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1. Introduction 
1.1 INTRODUCTION 
This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been prepared in accordance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as amended (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and CEQA 
Guidelines (California Administrative Code Section 15000 et seq.). 

According to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132, the FEIR shall consist of: 

(a) The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or a revision of  the Draft; 

(b) Comments and recommendations received on the DEIR either verbatim or in summary; 

(c) A list of  persons, organizations, and public agencies comments on the DEIR; 

(d) The responses of  the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review 
and consultation process; and 

(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency. 

This document contains responses to comments received on the DEIR for the Anaheim Canyon Specific 
Plan during the public review period, which began May 28, 2015, and closed July 13, 2015. This document 
has been prepared in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines and represents the independent 
judgment of  the Lead Agency. This document and the circulated DEIR comprise the FEIR, in accordance 
with CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132. 

1.2 FORMAT OF THE FEIR 
This document is organized as follows:  

Section 1, Introduction. This section describes CEQA requirements and content of  this FEIR.  

Section 2, Response to Comments. This section provides a list of  agencies and interested persons 
commenting on the DEIR; copies of  comment letters received during the public review period, and 
individual responses to written comments. To facilitate review of  the responses, each comment letter has 
been reproduced and assigned a number (A1 through A9). Individual comments have been numbered for 
each letter and the letter is followed by responses with references to the corresponding comment number.  

Section 3. Revisions to the Draft EIR. This section contains revisions to the DEIR text and figures as a 
result of  the comments received by agencies and interested persons as described in Section 2, and/or errors 
and omissions discovered subsequent to release of  the DEIR for public review.  
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The responses to comments contain material and revisions that will be added to the text of  the FEIR. City of  
Anaheim staff  has reviewed this material and determined that none of  this material constitutes the type of  
significant new information that requires recirculation of  the DEIR for further public comment under 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. None of  this new material indicates that the project will result in a 
significant new environmental impact not previously disclosed in the DEIR. Additionally, none of  this 
material indicates that there would be a substantial increase in the severity of  a previously identified 
environmental impact that will not be mitigated, or that there would be any of  the other circumstances 
requiring recirculation described in Section 15088.5. 

1.3 CEQA REQUIREMENTS REGARDING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for submitting comments, and reminds persons and 
public agencies that the focus of  review and comment of  DEIRs 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. …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 Guidelines Section 15204 (c) further advises, “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 Section 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.” 

In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, copies of  the written responses to public 
agencies will be forwarded to those agencies at least 10 days prior to certifying the environmental impact 
report. The responses will be forwarded with copies of  this FEIR, as permitted by CEQA, and will conform 
to the legal standards established for response to comments on DEIRs.  
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2. Response to Comments 
Section 15088 of  the CEQA Guidelines requires the Lead Agency (City of  Anaheim) to evaluate comments 
on environmental issues received from public agencies and interested parties who reviewed the DEIR and 
prepare written responses. 

This section provides all written responses received on the DEIR and the City of  Anaheim’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 underlined text 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. 

 
Number 

Reference Commenting Person/Agency Date of Comment Page No. 
Agencies & Organizations 

A1 Orange County Water District July 9, 2015 2-3 
A2 Orange County Public Works July 9, 2015 2-11 
A3 Airport Land Use Commission for Orange County July 10, 2015 2-17 
A4 The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California July 10, 2015 2-21 
A5 California Department of Transportation July 14, 2015 2-25 
A6 California Cultural Resource Preservation Alliance June 12, 2015 2-35 
A7 The PRC Group July 13, 2015 2-39 
A8 Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation July 7, 2015 2-47 
A9 Southern California Regional Rail Authority July 13, 2015 2-53 
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LETTER A1 – Orange County Water District (5 page[s])  
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A1. Response to Comments from Michael R. Markus, P.E., D. WRE, BCEE, F. ASCE, dated 
July 9, 2015. 

A1-1 Comments are related to the Anaheim Canyon Specific Plan Revised Public Draft and 
not to the DEIR. However, the City of  Anaheim is in agreement with your suggested 
changes and they will be incorporated into the Specific Plan prior to adoption. 

A1-2 Comment noted. As suggested by the comment, where Metrolink Station Connection 
and Waterway Trail Connection projects as described in page 5.13-4 of  the DEIR have 
potential for impact OCWD properties, the City will consult and involve OCWD during 
planning process.  

A1-3 Comment noted. The DEIR has been revised to reflect the correct references to the 
water bodies including pages 5.3-4, 5.3-7, 5.3-11, 5.8-21, and 5.13-3. Revisions to the 
description of  the water bodies would not change the conclusion of  the DIER analysis. 
Please refer to Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A1-4 Comment noted. The DEIR has been revised to reflect the correct references to the 
groundwater and water supply systems including pages 5.7-9, 5.13-3, 5.15-13, 5.15-14, 
and 5.15-15. Revisions to the description of  the groundwater and water supply systems 
would not change the conclusion of  the DEIR analysis. Please refer to Chapter 3, 
Revisions to the Draft EIR. 
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LETTER A2– Orange County Public Works (3 page[s]) 
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A2. Response to Comments Laree Brommer, Manager, Planning Division, OC Public Works 
Service Area/OC Development Services, dated July 9, 2015. 

