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If members of the public wish to review the attachments or have any 
questions on any of the agenda items, please contact Lillian Harris-Neal at 
(213) 236-1858 or via email harris-neal@scag.ca.gov 
 
Agendas & Minutes for the Energy and Environment Committee are also 
available at: www.scag.ca.gov/committees/eec.htm 
 
SCAG, in accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), will 
accommodate persons who require a modification of accommodation in 
order to participate in this meeting.  SCAG is also committed to helping 
people with limited proficiency in the English language access the 
agency’s essential public information and services.  You can request such 
assistance by calling (213) 236-1858.  We require at least 72 hours (three 
days) notice to provide reasonable accommodations.  We prefer more 
notice if possible.  We will make every effort to arrange for assistance as 
soon as possible.  
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ENERGY & ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 
AGENDA 

OCTOBER 3, 2013 

i 
  

 

 
The Energy & Environment Committee may consider and act upon any of the items listed on the 
agenda regardless of whether they are listed as Information or Action Items.  
 
CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
(Hon. James A. Johnson, Chair) 
  
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD – Members of the public desiring to speak on items on the agenda, 
or items not on the agenda, but within the purview of the Committee, must fill out and present a 
speaker’s card to the Assistant prior to speaking.  Comments will be limited to three (3) minutes.  
The Chair may limit the total time for all comments to twenty (20) minutes. 
 
REVIEW AND PRIORITIZE AGENDA ITEMS  
    
  Time Page No. 
CONSENT CALENDAR    

    

Approval Item   
   

1.  Minutes of the September 12, 2013 Meeting Attachment  1 
     

INFORMATION ITEMS    
     

2.  California Water Plan Update 2013 
(Kamyar Guivetchi, P.E., Manager, Statewide Water 
Planning, Department of Water Resources) 

Attachment 45 mins. 7 

     
3.  Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) Alternative 

(Doug Obegi, Staff Attorney, Water Program, Natural 
Resources Defense Council – NRDC) 

Attachment 30 mins. 23 

     
4.  Update on Housing Element Compliance Status from 

SCAG Jurisdictions 
(Ma’Ayn Johnson, SCAG Staff)

Attachment  10 mins. 34 

     
5.  Results of Joint Workshop on Southern California Electricity 

Infrastructure and Reliability Issues 
(Huasha Liu, Director, Land Use & Environmental 
Planning) 

Attachment 10 mins. 35 

     
6.  SCAG Local Input Status Update 

(Jung Seo, SCAG Staff) 
Attachment 10 mins 58 
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CHAIR’S REPORT 
(Hon. James A. Johnson, Chair) 

 

  
STAFF REPORT 
(Jonathan Nadler, SCAG Staff) 

 

  
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
  
ANNOUNCEMENTS  
  
ADJOURNMENT  
  
The next Energy & Environment Committee (EEC) meeting will be held on Thursday, November 7, 
2013 at the SCAG Los Angeles Office. 
 



 

Energy and Environment Committee 
of the 

Southern California Association of Governments 
September 12, 2013 

 
Minutes 

THE FOLLOWING MINUTES ARE A SUMMARY OF ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE 
ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE.  A DIGITAL RECORDING OF THE 
ACTUAL MEETING IS AVAILABLE FOR LISTENING IN SCAG’S OFFICE. 
 
The Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) held its meeting at the SCAG Los Angeles Office.  
The meeting was called to order by the Hon. Cheryl Viegas-Walker, Substitute-Chair.  There was a 
quorum.  
 
Members Present 
Hon. Denis Bertone, San Dimas SGVCOG 
Hon. Margaret Clark, Rosemead District 32 
Hon. Jordan Ehrenkranz, Canyon Lake WRCOG 
Hon. Larry Forester, Signal Hill  GCCOG 
Hon. Sandra Genis, Costa Mesa  OCCOG 
Hon. Linda Krupa, Hemet WRCOG 
Hon. Judy Mitchell, Rolling Hills Estates District 40 
Hon. Deborah Robertson, Rialto  District 8 
Hon. Sam Pedroza, Claremont  SGVCOG 
Hon. Lupe Ramos Watson, Indio  District 66 
Hon. Jack Terrazas Imperial County 
Hon. Cheryl Viegas-Walker, El Centro  District 1 
Hon. Diane Williams, Rancho Cucamonga SANBAG 
Hon. Edward Wilson, Signal Hill Gateway Cities  
    
Members Not Present 
Hon. Lisa Bartlett, Dana Point  TCA 
Hon. Brian Brennan, San Buenaventura VCOG 
Hon. Mitchell Englander, Los Angeles District 59 
Hon. Ed Graham, Chino Hills District 10 
Hon. Steve Hernandez, Coachella CVAG 
Hon. James Johnson, Long Beach District 30 
Hon. Thomas Martin, Maywood  GCCOG 
Hon. Mike Munzing, Aliso Viejo  District 12 
Hon. David Pollock, Moorpark VCOG 
Hon. Jeffery Prang, West Hollywood WSCCOG 
Hon. Carmen Ramirez, Oxnard District 45 
 
CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
Hon. Cheryl Viegas-Walker, Acting Chair, called the meeting to order at 10:05 a.m.   
 
