled Water Project (proposed project).  

This chapter contains the comment letters received during the public review period for the Draft 
PEIR. The letters have been bracketed and numbered and are presented in the order listed in 
Table 10-1. The responses to comments are provided in Chapter 11 and are numbered to 
correspond to the comment numbers that appear in the margins of the comment letters. 

TABLE 10-1 
PERSONS, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PUBLIC AGENCIES COMMENTING IN WRITING 

No. Name Affiliation Date

1 Victor Globa Federal Aviation Administration August 13, 2008 

2 Michelle L. Jones State Water Resources Control Board August 27, 2008 

3 David M. Samson Department of Water Resources October 3, 2008 

4 Edmund J. Pert California Department of Fish and Game October 10, 2008 

5 Alan J. De Salvio Mojave Desert AQMD August 15, 2008 

6 Curt Shifrer Regional Water Quality Control Board October 3, 2008 

7 Elmer Alvarez Caltrans District 7 September 11, 2008 

8 Gayle J. Rosander Caltrans District 9 August 20, 2008 

9 David McDonald LA County Regional Planning, Airport Land Use Commission August 21, 2008 

10 Brian Dietrick L.A. County Sanitation District September 22, 2008 

11 Thomas J. LeBrun L.A. County Sanitation District October 2, 2008 

12 Claud Seal Rosamond Community Services District October 3, 2008 

13 Larry Tyler Leona Valley Town Council October 3, 2008 

14 Vickie Nelson Antelope Acres Town Council October 6, 2008 

15 Pat Moriarty Antelope Valley resident October 2, 2008 

16 Dean Webb Lancaster resident September 24, 2008 

17 James Gilley The Gilley Group LLC September 15, 2008 

18 James R. Williams City of Lancaster October 7, 2008 
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From: Dietrick, Brian [mailto:BDietrick@lacsd.org]  
Sent: Monday, September 22, 2008 1:26 PM 
To: King, Jonathan 
Cc: Rydman, David; LeBrun, Tom; Tremblay, Ray 
Subject: Minor Comments - North LA/Kern County Reg. Recycled Water PEIR

North Los Angeles/Kern County Regional Recycled Water Project - Draft Program Environmental Impact 
Report

Minor Comments from LACSD (suggested additions shown in bold and underlined; deletions shown with 
strikethrough):

1-12:   second paragraph, “… the LWRP and the adjoining approximately 64-mile network of 
trunk sewers.”

1-12:   fifth paragraph, “… case RCSD would attempt to acquire an additional …”

1-12:   last paragraph, “… permitted capacity of 18 16 mgd, of which …”

1-13:   first paragraph, “ … Apollo Lakes Regional County Park and to agricultural irrigation at 
LACSD-owned facilities.”

1-13:   first paragraph, “… minimum of 200 Piute Ponds at its current area of 400 wetted acres
of habitat suitable for recreational duck hunting at Piute Ponds.”

1-13:   end of first paragraph, ADD:  “Tertiary treated effluent is also being temporarily 
produced by a 1.0-mgd Membrane Bioreactor located at the LWRP.”

1-13:   second paragraph, “… LACSD No. 14 has purchased will purchase land for additional 
…”

1-13:   second paragraph, after last sentence ADD, “LACSD No. 14 has committed to diverting 
recycled water from its agricultural operations to serve other emerging recycled water end 
uses in the region as they become available.”

1-13:   third paragraph, “… the PWRP is either land applied (for percolation into the ground)
or used to irrigate trees and fodder crops on land …”

1-13:   fourth paragraph, “… plans to increase upgrade the capacity of the PWRP to 12 mgd of
disinfected tertiary treatment by 2011, providing disinfected tertiary treatment for all 
incoming wastewater.”

1-13:   fourth paragraph, “… LACSD No. 20 has acquired will acquire land for storage …”

1-15:   Suggestion:  last paragraph, The latest available draft regulations are now the Draft 
Recycled Water Policy published by the Department of Water Resources (DWR) in August 2008.

3.7-15: last paragraph, “UV light can be used to reduce eliminate NDMA from recycled water.”