A2-1 Comment noted. Page 5.7-6 of  the DEIR was revised to add Chantilly Storm Channel 
to the list of  Orange County Flood Control District (OCFCD) channels within or 
tributary to the Project Area and the facility number for Carbon Creek Channel was 
corrected. The revisions would not change the conclusion of  the DEIR. Please refer to 
Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-2 Comment noted. Text was added to page 5.7-6 and page 5.7-18 of  the DEIR to 
acknowledge that improvements to local drainage facilities that may impact OCFCD 
facilities shall be analyzed by the City and Manager of  the OC Public 
Works/Infrastructure Program. The revisions would not change the conclusion of  the 
DEIR. Please refer to Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-3 Comment noted. Text was added to page 5.7-17 of  the DEIR to address the City’s 
review of  hydrology and hydraulic analyses and measures to minimize potential impacts 
to OCFCD facilities. The revisions would not change the conclusion of  the DEIR. 
Please refer to Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-4 Comment noted. Change from OC Flood to OCFCD has been made. The statement 
that Orange County Public Works/Operations and Maintenance (O&M) maintains the 
flood control facilities owned by OCFCD has been added to page 5.7-6 of  the DEIR. 
The revisions would not change the conclusion of  the DEIR. Please refer to Chapter 3, 
Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-5 Comment noted. The text on page 5.7-6 of  the DEIR has been edited in accordance 
with the commenter’s suggestion and reference to new hydrologic parameters has been 
removed. The revisions would not change the conclusion of  the DEIR. Please refer to 
Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-6 Comment noted. The change to Carbon Canyon Channel (E03) has been made on page 
5.7-6 of  the DEIR. The revision would not change the conclusion of  the DEIR. Please 
refer to Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-7 Comment noted. Page 5.7-6 of  the DEIR was revised to reference correct stormwater 
facilities as stated by the comment. The revision would not change the conclusion of  the 
DEIR. Please refer to Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-8 Comment noted. A statement about encroachment permits has been added to page 5.7-
6 of  the DEIR. Please refer to Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-9 Comment is noted and the text has been revised on page 3-27 of  the DEIR. The 
revision would not change the conclusion of  the DEIR analysis. Please refer to Chapter 
3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 
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A2-10 Comment is noted and the text has been revised on page 5.7-1 of  the DEIR. The 
revision would not change the conclusion of  the DIER analysis. Please refer to Chapter 
3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-11 Comment is noted and the text has been revised on page 5.7-1 of  the DEIR. The 
revision would not change the conclusion of  the DIER analysis. Please refer to Chapter 
3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A2-12 Page 5.7-23 correctly identified less than significant impacts related to Impact 5.7-1 
through 5.7-6 and does not contain a typo as stated by the comment. No response is 
necessary.  
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LETTER A3 – Airport Land Use Commission for Orange County (2 page[s]) 
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A3. Response to Comments from Kari A. Rigoni, Executive Officer, dated July 10, 2015. 

A3-1 The comment indicates that development proposals which include the construction or 
alteration of  a structure more than 200 feet above ground level require filing with the 
Federal Aviation Administration. The maximum structural height allowed under the 
ACSP is 100 feet in DA 3. Maximum height for DA 1, DA 2, DA 4, and DA 5 are 60 
feet, and 30 feet for DA 6. Therefore, no impact would occur. Furthermore, the 
construction or alteration of  any structure meeting this threshold in the future will 
comply with procedures provided by Federal and State law, with the referral 
requirements of  ALUC as commented. 

A3-2 Project’s potential impacts to area heliports were discussed in Chapter 5.6, Hazardous 
and Hazardous Materials, Impact 5.6-3. Development of  helipads and heliports are 
permitted in DA 1 and DA 2, and conditionally permitted in DA 5. As stated in the 
comment, development of  helipads or heliports would be submitted through the City to 
the ALUC for review and action pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 21661.5. 
Proposed heliports or helipads projects will be required comply with the state permit 
procedure and conditions of  approval imposed or recommended by FAA, by the ALUS 
for Orange County and by Caltrans/Division of  Aeronautics. 
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LETTER A4 – Metropolitan Water District of  Southern California (2 page[s]) 
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A4. Response to Comments from Deborah Drezner, Interim Team Manager, Environmental 
Planning Team, dated July 10, 2015. 

A4-1 Comments noted. Page 5.15-15 of  the DEIR has been revised to include the East 
Orange County Feeder No. 1. Figure 5.15-2, Anaheim Public Utilities Major Facilities & 
Service Area, has been revised to state “MWD Pipelines” instead of  “MND Mains” and 
the revised figure shows the MWD pipelines within the Project Area. Page 5.15-16 of  
the DEIR has been revised to delete statement related to Metropolitan’s water supply 
capacity. The revisions would not change the conclusion of  the DEIR analysis. Please 
refer to Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A4-2 Comment noted. As required, any projects in the area of  Metropolitan’s pipelines or 
facilities will be submitted for Metropolitan’s review to the attention of  Metropolitan’s 
Substructures Team. 



A N A H E I M  C A N Y O N  S P E C I F I C  P L A N  F I N A L  E I R  N O .  3 4 8  
C I T Y  O F  A N A H E I M  

2. Response to Comments 

Page 2-24 PlaceWorks 

This page intentionally left blank. 



A N A H E I M  C A N Y O N  S P E C I F I C  P L A N  F I N A L  E I R  N O .  3 4 8  
C I T Y  O F  A N A H E I M  

2. Response to Comments 

August 2015 Page 2-25 

LETTER A5 – California Department of  Transportation (6 page[s]) 
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A5. Response to Comments from Maureen El Harake, Branch Chief, Regional-Community-
Transit Planning, District, California Transportation Department, dated July 14, 2015. 

A5-1 Comment noted. No response is necessary.  

A5-2 Comment noted. The City will continue to coordinate with Caltrans on bikeway and trail 
plans within or adjacent to Caltrans right-of-way. 

A5-3 Mitigation measure T-1 is derived from the City’s Municipal Code requirements for 
TDM programs. The Municipal Code places any funding requirements for TDM 
program implementation on future project applicants. 

