@ CITY OF PALMDALE NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

Los Angeles County Clerk FROM: City of Palmdale
Environmental Filings Planning Division
12400 Imperial Hwy., Rm. 2001 38250 Sierra Highway
Norwalk, CA 90650 Palmdale, CA 93550

[0 Office of Planning and Research CONTACT: Jasmine Almora
P.O. Box 3044 Associate Planner
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (661) 267-5287

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in Compliance With Section 21108 or
21152 of the Public Resources Code

i : - 2023 181578
State Cigarighatiss Nimbe TS ARG
ILE
Project Title: Minor Modification 22-058 Aug 21 2023
Project Applicant:  Civil Design and Drafting, Inc ‘ tlj-m.mm

Project Location (include county): Southeast corner of Palmdale Boulevard and
65th Street East, Palmdale, Los Angeles County, CA

Project Description: The proposed modification consists of subdividing 31 acres into 101
lots for the purpose of constructing 99 single-family residences and two basin lots in two
phases.

This is to advise that the City of Palmdale (Xl Lead Agency or [J Responsible Agency)
has approved the above-described project on February 14, 2023, and has made the
following determinations regarding the above-described project.

1. The project [[] will will not] have a significant effect on the environment.
2. O An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the
provisions of CEQA.
A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of
CEQA.
3. Mitigation measures [X were [ were not] made a condition of the approval of the
project.
4. A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [XI was [1 was not] adopted for the project.
A Statement of Overriding Considerations [[J was X was not] adopted for this project.
6. Findings [X were 1 were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
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Notice of Determination
Minor Modification 22-058

This is to certify that the final Mitigated Negative Declaration with comments and
responses and record of project approval, or the Negative Declaration is available to the
General Public at: City of Palmdale Planning Division, 38250 Sierra Highway, Palmdale,
CA 93550.

Signature (Public Agency):

//}féfodl/@ ¢|3)2>

“BfendaMagang; Planning Manager Date
City of Palmdale

Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code.
Reference: Sections 21000-21174, Public Resources Code.
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Dean C. Logan
Los Angeles County Registrar / Recorder
12400 Imperial Highway, Norwalk, CA
(800)201-82399
BUSINESS FILINGS REGISTRATION

NORWALK DEPARTMENT HEADQUARTER
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Monday, August 21, 2023 9:14 M

Iten(s)

FEB o saeiiene Total
NoE - County Posting Fee 1 $75.00
2023181578

Total T $75.00
Total Documents: 1

Customer payment(s):
Check $75.00

Check List:
#1562 $75.00



LAURA BETTENCOURT °
Mayor .

ANDREA ALARCON *
Mayor Pro Tem -

RICHARD J. LOA -

Councilmember

AUSTIN BISHOP

Councilmember

ERIC OHLSEN °

Councilmember

38300 Sierra Highway
>almdale, CA 93550-4798
Tel: 661/267-5100 °

TDD: 661/267-5167 |

Fi_Z COPY

PALMDATLE

a place to call home

Imad Aboujawdah

Civil Design and Drafting, Inc.
885 Patriot Drive, Unit C
Moorpark, CA 93021

RE: MINOR MODIFICATION 22-058

Dear Imad:

August 29, 2023

Enclosed is the original Environmental Filing Fee Cash Receipt from the
Los Angeles County Recorder's Office for the above-referenced project.

Please retain this receipt for your records.

If you have any questions regarding this project, please contact the

Planning Division at 661/267-5200.

Enclosure

cc: File

www.cityofpalmdale.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Magallanes
Sr. Administrative Assistant

org
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Mit‘~-*2d Negative Declaration
Va e 06-07 and Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 063364
Septt 1ber 6, 2006

'age 2

F SPC ¢ 3LE AGENCIES: None
“IUSTE ~ AGENCIES: None

Notice Pursuant to Section 21092.5 of the Public Resources Code:

A Public Hearing will be held by the Planning Commission of the City of Palmdale in e

'almdale Coi cil Chambers, 38300 Sierra Highway, Suite B, Paimdale, California on
Octt er 5, 2006, at 7:00 p.m. to consider this project. At that time, any interested
person is welcome to attend and be heard on this matter.

Prior to the Public Hearing, the public is invited to submit written comments on this

N ig: sgative Declaration to the Palmdale Planning Department, Attention: Donna

Fairchild, 3825 Sierra Highway, Palmdale, California 93550; or phone (661) 267-5200.
rase refer to the Case Number listed above.