3.7-17: Suggestion:  first paragraph, It may not be correct to say that there are no waters of the 
U.S. in the project area.  Both Lake Palmdale and the California Aqueduct are waters of the U.S.  
There are no waters of the U.S. in the project area that are subject to RWQCB storm water 
pollution prevention requirements.
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3.7-20: Suggestion:  Mitigation Measure 3.7-1d - Los Angeles County Department of Public 
Health (LACDPH) will also have to review plans and inspect pipe installations prior to backfill to 
insure no cross connections.  Waterworks is advised to confirm language with LACDPH.

3.7-24: first paragraph, “…oxidized, coagulated, clarified …”

3.7-24: ADD paragraph after fourth paragraph.  The Districts recommend discussing salinity 
management plans to control salts in the basin.  The Districts recommend using the August 6, 
2008, Draft of the Recycled Water Policy to draft this language, particularly lines 168, 204, 205, 
230, 262, 265, 267, and 384-389.

3.7-29: second paragraph, “ … local creeks or other water_bodies …”

3.7-30: Suggestion:  first paragraph, The figures for the GWR pilot project have been changed.  
The pilot project now includes 125 AFY recycled water, 125 AFY storm water, and 375 AFY 
AVEK water.  Check with Lancaster for further details.

4-3:    Suggestion:  Table 4-1, both the LWRP 2020 Facilities Plan and the PWRP 2025 Facilities 
Plan projects are “In Progress” in terms of construction.  The Districts recommend making this 
revision under both the “Recycled Water Projects” and “Wastewater Projects” headings.

4-4:    fourth paragraph, “The capacity of the PWRP will be increased upgraded to 12 mgd of
disinfected tertiary treatment by 2011, providing tertiary treatment for all incoming 
wastewater.”

4-4:    Suggestion:  last paragraph, The figures for the GWR pilot project have been changed.  The 
pilot project now includes 125 AFY recycled water, 125 AFY storm water, and 375 AFY AVEK 
water.  Check with Lancaster for further details.

4-10:   Suggestion:  second paragraph, Please clarify the build-out design capacity of 17,491 AFY 
for the project.  The 2006 Facilities Plan indicates a total potential demand of 17,491 AFY, but 
only identifies 13,331 AFY of demand within reasonable proximity to the proposed recycled water 
pipeline alignments.  On the other hand, this estimate of 13,331 AFY does not appear to include 
recycled water demand from end users in the Rosamond Community Services District that were 
added to the scope of this project at a later time.

4-10:   Suggestion:  ADD paragraph after fourth paragraph.  Need to discuss salinity management 
plans to control salts in the basin.  The Districts recommend using the August 6, 2008, Draft of the 
Recycled Water Policy to draft this language, particularly lines 168, 204, 205, 230, 262, 265, 267, 
and 384-389.

5-3:    Suggestion:  The water demand figures in Table 5-3 appear to be less than overall demand 
in the 2007 Antelope Valley Integrated Regional Water Management Plan.

Major comments to be submitted in writing.  Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this 
document.
Brian Dietrick  

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County  
1955 Workman Mill Road  
Whittier, CA  90601  
(562) 699-7411  X2703  
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Rosamond
Community Services 
District

Memo
To: Jonathan King Jonathan King

LA County Waterworks District No. 40 

From:   Claud Seal, RCSD District Engineer

CC: Jack Stewart, RCSD General Manager 

Date: 10/14/2008 

Re: North Los Angeles/Kern County Regional Recycled Water Project; RCSD Comments 

The following items in the proposed report have potential impact on RCSD and need to be revised. 

Page 2-7, Table 2-2, Reservoir 4, Location – change ”Near 60th Street….” To North of 60th Street…. 

Page 3.2-12, Policy ER 5.3.3 and 5.4.2: Add “And in Kern County, shall comply with the Kern County 
Air Pollution Control District.” 

Page 3.5-3, Geological Subunits: In the paragraph body, most folks in the AV refer to these as “sub 
basins.”  It would be more clear to local readers to change at least one of the “sub units” to “sub 
basins.” 

Page 3.7-3, Groundwater Subunits: Same comment as above 3.5-3. 

Page 3.7-13, paragraph 7, starting with “Recycled water produced….,” add RCSD to LWRP and 
PWRP. (That’s why we are involved in the first place.) 