A5-4 Comment noted. Direct and cumulative impacts to the State Highway System as a result 
of  project implementation will be mitigated through implementation of  Mitigation 
Measures T-5 and T-8 included in the DEIR. 

A5-5 Comment noted. Mitigation Measure T-8, subsection (f) requires fair share contributions 
to traffic mitigation for Caltrans facilities through a mutually acceptable agreement by 
Caltrans and the City of  Anaheim. 

A5-6 See Response A5-4. 

A5-7 Comment noted. As noted in the DEIR, impacts have been identified at these locations 
and appropriate mitigation has been identified. 

A5-8 Comment noted. The City acknowledges that any intersection modifications with 
Caltrans right-of-way will be subject to the Caltrans Intersection Control Evaluation 
(ICE) policy. The following provision has been added to Mitigation Measure T-8: 

g) Future traffic improvement phasing analyses for Caltrans facilities shall 
utilize the latest adopted HCM methodology. In addition, proposed 
intersection modifications within Caltrans right-of-way shall be consistent 
with Caltrans Traffic Operations Policy Directive 13-02: Intersection 
Control Evaluation (ICE). 

A5-9 Comment noted. The City acknowledges that all construction within Caltrans right-of-
way must be ADA compliant.  

A5-10 Per your request, the following change has been made to Page 5.14-107 of  the DEIR: 

Impact 5.14-3 

State highway facilities within the study area are not within the jurisdiction of  the City 
of  Anaheim. Rather, those improvements are planned, funded, and constructed by the 
State of  California through a legislative and political process involving the State 
Legislature; the California Transportation Commission (CTC); the California State 
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Existing GP Trips/Day Sq. Ft. DU Trips/Day
DA1 Industrial 6.97 21,770,629          151,741                8,229,962           57,363       
DA2 Recycling 0.792 700,267                555                        1,232,032           976             
DA3 Transit Oriented 11.03 589,049                6,497                    5,360,574           59,127       

Residential 4.18 -                         2,607      10,897       
DA4 Local Commercial 42.7 1,563,364            66,756                  (310,091)             (13,241)      
DA5 General Commercial 42.7 2,171,054            92,704                  923,154               39,419       
DA6 Open Space 10,571                  -                         3,568,351           -              
DA7 Flex Area 12.44 1,101,222            13,699                  165,231               2,055          

Existing GP ADT: 331,952                156,596     Increased ADT:

Area Use
Increase/ChangeDaily 

Rate

Transportation AgencyBusiness, Transportation, and Housing Agency; the California 
Department of  Transportation (Caltrans); and OCTA. Recent funding opportunities 
designated by OCTA’s Renewed Measure M provide the vehicle for designated 
improvements on the freeway facilities within the study area and were analyzed at their 
recommended build-out in the ACSP.  

A5-11 Per your request, the following change has been made to Page 3-28 of  the DEIR: 

Responsible Agencies Action 
Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD) Approve necessary sewer upgrades to OCSD facilities. 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Coordinate with the City on any necessary roadway improvements to Caltrans 

facilities and issue any required encroachment permits within Caltrans right-of-way. 
Provide necessary roadway improvements. 

 

A5-12 “Proposed Project Only” trip generation for ACSP is shown in Table 1 to total an 
additional 156,596 average daily trips (ADT), using ITE 9th edition Trip Generation 
rates. It is important to note that these rates are based upon data collected for suburban, 
free-standing, single use development with no transit or active transportation. These 
assumptions are not consistent with the ACSP intentions for urban, mixed use 
development with facilitation of  transit, pedestrian and bicycle activity. Nevertheless, 
application of  ITE rates shows the existing General Plan (GP) 331,952 average daily 
traffic (ADT) increasing by 156,596 ADT.  

Table 1. ITE 9th Edition Trip Generation 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This growth compares to the 124,792 ADT growth forecast with the ATAM. Trip 
assignment was derived from ATAM through select zone analysis. It forecasts the 
following freeway traffic: 

• SR91 traffic to/from the east is 7.0%, or 8,735 Project ADT. 

• SR91 traffic to/from the west is 11.3%, or 14,101 Project ADT. 
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• SR55 traffic to/from the south is 11.4%, or 14,226 Project ADT. 

• SR57 traffic to/from the north is 4.6%, or 5,740 Project ADT. 

• SR57 traffic to/from the south is 5.0%, or 6,240 Project ADT. 

• SR90 traffic to/from the north is 3.8%, or 4,742 Project ADT. 

The smart growth trip generation materials prepared by UC Davis were reviewed, as 
requested by Caltrans. One of  its designers, Dr. Brian Bochner, was consulted regarding 
why this tool concluded that the ACSP land uses did not qualify for smart growth trip 
generation. He advised that both the 2,600 acre size of  the project area and the 
significant industrial component of  the ACSP precludes its recognition as smart growth 
by this tool. 

A5-13 Per the City’s meeting with Caltrans on July 29, 2015, use of  HCM 2000 methodology 
will be allowed for use in the Program EIR. However, future traffic studies required in 
compliance with Mitigation Measure T-8 will utilize the latest HCM methodology. The 
following provision has been added to Mitigation Measure T-8: 

g) Future traffic improvement phasing analyses for Caltrans facilities shall 
utilize the latest adopted HCM methodology. In addition, proposed 
intersection modifications within Caltrans right-of-way shall be consistent 
with Caltrans Traffic Operations Policy Directive 13-02: Intersection 
Control Evaluation (ICE). 

A5-14 The ACSP fair share for signalizing the SR91 eastbound off  ramp at Kraemer Boulevard 
is 45.7% (based on year 2040 forecasts showing the ACSP adding 493 peak hour trips of  
the 1078 new peak hour trips). It should be noted that Measure M2 Project I fully funds 
the reconstruction of  this interchange, which includes a new traffic signal at this ramp 
location. 