 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 1 
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PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD  
 
Leeor Alpern, South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD), stated that the AQMD’s 25th 
Annual Clean Air Awards would be held Friday, October 4, 2013, 11:30 a.m., at the Millennium 
Biltmore Hotel. The Event honors individuals, organizations, communities and businesses that have 
made a significant contribution to cleaner air.  Elected officials are offered complementary 
admission. 
 
Arnold Sachs, City of Lennox resident, commented on the unknown environmental issues associated 
with fracking, and suggested that the committee consider the concept of legislation to set up a trust 
fund and set high financial penalties.   
 
REVIEW AND PRIORITIZE AGENDA ITEMS 
    
 CONSENT CALENDAR 

 
 Approval Item 
 
 1.  Minutes of the August 1, 2013 Meeting 
 

Hon. Deborah Robertson, Rialto, requested that Edward Scott be removed from the EEC as he is 
no longer an elected official. 
 
A MOTION was made (Forester) to approve the Consent Calendar item. The MOTION was 
SECONDED (Mitchell) and unanimously APPROVED. 

 
 INFORMATION ITEMS 
 
2.  Southern California Edison’s “Charged Up: Key Learnings About Electric Vehicles, Customers   

and Grid Reliability” 
 
Ed Kjaer, Director of Transportation Electrification, Southern California Edison (SCE) briefed 
the committee on the results of a recently published white paper that illustrated how Plug-in 
Electric Vehicle (PEV) demand will be accommodated within the SCE service territory.   
http://newsroom.edison.com/internal_redirect/cms.ipressroom.com.s3.amazonaws.com/166/files/
20136/SCE-     EVWhitePaper2013.pdf 

 
 Based on a discussion that ensued relative to reduced funding due to gas tax receipts and potential 
funding mechanisms such as VMT fees, Hon. Sam Pedroza, Claremont, suggested that a 
discussion on transportation funding as it relates to reduced gas tax revenue be included as a 
future agenda item. Jonathan Nadler, SCAG staff, acknowledged the agenda item request, and 
also reminded the EEC that the Regional Council had numerous policy discussions related to 
funding challenges and financing mechanisms, including VMT fees and other innovative funding 
mechanisms during development of the as part of the 2012-2035 Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy (RTP/SCS).   
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Judy Mitchell raised the point that building codes can be revised for new construction of multi-
family buildings to require electric charging infrastructure.   Hon. Cheryl Viegas-Walker, Acting 
Chair, suggested bringing a model ordinance to the committee. 

 
 3.  Potential Sites for Renewable Energy Development on Contaminated Lands  
 

Ping Chang, SCAG staff, briefed the committee on an U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) tool that identifies contaminated land and mine sites that may hold potential for renewable 
energy development.   Renewable energy development offers viable reuse options for some sites 
that may have limited redevelopment opportunities and provides communities the associated 
economic and environmental benefits. It also provides a more sustainable alternative to 
developing renewable energy on previously undeveloped land.  Since the vast majority of 
potential renewable energy development opportunities on contaminated lands are located in areas 
identified by the Cal EPA CalEnviroScreen tool, implementation of renewable energy projects on 
these sites may also contribute to environmental justice goals. Staff has developed overlap city 
maps to facilitate their review and potential application for future Cap and Trade funding. 
 
For any given potential site, further detailed site-specific analysis is warranted for a community to 
determine if it would like to pursue the option of renewable energy development. Factors of 
consideration include, among others, conditions of the surrounding local environment as well as 
the community vision. 
 

4.  Dynamic Augmented Living Environment (DALE) Solar Decathlon Project Event 
 
 Craig Reem, Director of Public Affairs and Communications, City of Irvine, briefed the 

committee on the United States Department of Energy Solar Decathlon 2013, which will be held 
at the Orange County Great Park in Irvine from October 3-13, 2013. The decathlon is an award-
winning program that challenges collegiate teams to design, build, and operate solar-powered 
houses that are cost-effective, energy-efficient, and attractive. The winner of the competition is 
the team that best incorporates affordability, consumer appeal, and design excellence with 
optimal energy production and maximum efficiency. The event gives visitors the opportunity to 
tour the houses, gather ideas to use in their own homes, and learn how energy-saving features can 
help them save money. 

 
 Hon. Cheryl Viegas-Walker, Acting Chair, requested that this item be brought back to the 

committee at a future meeting after the event. 
 

5.   State Performance Measure Comment Letter to the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) 
 

Ping Chang, SCAG staff, stated that MAP-21 is the recent federal transportation re-authorization.  
It requires the United States Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT) to establish transportation 
performance measures through rulemaking.   
 
The U.S. DOT is scheduled to initiate rulemaking on performance measures by April 2014 with 
adoption in April 2015.  Mr. Chang referenced the agenda that included a group of California 
State agencies that recently submitted a joint comment letter to the U.S. DOT ahead of the 
rulemaking.   Staff will continue to monitor related activities and report back to the committee as 
needed.    
 

 
Page 3



 
 

 
6.   Litigation Update 
 

Justine Block, SCAG Deputy Legal Counsel, provided an update on recent litigation developments 
that may be of interest to committee members.  A full report is included in the committee’s agenda 
packet.   
 