Page 3.7-20, Mitigation Measure 3.7-1d, after “LA County Department of Public Health (DPH)” add if in 
Los Angeles County, or the “Kern County Department of Public Health if in Kern County,”  

Page 4-2, paragraph 2, second line change “southwestern Kern County” to “southeastern Kern 
County.”  Third line add, “within the service AREAS of LACWWD40, RCSD WWTP, and all…..” 

Page 4-5, Rosamond Recycled Water Project, add to Phase 1 narration, RCSD is currently 
constructing a 0.5 million gallons per day tertiary treatment plant adjacent to its existing evaporation 
ponds.  The District is planning to expand…….” 

Executive Summary, page ES-3, third paragraph, fourth line, 2,600 afy should be changed to 6,600 afy.  
Add to the last sentence, “Hybrid Power Plant, and 4,000 afy for cooling water at 3 planned solar 
collector power plants in the Rosamond area.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-11, paragraph 3.3-4b, 5th line, add after Vegetation Ordinance, “and in 
Kern County, the Kern County Habitat Conservation Plan.” 
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 Page 2 

In the same paragraph, line 11, after ”protected vegetation,” add  “(for Los Angeles County), and in 
Kern County contact Kern County Environmental Health Services.” 

In the last line, after Palmdale, add “or Kern County Environmental Health Services in Kern County.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-13, continuation of paragraph 3.4-1, after “Old Palmdale and Old 
Lancaster,” add “Old Rosamond and Tropico Mine area.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-14, continuation of paragraph 3.4-4e, after “Old Palmdale and Old 
Lancaster,” add “Old Rosamond and Tropico Mine area.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-16, paragraph 3.5-2, line 5, add to sentence,” …Construction Permit, 
except as exempted by the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-17, paragraph 3.6-2a, line 4, add to sentence,” …during the project, 
except as exempted by the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-19, paragraph 3.7-1d, line 3, add to sentence,” …for Los Angeles 
County entities.  In Kern County, contact the Kern County Department of Public Health in Bakersfield.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-19, paragraph 3.7-2, line 2, add to sentence,” …during the project, 
except as exempted by the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-21, paragraph 3.8-2, line 4, add to Title sentence,” …and Rosamond 
Sky Park, in Rosamond.” Paragraph 3.8-1b, next to the last line, after staff, add “and FAA.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-25, continuation of paragraph 3.11-1a, paragraph 4, line 5, after 
Antelope Valley Union High School District, add “and the Southern Kern Unified School District.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-25, continuation of paragraph 3.11-1a, paragraph 5, line 3 after Antelope 
Valley Union High School District, add “and the Southern Kern Unified School District.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-26, paragraph 3.11-1f, paragraph 4, line 2, after Antelope Valley Transit 
Authority, add “and the East Kern Regional Transit Express that connects to Lancaster.” 

Executive Summary, page ES-27, paragraph 3.12-3, line 1, after LACWWD40, add “RCSD, Kern 
County,” and the …. 

Executive Summary, page ES-27, paragraph 4-3, line 3, after Lancaster, add, “and Rosamond CSD)” 
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JimGilleyCommentLetter.txt

-----Original Message-----
From: questions@ladpw.org [mailto:questions@ladpw.org]
Sent: Monday, September 15, 2008 3:59 PM
To: jimgilley@thegilleygroupllc.com
Subject: Answer to your feedback submitted on 09/15/2008 (Reference #26465)

Feedback:
It seems that the requirement for a General Plan Amendment or Conditional Use Permit
for construction of water recharge facilities is an unnecessarily expensive and 
time-consuming mitigation measure since all the responsible agencies already have 
Director Review, Site Plan Review or similar entitlement processes that could be 
followed.

Answer:
Thank you for you comment regarding the mitigation measures proposed in the EIR for 
the North Los Angeles/Kern County Regional Recycled Water Project to address the 
long-term land-uses impacts of basins that could be used to recharge the groundwater
basin with recycled water. We will include your comment and our response to it in 
the final EIR as required by the California Environmental Quality Act.

As stated in Mitigation Measure 3.8-3 in the draft EIR, the implementing agency 
would only obtain a CUP or General Plan amendment if it is deemed necessary by the 
appropriate jurisdiction.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Additional Information:
      This e-mail originated at: Los Angeles County Waterworks District

      Name: James Gilley 
      Email: jimgilley@thegilleygroupllc.com 

Note: Information is accurate at the time of response and is subject to change 
without notice.
geven
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