A5-15 The ACSP fair share for widening the SR91 westbound off  ramp to Lakeview Avenue is 
31.3% (based on year 2040 forecasts showing the ACSP adding 68 peak hour trips of  
the 149 new peak hour trips). It should be noted that Measure M2 Project I includes the 
addition of  a 1,400 foot long deceleration lane as part of  the Lakeview Interchange 
reconstruction, which will also mitigate the deficient level of  service at this off  ramp. 

A5-16 A significant area of  the Anaheim Canyon Specific Plan had its General Plan designation 
changed from Low Office to Industrial. This change was made to reflect the zoning and 
type of  developments that currently exist today, as well as reflect the industrial uses that 
are desired in this area. As a result of  this change, the traffic generated from these areas 
will reduce under the General Plan Buildout with Project scenario compared to the 
without project scenario. 
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A5-17 It was agreed by Caltrans at our July 29, 2015 meeting that the requested queue analysis 
of  on/off-ramps will be conducted as part of  the SR91 PAED, with ACSP land uses 
included. The current analysis is acceptable for this DEIR. 

A5-18 It was agreed by Caltrans at our July 29, 2015 meeting that the recycling truck trips will 
consist of  standard size waste collection vehicles, and that truck trips serving the flex 
area development will generally be UPS and FedEx types of  vehicles. These sizes of  
trucks do not require a truck volume increase factor. 

A5-19 The City requires a construction operations plan for any construction projects within 
the City. No hauling of  construction materials shall occur during AM and PM peak 
periods of  travel on State facilities during demolition and/or reconstruction of  the 
ACSP project. All vehicle loads shall be covered so that materials do not blow over or 
onto the Caltrans rights of  way. No changes to the DEIR are necessary. 

A5-20 Comment noted. The Anaheim Canyon Master Sign Plan will forwarded to Caltrans for 
review and coordination. 

A5-21 Off-site business advertising is not permitted by the proposed Specific Plan. No 
additional response is necessary. 

A5-22 The City acknowledges that any work performed within Caltrans right-of-way will 
require discretionary review and approval by Caltrans, as well as issuance of  an 
encroachment permit by Caltrans prior to construction. 

A5-23 Per your request, a meeting between Caltrans and the City was conducted on July 29, 
2015. 
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LETTER A6 – California Cultural Resource Preservation Alliance (1 page[s]) 

 



A N A H E I M  C A N Y O N  S P E C I F I C  P L A N  F I N A L  E I R  N O .  3 4 8  
C I T Y  O F  A N A H E I M  

2. Response to Comments 

Page 2-36 PlaceWorks 

This page intentionally left blank. 



A N A H E I M  C A N Y O N  S P E C I F I C  P L A N  F I N A L  E I R  N O .  3 4 8  
C I T Y  O F  A N A H E I M  

2. Response to Comments 

August 2015 Page 2-37 

A6. Response to Comments from Patricia Martz, Ph.D., President, California Cultural Resource 
Preservation Alliance, dated June 12, 2015. 

A6-1 Comment noted. In the event that cultural deposits are discovered during construction, 
appropriate agencies will be notified and resources will be treated accordingly pursuant 
to California Code Regulations 15126.4 (b)(3)(B) so that no significant prehistoric 
archaeological resources are adversely impacted. Your comment will be forwarded to the 
appropriate City of  Anaheim decision-makers for their review and consideration. No 
further response is necessary. 

A6-2 Page 8-4 of  the DEIR indicates that in the event that human remains are discovered 
within the project site, they will be subject to California Health and Safety Code Section 
7050.5. No further response is necessary.  
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LETTER A7 – The PRS Group (5 page[s]) 
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A7. Response to Comments from Phillip R. Schwartze, President, The PRS Group, dated July 13, 
2015. 

A7-1 Comment noted. Figure 3-6, Existing Zoning, has been revised to show the Scenic 
Corridor Overlay. Page 4-12 of  the DEIR has been revised to state that the Scenic 
Corridor Overlay covers the eastern, not western half  of  the ACSP. Please refer to 
Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A7-2 The ACSP would update and consolidate two specific plans, the Northeast Area Specific 
Plan and the PacifiCenter Anaheim Specific Plan, that encompasses majority of  ACSP 
boundaries. The Project Area has been previously disturbed and no significant cultural 
resources were identified according to the City of  Anaheim General Plan Environmental 
Impact Report and the Northeast Area Specific Plan Cultural Resources Study. As stated 
in Chapter 8 of  the DEIR, archaeological sites are known to occur east of  Imperial 
Highway in the Hill and Canyon area in the City of  Anaheim. The Native American 
Heritage Commission was notified of  the proposed project and the Native American 
contacts list for consultation was received and each of  the listed tribes was contacted. 
Any impacts to archaeological/paleontological resources during grading would be 
subject to Guidelines §21083.2. In addition, the City has complied with Senate Bill 18 
(SB 18) and has sent out letters on October 23, 2014 to applicable tribal representatives 
for consultation request.  

A7-3 As stated, Increased Residential Use Alternative has been identified as environmentally 
superior to the ACSP project but would not meet the project objectives to the extent as 
the ACSP project. Comment is hereby noted, included in the official environmental 
record of  the proposed project, and will be forwarded to the appropriate City of  
Anaheim decision-makers for their review and consideration. 

A7-4 Comments are related to the Draft Anaheim Canyon Specific Plan and not to the DEIR. 
These comments will be forwarded to the appropriate City of  Anaheim decision-makers 
for their review and consideration. 
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LETTER A8 – Gabrieleno Band of  Mission Indians, Kizh Nation (3 page[s]) 
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A8. Response to Comments from Andrew Sala, Chairman, Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians, 
Kizh Nation, dated July 7, 2015. 