7.  Local Input Communication Letter Initiating the Bottom-Up Local Input Process for the 2016-
2040 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) 

 
 Kimberly Clark, SCAG Staff, stated that development of the 2016 RTP/SCS will be driven largely 

by local input from regional stakeholders from the one hundred ninety seven (197) jurisdictions in 
the SCAG region. Having received Regional Council (RC) approval of the local input 
communications/approval protocol, staff is moving forward with the transmission of a 
comprehensive letter outlining the 2016 RTP/SCS development process. 

 
Hon. Cheryl Viegas-Walker, Acting Chair, stated when SCAG went through the last RTP process, 
some cities responded that the letter was addressed to the wrong person or the individual was no 
longer employed by the city.  As a result, Ms. Viegas-Walker directed staff that the letter should 
emphasize it is the jurisdictions’ responsibility to inform SCAG staff if they would like to 
designate another point of contact.  

 
 8.  SCAG Map Book Local Input Status Update 
 
 Jung Seo, SCAG Staff, stated that beginning in March 2013, staff communicated with the regions’ 

one hundred ninety seven (197) local jurisdictions and coordinated with each subregional 
organization to request the most recent land use information in preparation for the 2016 RTP/SCS. 
To date, SCAG staff received general plan land use input from one hundred thirty four (134) local 
jurisdictions. SCAG also delivered an email to planning managers and city managers of each local 
jurisdiction notifying them of the availability of the Map Book on SCAG’s FTP site. SCAG has 
also held meetings with the Orange County Council of Governments (OCCOG), Gateway Cities 
Council of Governments (GWCOG), and South Bay Cities Council of Governments (SBCCOG). 
SCAG staff has also met with local jurisdictions to assist city staff to update their land use data 
base.  Based on questions from the committee members relative to their jurisdictions’ review, staff 
will follow up to ensure SCAG has the latest information. 

  
CHAIR’S REPORT  
 
Hon. Cheryl Viegas-Walker, Acting Chair, stated there was an agenda item that was to have been 
brought to the Regional Council (RC) today with regard to the appointment of Steve Schuyler as an 
Ex-Officio Member of the EEC. This item will be continued pending the new President Council’s 
consideration of the overall framework for ex-officio appointments. 
 
STAFF REPORT – No report 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS - None 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS - None 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. Cheryl Viegas-Walker adjourned the meeting at 11:40 a.m.  
 
The next meeting of the Energy & Environment Committee will be held on Thursday, October 3, 
2013 at the SCAG Los Angeles Office. 

Action Minutes Approved by: 
          
 

________________________ 
Jonathan Nadler, Manager 
Compliance & Performance Monitoring 
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DATE: October 3, 2013 

TO: Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 
 

FROM: Christopher Tzeng, Associate Planner, tzeng@scag.ca.gov, (213)236-1913 

SUBJECT California Water Plan Update 2013 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:          
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only - No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  
Kamyar Guivetchi, P.E., Manager, Statewide Water Planning, California Department of Water 
Resources, will be presenting information on the development of the California Water Plan Update 
2013. The update is being developed with an emphasis on integrated water management and will 
introduce a number of key additions and enhancements in response to stakeholder recommendations 
and evolving decision-maker information needs.  
  
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports the Strategic Plan, particularly Goal 1: Improve Regional Decision Making by 
Providing Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
The California Water Plan Update 2013 (Update 2013) is currently being developed by staff from the 
California Department of Water Resources (DWR) and other agencies through rigorous public 
involvement and state and federal agency coordination processes. The update will build on the contents of 
the previous update – the California Water Plan Update 2009, which provided a strategic plan, a suite of 
resource management strategies, reports on California’s hydrologic regions, and reference and technical 
guides – and will introduce a number of key additions and enhancements. The most noticeable changes 
for Update 2013 include the following: 
 

 An updated strategic plan that will include a first-of-its kind finance plan. The focus will be on 
identifying critical priorities for state investment in integrated water management activities. It will 
also recommend innovative, stable, equitable, and fiscally responsible financial strategies and 
revenue sources should any funding gaps be identified as part of the water plan’s development.  
 

 The reports on the state’s hydrologic regions will focus more on the unique conditions, objectives, 
efforts, priorities, and available solutions within California’s regions and subregions.  
 

 A progress report to monitor progress made toward implementing the recommendations laid out in 
the most recent plan, and the effectiveness of doing so.  

 
The California Water Plan provides a collaborative planning framework for elected officials, agencies, 
tribes, water and resource managers, businesses, academia, stakeholders, and the public to develop findings 
and recommendations and make informed decisions for California’s water future. The plan, updated every 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 2 
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five years, presents the status and trends of California’s water-dependent natural resources; water supplies; 
and agricultural, urban, and environmental water demands for a range of plausible future scenarios. The 
California Water Plan also evaluates different combinations of regional and statewide resource management 
strategies to reduce water demand, increase water supply, reduce flood risk, improve water quality, and 
enhance environmental and resource stewardship. The evaluations and assessments performed for the plan 
help identify effective actions and policies for meeting California’s resource management objectives in the 
near term and for several decades to come. The California Water Plan presents these actions and policies, 
along with recommendations for implementing them, as a way of assisting policy-makers and others 
considering the state of water resources in California. 
 