= ol ¢ 4 o

._taude Lile — Date

Director of Planning
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INITIAL STUDY
Variance 06-07 and Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 063364
Page 4

AN DETERMI__ATION

( e basis ol 1is initial evaluation:
| 1 d that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
enviro  nt, there will not be a significant effect in this case because the

gal measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the
prc sct. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION wiil be prepared.

his 1 al study was prepared by: Donna Fairchild, Assistant Planner Il

Date Asoka Herath
Assistant Director of Planning

., P -
é/ . ZA O\ /__ MJM%A«LM,{;J ‘::'iﬁ”’ A .
Date L d-Aurid Lile ‘

Director of Planning
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INITIAL STUDY
Vi ance 06-07 and Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 0633 }
Page 5

=R ANALYSIS

Earlier an: “rses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, p~~jram £ 3, or
other CEQA process, one or more effects have been adequatelv analyzed in an
earlier EIR or (mitigated) negative declaration. In this case, a scussion should
“{e ify the following:

A,

Earlier analyses used.

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









INITIAL STUDY
a ince 06-07 and Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 063364

Page 8
Petentially
Significant
Potentially Uniess Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact incomorated Impact Impact

. Does the project include a school, emer incy or
public facility, day care center, nursing home, or igh
rise building? O Yes O No

b. Is the site in a zone subject to seismic ground shaking,
ground failure, or liquefaction?
Q d £3] Q

The project site is located approximately 3.5 miles northeast of o
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. The project is located within
Seismic Shaking Zone 1 according to General Plan Exhibit S-3,
Earthquake Fault Zones. Building design requirements as required by
2001 Uniform Building Code also precludes structural damages from such
sect dary seismic hazards due to a shaking, liq ‘faction, lateral
spreading or settlement at this site.

According to the soils report prepared by Southwest Geotecl icial, Inc.
dated June 30, 2005, ground water is located approximately 247 feet
below ground level. According to General Plan Exhibit ER-4, the ground
water is greater than 100 feet below the surface at this location.
Therefore, the site is not subject to liquefaction because the depth of the
groundwater level. Fault rupture, ground shaking, and liquefaction do not
constitute the potential for a significant impact on the environment.

3. Slopes

Based on the U.S.G.S. Topographic h._3, the slope map submitted
for the project, the geotechnical report for the project, and/or a site
inspection:

[ oo YRRRNRERURERY | P

proj¢ si con n slopes of 10% or great 7?7
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INITIAL STUDY
Vi ance 06-07 and Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 063364

Page 21
Potentlaily
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Signlficant No
Impact Incorporated |mpact Impact

Therefore, with the required landscaping along arterial streets, increased
lot depth, adopted City of Palmdale building construction standards and

e above mentioned mitigation measure, development of the proposed
project does not constitute the potential for a significant impact on the

environment. r
2. Is the proposed project within the Plant 42 over-flight area, or t
65 CNEL boundary?
Q Q Q (]

The project is not within Plant 42 over-flight areas, or in a 65 CNEL
bound: s according to the City of Palmdale General Plan Overlay Map.
Therefore, there will be no significant adverse impact to this development,

3. Will the project generate a noise leve! exceeding 65 CNEL at the
project boundary after construction that could significantly impact
an adjoining land use?

Q | [x] Q

The | sposed single-family residential use will generate noise at levels
ci sistent with the surrounding neighborhoods and therefore, tt : item
does not constitute the potential for a significant impact on the
environment.

Lic™* -r ~'are:
Based on the t e of project, and/or project submittals and exhibits:
1. Will the project produce significant new sources of light or glare

that would disturb neighboring uses or significantly change the light
environment visible from other areas of the City?

el el





















INITIAL STUDY
Variance 06-07 and Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 063364
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
|mpeagct Incorporated Impact lmpact

e project has been reviewed by the City Traffic “ngineer and the Los
Angeles County Fire Department and it has been determine that the
project has been designed with adequate access and accommodation for
safe vehicular flow, including emergency vehicles, in the area. Therefore,
circulation issues do not constitute the potential for a significant impact to
the environment.

4. Will the project create or experience access problems as de: ") »
or create any obstruction to the safe flow of traffic?
a Q ] d
Refer to the response for M-2 and M-3 above.
5. Could the project result in a significant alteratio to rail or air traffic?
a a a E

The project is a 2sidential subdivision and will have no direct impact to
either rail or air traffic. Therefore, this does not represent tt pot \tial for
a significant environmental impact to rail or air traffic.

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

Parking for the project is being designed and provided in accorda :e with
tt off-st  parking standards of the Zoning Ordinance © accommodate
single-family residential uses and will promote safe vehicular flov and
provide adequate off-street parking. Therefore, this does not constitute
tl | ntic for a significant impact to the environment.

































INITIAL STUDY
Vi : ce 06-07 and Tentative Tract Map (TTM) 063364

Page 38
Potentially
Significant
Potentially linless Less Than
Significant | igation Significant No
Impact Incorporated impagt Impact

Does the project have environmental effects which will cause s. stan |
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

o Q Q Q

There are no aspects of the project that will have a substantial adverse
effect on human beings directly or indirectly after compliance with
standard conditions requiring compliance with a City, County and State
. des: )licable to the project. Therefore, there is no substantial adverse

ffect on huma beings.