A8-1 Comment noted. No response is necessary.  

A8-2 Comment noted. The City has notified and informed the Native American tribal groups 
per the contact list provided by the Native American Heritage Commission of  the 
proposed ACSP. The proposed project would be subject to Guidelines §21083.2 for 
archaeological resources and will encourage use of  Native American Monitors during 
the course of  archaeological excavations as appropriate and necessary. However, 
considering disturbed nature of  the ACSP Area, requiring a qualified Native American 
Monitor to be on site during any and all ground disturbances is not warranted.  
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LETTER A9 – Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) (2 page[s]) 
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A9. Response to Comments from Ron Mathieu, Sr. Public Project Specialist, SCRRA, dated July 
13, 2015. 

A9-1 Comment noted. No response is necessary.  

A9-2 Comment noted. Pages xv and xviii of  the DEIR have been revised. Please refer to 
Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A9-3 Comment noted. Future mailings will be addressed to Metrolink Planning Department, 
P.O. Box 531776, Los Angeles, CA 90053-1776. 

A9-4 Comment noted. Text was added to include additional information regarding train 
operations in page 5.14-1 of  the DEIR. The revision would not change the conclusion 
of  DEIR analysis. Please refer to Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. 

A9-5 The City understands and concurs with the comment that any development constructed 
in the vicinity of  the La Palma Avenue, Tustin Avenue, Miraloma Avenue, and Jefferson 
Street grade crossings cannot lower the safety standards that allowed Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) to grant Quiet Zone status and diagnostic meetings with City, 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) and the California Public Utility 
Commission may be required to ensure that city retains its Quiet Zone status with 
modifications to the approaches to the crossings. Therefore, comment is hereby noted, 
included in the official environmental record of  the proposed project, and will be 
forwarded to the appropriate City of  Anaheim decision-makers for their review and 
consideration. No further response is necessary. 

A9-6 Comment noted. No response is necessary.  

A9-7 Comment is hereby noted, included in the official environmental record of  the 
proposed project, and will be forwarded to the appropriate City of  Anaheim decision-
makers for their review and consideration.  
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3. Revisions to the Draft EIR 
3.1 INTRODUCTION 
This section contains revisions to the DEIR based upon (1) additional or revised information required to 
prepare a response to a specific comment; (2) applicable updated information that was not available at the 
time of  DEIR publication; and/or (3) typographical errors. Changes made to the DEIR are identified here in 
strikeout text to indicate deletions and in underlined text to signify additions. 

3.2 DEIR REVISIONS IN RESPONSE TO WRITTEN COMMENTS 
The following text has been revised in response to comments received on the DEIR. 

Page 5.3-4, Section 5.3.2, Biological Resources, Existing Conditions, is hereby modified as follows in response 
to Comment A1 from Orange County Water District (OCWD): 

The Project Area has several areas designated as Open Space, Parks and Water Uses in the City’s adopted 
General Plan. These include the Santa Ana River wash, its river banks, and adjoining undeveloped but mostly 
disturbed areas as well as several Orange County Water District (OCWD) Groundwater Recharge Basins 
including Santa Ana River lakes, Warner Basin, Little Water Basin, Conrock Basin, Huckleberry Basin, 
Kraemer Basin, Miraloma Basin, and Anaheim Lake. 

 
Page 5.3-7, Section 5.3.2, Biological Resources, Existing Conditions, is hereby modified as follows in response 
to Comment A1 from OCWD: 

The Project Area contains several OCWD groundwater recharge basins, including the Kraemer Basin, Miller 
Basin, Miraloma Basin, Warner Basin, Santa Ana River Lakes, Little Warner Basin, Conrock Basin, 
Huckleberry Basin, and Anaheim Lake, and other smaller basins. The basins are surrounded by industrial and 
commercial areas. The Santa Ana River Lakes, Corona Lake, and Anaheim Lake Warner Basin provides 
recreational uses to local fishermen. These basins are is stocked with fish, including rainbow trout 
(Oncorhynchus mykiss), channel catfish (Ictalurus punctatus), and largemouth bass (Micropterus salmoides), and are 
open for public use for a fee.  
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Page 5.3-11, Section 5.3.2.3, Biological Resources, Jurisdictional Waters and Wetlands, is hereby modified as 
follows in response to Comment A1 from OCWD : 

The Santa Ana River and the OCWD groundwater recharge basins, including the Santa Ana river Lakes, 
Anaheim Lake, Warner Basin, Kraemer Basin, and others within the Project Area contain jurisdictional waters 
and wetlands.  

 
Page 5.8-21, Section 5.8.3 Land Use and Planning, SCAG RCP Consistency Analysis, is hereby modified as 
follows in response to Comment A1 from OCWD: 

Consistent: The Project Area contains riparian vegetation and wetlands in the Santa Ana River and lakes 
areas in the vicinity of  recharge basins. The Santa Ana River lakes, Warner Basin, Little Warner Basin 
Conrock Basin, Huckleberry Basin, Kraemer Basin, Miraloma Basin, and Anaheim Lake contain open water 
habitat that is used by migratory and resident waterfowl and other bird species, principally for foraging.  

 
Page 5.13-3, Section 5.13.1 Recreation. Santa Ana River Trail, is hereby modified as follows in response to 
Comment A1 from OCWD: 

Several water basins along the Santa Ana River are used for recreation purposes: Anaheim Lakes, Warner 
Basin, and Burris Basin the Miller Retarding Basin and the Five Coves area, which is located north of  Ball 
Road along the western side of  the river outside of  the specific planning area. 