The goal for each update of the California Water Plan is to receive broad input and support from 
Californians in producing a strategic water plan that meets California Water Code requirements; guides 
state investments in innovation and infrastructure; and advances integrated water management and 
sustainable outcomes. 
 
As it relates to the Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP), one of the objectives in the plan update focuses 
on the Delta and includes a number of strategies and actions from the Delta’s Stewardship Council’s 
Delta Plan and the BDCP. These two items are two (2) of the 37 featured Companion State Plans 
information the plan update. Currently, the objective in the plan update that relates to the Delta specifies 
managing the Delta as both a critically important hub of the California water system and as California’s 
most valuable estuary and wetland ecosystem. Two coequal goals have been set to achieve this objective: 
provide a more reliable water supply for California and protecting, restoring, and enhance the Delta 
ecosystem in a manner that protects and enhances the unique cultural, recreational, natural resource, and 
agricultural values of the Delta as an evolving place. 
   
FISCAL IMPACT:  
None 
 
ATTACHMENT:  
Presentation “California Water Plan Updates 2009 & 2013” 
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1

California Water Plan 
Updates 2009 & 2013

SCAG Briefing 
October 3, 2013

2

The California Water Plan

 First published in 1957 as Bulletin 3

 Updated 9 times as Bulletin 160
 Update 2009 released Mar 2010

 Water Code requires DWR to 
update Water Plan every 5 years
 next one in 2013

 Growing interest by Legislature
& stakeholders

 No mandates & No appropriation
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Water Plan Process Evolution
2000 - 2013

 Broad critique of Update 1998

 New approach
 Open & transparent public process
 Collaborative recommendations
 A strategic plan

 New process tools for:
 Improving communication
 Improving access
 Improving collaboration
 Improving agency alignment
 Tracking progress / metrics

4

Update 2009 – State’s Blueprint
Integrated Water Management & Sustainability
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55

66

Water Plan 
Highlights
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Integrated Regional Water Management
48 Regional Water Mgmt Groups

 Foster partnerships & promote regional solutions 

 Diversify water portfolios & integrate supplies

 Leverage economies of scale to
reduce costs

 Integrate data, tools & resources

 Invest in multi-benefit projects
with sustainable outcomes

 Increase regional
self-reliance

88

Water 
Resources 

Management

Integrated Flood Management

Hazard
Management 

Coastal 
Zone 

Management 

Land Use
Management

Adapted from World Meteorological Organization

 Comprehensive approach to
flood management

 Considers land & water resources 
at watershed scale

 Minimizes loss of life and
property damage from flooding

 Maximizes benefits of floodplains

 Recognizes benefits to ecosystems 
from periodic floods

Integrated Flood Management
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Improving Coordination
Land Use Planning & Water Management

 Land use planning controlled locally

 Water management decentralized --
over 2,300 counties, cities, public 
agencies, and private water companies

 IRWM coordinates land use planning 
with water supply, quality, flood 
management, and climate adaptation

 State Government provides technical 
assistance and financial incentives

 More coordination among State 
agencies & with IRWM Partnerships

10

27+ 3 New Resource Management Strategies
A Range of Choices

Reduce Water Demand
 Agricultural Water Use Efficiency
 Urban Water Use Efficiency

Improve Operational Efficiency & 
Transfers

 Conveyance – Delta
 Conveyance – Regional / Local
 System Reoperation
 Water Transfers

Increase Water Supply
 Conjunctive Management & 

Groundwater Storage
 Desalination –Brackish & Seawater
 Precipitation Enhancement
 Recycled Municipal Water
 Surface Storage – CALFED
 Surface Storage – Regional / Local

Improve Flood Management
 Flood Risk Management

Improve Water Quality
 Drinking Water Treatment & Distribution
 Groundwater / Aquifer Remediation
 Matching Quality to Use
 Pollution Prevention
 Salt & Salinity Management
 Urban Runoff Management

Practice Resource Stewardship
 Agricultural Lands Stewardship
 Economic Incentives

(Loans, Grants & Water Pricing)
 Ecosystem Restoration
 Forest Management
 Land Use Planning & Management
 Recharge Areas Protection
 Water-Dependent Recreation
 Watershed Management

New – Education & Outreach
Sediment Management
Water & Culture
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California’s Water Resources: Variable & Extreme
Butterfly Chart

1212

Understanding Regional Diversity (2005)
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Groundwater Overdraft is Deficit Spending

1414

Climate Change:  Future Hydrology Unlike the Past

Early snowmelt & less snowpackHigher air & water temperature

Changing runoff pattern Rising sea level
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3 Future Scenarios: Key Factors of Uncertainty
2050 

Planning 
Horizon

16

Statewide
Water Demand 

Change for
2050 Scenarios

Without & With 
Climate Change
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Water Demand 
Change for 2050 

Scenarios

From a Regional 
Perspective

Wide-ranging 
climate variability

We are 
working on 

Update 2013
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s Tribal
Advisory 

Comm

Public
Advisory

Committee
Caucus/
Regions

Broader Public
Participation

Target
Audiences

SWAN

Update 2013 Collaboration Venues

Federal Ag

Network
State Ag
Steering 
Comm

Update 2013 Topic Caucuses & Focus Areas

20

 Finance Plan

 Groundwater

 Water Quality

 Land Use Planning & Water

 Integrated Flood Management

 Water Technology & Science

 Sustainability Indicators Framework

 DAC / EJ / Californians w/o Safe Water & Sanitation

 
Page 18



Emerging Themes
California Water Plan Update 2013

22

3 I’s - Invest in Innovation & Infrastructure
California State Government in partnership with others should 

invest in water innovation & infrastructure to support
integrated water management and sustainable outcomes