 
Page 5.7-9, Section 5.7.1 Hydrology and Water Quality, Groundwater, is hereby modified as follows in 
response to Comment A1 from OCWD: 

The Project Area lies within the boundaries of  the Orange County Groundwater Basin, which underlies the 
northern half  of  Orange County, covering approximately 310 square miles (DWR 2003). The Orange County 
Groundwater Basin is bordered by the Coyote and Chino Hills to the north, the Santa Ana Mountains to the 
northeast, the Pacific Ocean to the southwest, and terminates near the Orange County boundary to the 
northwest, where it connects to the Central Basin of  Los Angeles. The hydrogeology of  the Orange County 
Groundwater Basin is characterized by a deep structural alluvial basin containing a thick accumulation of  
interbedded sand, silt, and clay. The California Department of  Water Resources (DWR) has divided the Basin 
into two zones, the Forebay and the Pressure areas. The Project Area is in the Forebay zone, where the 
majority of  the recharge to the Basin occurs through the percolation of  Santa Ana River water in recharge 
basins. 

Groundwater in the Basin is managed by the Orange County Water District (OCWD). Groundwater 
extraction occurs from more than 500 production wells in the basin. The water supply system also includes 
800 monitoring wells, more than 1,000 acres of  recharge ponds, two seawater intrusion barriers, three 
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desalters, the Groundwater Replenishment System, and the Prado wetlands, and Prado Dam located in San 
Bernardino County and Riverside County, respectively (OCWD 2013). 

 
Page 5.13-3 to 4, Section 5.13.1 Recreation, Environmental Impacts, is hereby modified as follows in response 
to Comment A1 from OCWD: 

In addition to the groundwater recharge activities, implementation of  the ACSP would encourage the creation 
of  bicycle and pedestrian trials trails that link Anaheim Canyon to surrounding neighborhoods and the Santa 
Ana Trail system. The ACSP would also provide options for additional parks, open space, and recreation 
facilities for area workers and residents through identifying these potential open space improvements:  

 Basin Turf  Conversion: This project would convert approximately 10.8 acres of  irrigated and 
inaccessible turf  into California-friendly planting with trails and seating areas around Kraemer Basin, 
Anaheim Lake, and Water Warner Basin. These improvements would require close coordination with 
OCWD.  

 
Page 5.15-13 to 14, Section 5.15.2.1 Utilities and Service Systems, Groundwater, is hereby modified as follows 
in response to Comment A1 from OCWD: 

The basin holds millions of  acre-feet (AF) of  water, of  which about 1.25 to 1.5 million AF is available for use 
approximately 300,000 AF is available for production on an annual basis. To ensure that the basin is not 
overdrawn, OCWD recharges it with local and imported water. Groundwater conditions in the basin are 
influenced by the natural hydrologic conditions. The basin is recharged primarily by four sources: (1) local 
rainfall, which varies due to the extent of  the annual seasonal precipitation; (2) storm and base flows from the 
Santa Ana River, which includes recycled wastewater from treatment plants in Riverside and San Bernardino 
Counties; (3) imported water; and (4) highly treated recycled wastewater. The basin generally operates as a 
reservoir, and the net amount of  water stored is increased in wet years to allow for manageable overdrafts in 
dry years with water levels maintained within an operating range to assure long-term basin sustainability. 
According to OCWD’s Engineer’s Report for fiscal year 2012/13, total groundwater production from the 
basin in OCWD's jurisdiction was 309,295 AF. The production capability of  the basin has increased as a 
result of  increased wastewater reclamation and the blending of  waters of  different qualities a managed 
aquifer recharge program to produce provide high-quality potable water for public distribution. The basin is a 
managed basin and not in a state of  overdraft. The WSA indicates that the basin is one of  the most plentiful 
sources of largest groundwater basins in the entire state, containing approximately 1.25 to 1.5 million AF of  
water available for use at the present time, and millions of  acre-feet that could possibly be produced in the 
future. Although the volume of  water in storage is large, annual production must be managed at levels that 
assure long-term basin sustainability. 

The basin is managed by the OCWD, a special district created by the State Legislature. Although there are no 
limits to pumping from the basin, OCWD sets a target level of  pumping from the basin, referred to as the 
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Basin Production Percentage (BPP). Though all pumpers within the basin are permitted to pump from it, 
OCWD is charged with managing the groundwater basin, largely through the Basin Production Percentage 
(BPP) that it establishes each water year.  

The BPP is set annually based on groundwater conditions, availability of  imported water supplies, ideal 
precipitation, Santa Ana River runoff, and basin management objectives. In essence, the BPP is the set 
percentage all pumpers in the basin can pump without paying a high “pumping tax” an additional assessment 
or Basin Equity Assessment (BEA) to OCWD.  

 
Page 5.15-14, Section 5.15.2.1 Utilities and Service Systems, Groundwater, is hereby modified as follows in 
response to Comment A1 from OCWD: 

For the water year, a total of  41,653 AF of  supplemental water was used for the purpose of  groundwater 
replenishment and barrier maintenance to prevent seawater intrusion from occurring in areas of  the 
groundwater basin adjacent to the Pacific Ocean in Huntington Beach, Costa Mesa, and Fountain Valley.  

Based on the groundwater basin conditions for the water year ending June 30, 2013, OCWD may purchase up 
to 120,000 AF for groundwater basin replenishment during the ensuing water year, beginning July 1, 2014. 
OCWD’s substantial investment in facilities, basin management, and water rights protection resulted in the 
elimination and prevention of  adverse long-term “mining” overdraft conditions in the basin. And OCWD 
continues to develop new replenishment supplies, recharge capacity, and basin protection measures to meet 
projected production from the basin during average/normal rainfall and drought periods. OCWD also has 
invested in seawater intrusion control (injection barriers), recharge facilities, laboratories and basin monitoring 
to effectively manage the basin. 

 
Page 5.15-15, Section 5.15.2.1 Utilities and Service Systems, Recycled Water, is hereby modified as follows in 
response to Comment A1 from OCWD: 

Anaheim indirectly participates in regional water recycling through the Groundwater Replenishment System 
(GWRS) by a joint project of the OCWD and Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD) operated by 
OCWD. 

Page 5.7-6, Section 5.7.1.3, Hydrology and Water Quality, ACSP Area Drainage, is hereby modified as follows 
in response to Comment A2 from Orange County Public Works (OCPW): 

Drainage patterns in the Project Area vary, but most runoff  is conveyed by surface streets or local storm 
drains to regional storm drainage facilities owned and maintained by the Orange County Flood Control 
District (OC Flood OCFCD) and maintained by the Orange County Public Works Department, Operations 
and Maintenance. 
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Page 5.7-6, Section 5.7.1.3, Hydrology and Water Quality, ACSP Area Drainage, is hereby modified as follows 
in response to Comment A2 from Orange County Public Works (OCPW): 

These plans are being developed following the OC Flood’s publication of  new hydrologic parameters, which 
resulted in greater storm runoff  projections than previously estimated in accordance with the 1986 Orange 
County Hydrology Manual, Addendum No. 1 issued in 1995, and the County of  Orange Local Drainage 
Manual. This resulted in most existing storm drain systems in the City of  Anaheim, including in the Specific 
Plan area, to be classified as undersized. Some of  the existing storm drains within the Project Area have been 
characterized as deficient, based on Drainage Master Plan studies. The City of  Anaheim’s current standard is 
to size City owned and maintained drainage systems to fully convey all storm water for a minimum 1025-year 
storm event, with drainage basins tributary to the Santa Ana River sized to convey water from a 25-year 
storm event. For OCFCD facilities, the design standard is the 100-year storm as feasible. Where 
improvements to local drainage facilities have the potential to increase discharges to County facilities, the City 
analyzes potential impacts to County facilities in consultation with the Manager, Orange County Public 
Works, Infrastructure Program. Encroachment permits are required from the County’s Public Permits Section 
for any activity performed within OCFCD’s right of  way. 

A map of  the existing storm drain system in the Project Area is provided as Figure 5.7-1, Existing Storm Drain 
System. In general, the City of  Anaheim maintains the local storm drain facilities, which discharge into OC 
Flood’s OCFCD’s regional channels and the Santa Ana River. The OC Flood OCFCD channels within or 
tributary to the Project Area include: 

 Carbon Creek Canyon Channel (E03) 

 Carbon Creek Diversion Channel (E02B01) 

 Richfield Channel (E05) 

 Atwood Channel (E04) 
 Chantilly Storm Channel (E01S02) 

The Carbon Creek Canyon Channel and Atwood Channel discharge into the Miller Retarding Basin, which is 
west of  Anaheim Lake., and tThe Carbon Creek Diversion Channel flows from the Miller Retarding Basin 
through the northwestern portion of  the Project Area, collecting additional storm water and eventually 
discharging into the Santa Ana River (OC Flood OCFCD 2003). 

Page 5.7-17, Section 5.7.3, Hydrology and Water Quality, Environmental Impacts, is hereby modified as 
follows in response to Comment A2 from Orange County Public Works (OCPW): 

Although the City’s storm drain system has functioned adequately in the past, preliminary information 
indicates that the existing storm drain system, including the Project Area, may be undersized, due to Orange 
County’s revision of  hydrologic parameters, resulting in greater storm runoff  projections than previously 
estimated. The City of  Anaheim is in the process of  identifying deficiencies in the system and proposing 
capital improvements to upgrade the system. All new projects would be required to prove that runoff  for 
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their site could be fully conveyed by the existing storm drainage system for a minimum 1025-year storm 
event, with drainage basins tributary to the Santa Ana River sized to convey water from a 25-year storm event 
into OCFCD facilities designed to convey 100-year flows where feasible (City of  Anaheim 2004). The site 
design and hydrology calculations would be subject to City review Each project applicant within the Project 
Area would be required to prepare a hydrology/hydraulics study for City review and approval to verify that 
any increased in project flows could be accommodated by the existing drainage system. Where improvements 
to local drainage facilities have the potential to increase discharges to OCFCD facilities, the City will analyze 
these potential impacts in consultation with the Manager of  the Orange County Public Works/Infrastructure 
Program. With implementation of  these measures, impacts to City and County storm drain capacities would 
be less than significant. 

 
Page 3-27, Section 3.4, Project Description, Intended Uses of  the EIR, is hereby modified as follows in 
response to Comment A2 from Orange County Public Works (OCPW): 

This Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) is a project EIR, which examines the environmental 
impacts of  the proposed residential project. 

 
Page 5.7-1, Section 5.7, Hydrology and Water Quality, is hereby modified as follows in response to Comment A2 
from Orange County Public Works (OCPW): 

 Orange County Model Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) and Supplemental Technical Guidance Document 
dated August 2011. 

 Orange County Flood Control District (OC Flood) Drainage Area Management Plan (DAMP) dated July 
2003. 