 Innovation actions
 Governance improvements
 Planning & public engagement improvements
 Agency alignment (data, plans, policies & regulations)
 Information technology (data & tools)
 Water technology & science

 Infrastructure improvements
-- natural (green) & human (grey)

 Regional projects
 Inter-regional projects
 Statewide systems

 State Investments - Finance Plan
 Stable funding for innovation actions & statewide systems
 Seed money to incentivize regional infrastructure improvements
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The Strategic Plan at a Glance

30 RMS Recommendations

17 Objectives & 250+ Actions

10 Guiding Principles

7 Goals

Vision & MissionDesired future for CA water 
& Purpose of Water Plan

Desired outcomes for the 
2050 planning horizon

Core values & philosophies

 Statements of intent
/ Focus on what & when

Removing impediments & 
leveraging opportunities 

24

Water Plan Update Organization

 Water Plan Highlights Booklet

 Vol. 1 >  The Strategic Plan

 Vol. 2 >  12 Regional Reports

 Vol. 3 >  30 Resource Management 
Strategies

 Vol. 4 >  Reference Guide

 Vol. 5 >  Technical Guide
(Online documentation)
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We Are Here

Update 2013 Scoping & Deliverables

Oct. 2009
Plenary 
Meeting

Jan. 2010
Update 
2009 AC 
Meeting

March 
2010

Project 
Team 

Meeting

Mar 2014

Final 
Update 

2013

Apr.  2012

Draft 
Assumptions 
& Estimates 

Report

July 2013

Cal. Water 
Management 

Progress 
Report

Sept 2013

Public 
Review 

Draft

Sept 2010
Tribal  

Workshop

July 2010
Public 

Workshop

Ja
n

.  
20

11

Ja
n

.  
20

12

Ja
n

.  
20

13

Ja
n

.  
20

14

Nov 2010
Launch 
Update 

2013 
Outreach

April 2013

Tribal  
Water 

Summit

Oct. 2013
Plenary 

Public Review Draft Schedule

 Release date end of September

Will be announced in Water Plan eNews

Will posted on www.waterplan.water.ca.gov

 45 day comment period after posting PRD

 Provide PRD overview & hear comments at 
October 29-30 Plenary Meeting
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Ways to Access Water Plan Information

 Visit the Water Plan Web Portal
www.waterplan.water.ca.gov

 Subscribe to Water Plan eNews
a weekly electronic newsletter

www.waterplan.water.ca.gov/enews

2828

Questions & 
Comments

Kamyar Guivetchi, PE
Statewide Integrated Water Mgmt
CA Department Water Resources

(916) 653-3937
Kamyar.Guivetchi@water.ca.gov
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DATE: October 3, 2013 

TO: Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 
 

FROM: Christopher Tzeng, Associate Planner; tzeng@scag.ca.gov; (213) 236-1913 

SUBJECT: Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) Alternative  

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only – No Action Required.  
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
Doug Obegi, Staff Attorney, Water Program at the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) will give a 
presentation on an alternative to the Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP). As a follow-up to the 
presentation given by Dr. Jerry Meral at the August meeting, this presentation by Mr. Obegi will present 
NRDC’s approach that is intended to assist the state in developing the most cost-effective and 
environmentally beneficial final BDCP project that can be implemented and can produce benefits rapidly.  
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan Goal 1 – Improve Regional Decision-Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies; Objective A: Create and facilitate a  
collaborative and cooperative environment to produce forward thinking regional plans. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
As a follow-up to the Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) item on the August agenda, the Natural 
Resources Defense Council (NRDC) will give a presentation on an alternative to the BDCP.  
 
The NRDC has a long history of working on Bay-Delta issues, including as a lead proponent of the package 
of state legislation passed in 2009 known as the Delta Reform Act. They have also been engaged in the 
BDCP process for several years, and have worked to ensure the BDCP plan meets the co-equal goals and 
other requirements of the Delta Reform Act. As part of this effort, NRDC and its coalition partners have 
proposed an alternative for analysis in BDCP. The alternative includes a suite of meaningful actions, 
including new Delta water conveyance that focus on restoring the Bay-Delta with the strongest scientific 
basis and investing far more aggressively in local and regional water supplies.  
 
State agencies recently proposed a $25 billion BDCP that relies upon two massive new tunnels to divert 
water from the Sacramento River and publicly-funded habitat restoration to address future water supply 
problems. NRDC’s alternative proposes to reduce the size – and cost – of the Delta conveyance facility, 
allowing billions of dollars to be saved and invested in a range of additional necessary actions, including  
reinforcing Delta levees; dramatically increasing water recycling; conservation and other local sources south 
of the Delta; improving cooperation among water agencies; and developing new South-of-Delta water 
storage. NRDC’s approach is intended to assist the state in developing the most cost-effective and 
environmentally beneficial final BDCP project that can be implemented and can produce benefits rapidly. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: None 
 
ATTACHMENT: PowerPoint: Bay Delta Conservation Plan & California Water Issues 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 3 
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Bay Delta Conservation Plan & 
California Water Issues

Southern California Association of Governments
October 2, 2013

Doug Obegi, Natural Resources Defense Council

State’s Current BDCP Proposal
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Questions about State’s BDCP Proposal

Ecosystem 
and Science

Economics • Is it financially feasible? 
• Is it cost-effective?