 
Page 5.15-15, Section 5.15.2.1 Utilities and Service Systems, Imported Water, is hereby modified as follows in 
response to Comment A4 from the Metropolitan Water District (MWD): 

The City purchases both treated potable and untreated nonpotable water from Metropolitan. The treated 
water is delivered through five seven major feeders—East Orange County Feeder Nos. 1 and 2 , Orange 
County Feeder, Second Lower Feeder, West Orange County Feeder, Santiago Lateral, and Allen-McColloch 
Pipeline, through Municipal Water District (MWD) connections A-01 through A-07.  
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Page 5.15-16, Section 5.15.2.1 Utilities and Service Systems, Current Drought, is hereby modified as follows 
in response to Comment A4 from MWD: 

Although imported water supply is impacted to some degree by the current drought conditions in California, 
Metropolitan has indicated they have up to two years of  supply in storage. 

 
Figure 5.15-2, Anaheim Public Utilities Major Facilities & Service Area, is hereby modified in response to 
Comment A4 from MWD.  
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Source: WSA (Psomas, July 2015)

Figure 5.15-2 - Anaheim Public Utilities Major Facilities & Service Area
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Page 5.14-100, Section 5.14.1.1, Transportation and Traffic, Mitigation Measures, Mitigation Measure T-8, is 
hereby modified as follows in response to Comment A5 from Caltrans: 

g) Future traffic improvement phasing analyses for Caltrans facilities shall utilize the latest adopted 
HCM methodology. In addition, proposed intersection modifications within Caltrans right-of-way 
shall be consistent with Caltrans Traffic Operations Policy Directive 13-02: Intersection Control 
Evaluation (ICE). 

Page 5.14-107, Section 5.14.8, Transportation and Traffic, Level of  Significance After Mitigation, Impact 
5.14-3, is hereby modified as follows in response to Comment A5 from Caltrans: 

Impact 5.14-3 

State highway facilities within the study area are not within the jurisdiction of  the City of  Anaheim. Rather, 
those improvements are planned, funded, and constructed by the State of  California through a legislative and 
political process involving the State Legislature; the California Transportation Commission (CTC); the 
California State Transportation AgencyBusiness, Transportation, and Housing Agency; the California 
Department of  Transportation (Caltrans); and OCTA. Recent funding opportunities designated by OCTA’s 
Renewed Measure M provide the vehicle for designated improvements on the freeway facilities within the 
study area and were analyzed at their recommended build-out in the ACSP.  

Page 3-28, Section 3.4 Project Description, Intended Uses of  the EIR, is hereby modified as follows in 
response to Comment A5 from Caltrans: 

Responsible Agencies Action 
Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD) Approve necessary sewer upgrades to OCSD facilities. 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Coordinate with the City on any necessary roadway improvements to Caltrans 

facilities and issue any required encroachment permits within Caltrans right-of-way. 
Provide necessary roadway improvements. 

 

Figure 3-6, Existing Zoning, is hereby modified in response to Comment A7 from the PRS Group.  
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Page xv, Chapter 1, Abbreviations and Acronyms, is hereby modified as follows in response to Comment A9 
from Metrolink: 

I Interstate 

JPA Joint Powers Authority 

LBP lead-based paint 

 
Page xviii, Chapter 1, Abbreviations and Acronyms, is hereby modified as follows in response to Comment 
A9 from Metrolink: 

SCG Southern California Gas Company 

SCRRA Southern California Regional Rail Authority 

SCS sustainable communities strategy 

 
Page 5.14-1, Section 5.14.1.1, Transportation and Traffic, Traffic Impact Analysis Study Area, is hereby 
modified as follows in response to Comment A9 from Metrolink: 

In addition to the three state routes (SR-91, SR-90 and SR-57), access is provided by two Metrolink 
commuter rail lines, the Inland Empire-Orange County Line and the 91 Line. These passenger rail lines have 
shared use with Union Pacific Railway (UPR) and Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Railway freight 
operations. The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) is the Joint Powers Authority (JPA) 
that operates and maintains the commuter rail service known as Metrolink. Metrolink operates 16 commuter 
trains, 1 non-revenue train and BNSF operates 3 freight trains daily through this area on the Olive 
Subdivision rail line. Trains can operate 24 hours a day seven days a week. 
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LAKEVIEW/SR91 WESTBOUND RAMPS

EXISTING 2040 PLUS PROJECT 2040 GP BUILDOUT
AM PM AM PM AM PM

WBL 43 62 41 71 50 77
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 485 255 429 463 383 389

528 317 470 534 433 466
TE TB 1004 899

37 68 PROJECT TRIPS ABOVE GP BUILDOUT 
T

WESTBOUND OFFRAMP ONLY 217 GP BUILD - EXISTING
FAIR SHARE T/(TB-TE)

31.3% 68/(534-317)

KRAEMER/SR91 EASTBOUND RAMPS

EXISTING 2040 PLUS PROJECT 2040 GP BUILDOUT
AM PM AM PM AM PM

SBR 446 714 782 759 781 646
SBT 670 833 1308 1245 1165 959
WBR 944 465 752 349 731 349
NBT 830 913 777 1431 659 1275
NBR 335 261 500 309 447 296
EBR 476 606 411 777 443 852

3701 3792 4530 4870 4226 4377
TE TE TB TB 9400 8603

304 493 PROJECT TRIPS ABOVE GP BUILDOUT 
T T

PM PEAK HOUR 829 1078 GP BUILD - EXISTING
FAIR SHARE T/(TB-TE)

45.7% 493/(4870-3792)

AM PEAK HOUR
FAIR SHARE T/(TB-TE)

36.7% 304/(4530-3701)

41.2% AVERAGE OF PEAK HOURS



Freeway Assignments
to/from % Project ADT

91 east 7.0% 8,735       
91 west 11.3% 14,101     
55 south 11.4% 14,226     
57 north 4.6% 5,740       
57 south 5.0% 6,240       
90 north 3.8% 4,742       

43.1% 56.9%
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Anaheim Canyon Specific Plan - Percent of Trip Distribution on Freeways
ATAM Year 2035
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