• Would it improve, or worsen, ecosystem    
health and water quality?

• Is it legally permittable?

Water 
Reliability

• Would it reduce physical vulnerability?

• Would it provide improved reliability in droughts?

Does BDCP Improve Water Supply Reliability?

• State estimates that BDCP provides only a $470M 
benefit of reduced seismic or flooding risk (compared 
to $13.3B cost)

• Army Corps of Engineers has warned that “A through 
delta surface conveyance may not pose more seismic 
risk than subsurface conveyance.”

• Public Policy Institute of California: ““Over the past few 
years, the Department of Water Resources and water 
exporters have been developing emergency responses 
to reduce the worst‐case outage to no more than six 
months.” (emphasis added)
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Does BDCP Improve Water Supply Reliability?

• A large facility still relies on south of Delta 
pumping, so levees are still very important.

• Permittable operations will result in lower 
deliveries in drier years. 

North 
Delta
50%

South 
Delta
50%

Normal Year

South 
Delta
67%

North 
Delta
33%

Dry Year

Is the State’s proposal permittable?

• State’s proposal does not utilize operating 
rules developed in 2012 by the state and 
federal fishery agencies

• Significant scientific concerns that the plan 
does not substantially improve conditions for 
native fisheries
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California’s salmon fishery was closed in 2008 and 2009, for the 
first time in the State’s history.  The State of California estimated 
that the closure resulted in thousands of lost jobs and hundreds of 
millions of dollars of lost income each year.

Protecting the Bay‐Delta Protects 
Fishing Jobs and Delta Farmers

State’s Estimated Funding Sources
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Potential Funding Challenges
• Debt financing costs: 

– “The annual debt service would average 
approximately $1.1 billion from 2021 through 
2055.”

• Legislative Analyst’s Office 2013 review

• Will state and federal funding be available?

• Will urban customers be asked to subsidize 
agricultural water users?

• Impact on funding for local supply 
development?

BDCP Impacts on Local Water Supply 
Development

University of Southern California (2012):

• “LADWP’s Achilles’ heel is its large 
dependence on imported water.”

• “Some investments, such as the SWP 
proposed tunnels will preclude others due to 
financial constraints.” (emphasis added) 
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Alternative portfolio‐based approach

Large facility

Aggressive 
pumping

vs

Smaller 
facility

Local water 
supplies

South of
Delta 

storageLevee 
improvement

Protective 
pumping 

rules

Water 
agency 

integration

In Delta South of Delta

Habitat restoration

Smaller 
habitat 

restoration

Water supply reliability
Portfolio‐based approach

• Smaller facility

• Levee investments

• Conservation and water recycling

• South of Delta storage
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BDCP vs. Portfolio Alternative

State Proposal Portfolio Alternative

Conveyance size
9,000 cfs, two‐tunnel 
facility

3,000 cfs, single‐tunnel 
facility

Estimated cost
$14.5 billion

(capital cost of tunnels)

$14.5 billion

($8.5 billion capital cost of 
tunnel + $5 billion in 
sustainable local supplies + 
$1 billion for levees and 
storage)

Water supply

4.7 MAF/year

(Significant scientific 
concerns whether this is 
permittable)

4.73 – 5.05 MAF/year

(3.8 ‐ 3.9 MAF/year from 
Delta + 900‐1.2 TAF from 
new local supplies)

4.70 4.70

3.80 3.90

1.25

0.00

1.00

2.00

3.00

4.00

5.00

6.00

Existing biological opinions in 2025 Draft BDCP ‐ Low End of the Decision
Tree

Portfolio Alternative (low end) Portfolio Alternative (high end)

M
ill
io
n
 A
cr
e
 F
e
e
t

Anticipated Water Supplies in 2025 Under Different 
Bay‐Delta Conservation Plan Alternatives 

Bay‐Delta Water Supplies New Local Supplies

Notes: (1) Estimated export levels under the Draft BDCP ‐ low end of the Decision Tree may result in substantially lower levels of 
water deliveries if biological objectives are not achieved.  The High Outflow scenario is not a floor on exports or guarantee average 
exports of 4.7 million acre feet per year. 
(2) The Draft BDCP ‐ high end of the Decision Tree is predicted to result in water exports of 5.6 million acre feet per year. It is not 
shown above because the Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service have indicated it is unlikely to be 

Conveyance 
Cost = $8.5BConveyance 

Cost = $14.5B
Conveyance 
Cost = $8.5B
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Employment Benefits of Local Water 
Supply Development

• Economic Roundtable Report, “Water Use 
Efficiency and Jobs” (2011)

– Every $1M invested in water conservation, 
stormwater capture, and recycled water projects 
generates 12.6 to 16.6 jobs in Los Angeles’ 
economy, and stimulates $1.91 to 2.09M in total 
sales.

Reducing Reliance on the Delta
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Source: San Diego County Water Authority

Virtual River - Los Angeles Case Study

By 2035, the virtual river will help Los Angeles 
reduce imported water use dramatically

LA Aqueduct 
244,000
34%

MWD  168,027 
24%

Water Transfers 
40,000
6%

Stormwater
Capture 25,000

3%

Conservation
64,368 
9%

Recycled Water 
59,000
8%

Local 
Groundwater 

110,405
16%

LADWP 2035

LA Aqueduct 
221,289
36%

MWD 
326,012 
52%

Recycled Water 
5,072
1% Local 

Groundwater 
71,087
11%

LADWP 2010
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BDCP Impacts on Water Rates?

Thank You
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DATE: October 3, 2013 

TO: Community, Economic, and Human Development Committee (CEHD) 
Energy & Environment Committee (EEC) 
Transportation Committee (TC) 
 

FROM: Ma’Ayn Johnson; Senior Regional Planner, Land Use & Environmental Planning; (213) 
236-1975; johnson@scag.ca.gov 
 

SUBJECT:  Update on Housing Element Compliance Status from SCAG Jurisdictions 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:          
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only - No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
SCAG completed its 5th RHNA cycle with the adoption of the Final Regional Housing Needs Assessment 
(RHNA) Allocation Plan by the Regional Council on October 4, 2012 and approval of the Final 
Allocation Plan by California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) on 
November 26, 2012.  Local jurisdictions are required to adopt updated Housing Elements for the 5th 
planning cycle by October 15, 2013. Per the request at the September CEHD meeting, SCAG staff will 
provide an update on the status of 5th housing element compliance in the SCAG region. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 1: Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies; Objective a: Create and facilitate a 
collaborative and cooperative environment to produce forward thinking regional plans.  
 
BACKGROUND: 
To comply with state housing law, jurisdictions within California must update their housing element every eight (8) 
years. In addition to providing a site and zoning analysis to accommodate the projected housing need as determined 
by the RHNA Allocation Plan, jurisdictions are required to assess their existing housing needs. Housing elements 
for the 5th planning cycle (October 2013 to October 2021) must be adopted by jurisdictions within the SCAG 
region by October 15, 2013. Typically, jurisdictions adopt their respective final housing elements after receiving 
comments from HCD on their submitted draft housing element. 
 
According to HCD, as of mid-September 2013, a little over 50% of the 197 local jurisdictions in the SCAG region 
have submitted draft Housing elements for the 5th planning cycle for HCD’s review. It is anticipated that many 
jurisdictions will be adopting local housing elements by the October deadline.  In addition, by comparison, 85% of 
the local jurisdictions in the SCAG region had compliant Housing elements for the 4th cycle planning period and 
SCAG expects at least the same with respect to the 5th cycle Housing elements.  The most up-to-date list of 
Housing elements under review by HCD is available at: http://www.hcd.ca.gov/hpd/hrc/plan/he/review.pdf.  Please 
note that this list includes local jurisdictions that are outside of the SCAG region.  Some jurisdictions on the list 
have not adopted their Housing Elements for the 4th planning cycle.  To assist with the matter, SCAG recently sent 
letters to these jurisdictions urging them to contact HCD to address the situation.   
  
FISCAL IMPACT: Work associated with this item is included in the FY 2013-14 OWP under 080.SCG00153.06. 
 
ATTACHMENT: None 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 4 
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DATE: October 3, 2013 

TO: Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 
   

FROM: Huasha Liu, Director, Land Use and Environmental Planning, 213-236-1838, 
liu@scag.ca.gov 
 

SUBJECT: Results of Joint Workshop on Southern California Electricity Infrastructure and Reliability 
Issues 

 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only – No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
SCAG staff is providing this brief update on the results of the joint workshop on Southern California 
Electricity Infrastructure and Reliability Issues for LA Basin and San Diego that was held in Sacramento 
on September 9, 2013.  The workshop was co-hosted by the California Energy Commission (CEC) and 
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC).  In addition to providing this information, SCAG staff is 
proposing to invite key participants from the workshop to address the Regional Council at a future date 
with a more robust and thorough briefing of the Preliminary Reliability Plan for the LA Basin and San 
Diego. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan Goal 1: Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies; and Goal 4: Develop, Maintain and Promote 
the Utilization of State of the Art Models, Information Systems and Communication Technologies. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
On September 9, 2013 the CEC and CPUC held a joint workshop on the Preliminary Reliability Plan for LA 
Basin and San Diego.  Speakers at the workshop included:  Commissioner Andrew McAllister (CEC); Chair 
Robert Weisenmiller (CEC); President Michael Peevey (CPUC); Commissioner Michael Florio (CPUC); 
Chair Mary Nichols (California Air Resources Board); Chair Felicia Marcus (State Water Resources 
Control Board); CEO Steve Berberich, California Independent System Operator); and Executive Officer 
Barry Wallerstein (South Coast Air Quality Management District).  Agency staff presented a PowerPoint 
presentation of the Preliminary Reliability Plan for the LA Basin and San Diego (see attachments). 
 
Since the steam generator tube rupture in January of 2012 in Unit 3 of San Onofre Nuclear Generation 
station, the Governor’s Office has lead a coordinated effort to ensure reliability of the electricity grid in 
Southern California for the summer of 2012 and 2013.  On June 7, 2013, Southern California Edison (SCE) 
announced the closure of San Onofre.  The genesis of the preliminary reliability plan was the announcement 
of the permanent shut down.   
 
The purpose of the workshop was to receive a presentation of the staff preliminary plan from the 
management at the state agencies concerning reliability and electricity infrastructure needs resulting from 
the closure of San Onofre and the retirement of other facilities using once-through cooling technologies.  

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5 

 
Page 35



 

 
 
 

 

 

The workshop reviewed the joint agency staff effort to develop a plan to satisfy reliability needs without 
San Onofre and once-through cooling power plant retirements, including both near-term actions as well as 
longer-term infrastructure options.    
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. PowerPoint Presentation: “Southern California Reliability” 
2. Preliminary Reliability Plan for LA Basin and San Diego 
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DATE: October 3, 2013 

TO: Community Economic and Human Development (CEHD) Committee 
Energy & Environment Committee (EEC) 
Transportation Committee (TC) 
 

FROM: Jung Seo, Senior Regional Planner, 213-236-1861, seo@scag.ca.gov 
 

SUBJECT: SCAG Local Input Status Update 
 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only – No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
SCAG staff will provide a status report on land use input received from local jurisdictions and updates 
completed to SCAG’s database for development of the 2016-2040 Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS).  
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan; Goal 4: Develop, Maintain and Promote the Utilization of State of 
the Art Models, Information Systems and Communication Technologies; Objective c: Develop, maintain and 
enhance data and information to support planning and decision making in a timely and effective manner. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
SCAG has worked with local jurisdictions to update its land use database (compiled and published as Map 
Book) as the first stage of the bottom-up local input process for the 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan 
and Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS).  Beginning in March 2013, staff communicated 
with 197 local jurisdictions and coordinated with each subregional organization to request the most recent 
land use information to ensure accuracy of the land use information which will then be carried over into the 
general plan-based growth forecasts for 2020, 2035, and 2040. This stage of land use data collection and 
review (i.e., Stage 1) is also introduced and highlighted in the September 12, 2013 CEHD agenda report, 
Local Input Communication Letter Initiating the Bottom-Up Local Input Process for the 2016 RTP/SCS. 
 
With the collaborative support of local jurisdictions and subregional organizations, SCAG staff received 
general plan land use input from 134 local jurisdictions and completed land use updates for 131 cities as of 
September 11, 2013 (see Attachment). Staff will continue to reach out to the remaining local jurisdictions to 
collect the updated land use input and to confirm SCAG staff’s land use updates during Stage 2 of the 
process. Staff will also provide local planners with GIS training and other GIS services necessary to 
maintain the local jurisdictions’ GIS land use database. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Work associated with this item is included in the current FY 2013-14 Overall Work Program under 
045.SCG00694.01 GIS Development and Applications and 045.SCG00694.03 Professional GIS Services 
Program Support.  
 
ATTACHMENT: 
Current Status on Land Use Input and Updates of Local Jurisdictions  

AGENDA ITEM NO. 6 
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COUNTY SUBREGION
CITIES IN 

SUBREGION
INITIAL LAND USE 

INPUT RECEIVED? 1
INPUT RECEIVED? 

1 (%)
RESPONSE ON MAP 
BOOK RECEIVED? 2

RESPONSE 
RECEIVED 2 (%)

Imperial ICTC 8 6 75% 2 25%

Los Angeles Arroyo Verdugo 3 3 100% 0 0%

Los Angeles City Of Los Angeles 3 2 67% 1 33%

Los Angeles GCCOG 26 14 54% 6 23%

Los Angeles Las Virgenes Malibu COG 5 3 60% 2 40%

Los Angeles North Los Angeles County 3 3 100% 0 0%

Los Angeles SBCCOG 15 12 80% 3 20%

Los Angeles SGVCOG 30 14 47% 8 27%

Los Angeles WCCOG 4 4 100% 1 25%

Orange OCCOG 35 26 74% 14 40%

Riverside CVAG 10 7 70% 2 20%

Riverside WRCOG 19 13 68% 6 32%

San Bernardino SANBAG 25 20 80% 2 8%

Ventura VCOG 11 11 100% 6 55%

Totals 197 138 70% 53 27%

Status of Land Use Input and Map Book Review from Local Jurisdictions
(As of 9/20/13)

(Please note that the cities in the San Fernando Valley Council of Governments (SFVCOG) are not included to avoid double counting of city numbers.)

1. Beginning in March 2013, SCAG staff contacted each local jurisdiction in the region and requested general plan land use and zoning information.  The initial land use input was 
integrated into SCAG’s land use database.
2. On August, 9th, 2013, SCAG staff sent an email to each jurisdiction’s planning director and city manager for their review on the draft Map Book and input is requested by 
September 13th, 2013.  SCAG staff have incorporated all feedbacks on the Map Book received.  For those jurisdictions who have yet to submit input to SCAG by the initial deadline 
(September 13th, 2013), staff will continue to receive revisions on the Map Book during the next stage of the Local Input Process (November 2013 through May 2014).

 
Page 59



Status of Land Use Input and Map Book Review from Local Jurisdictions
(As of 9/20/13)

COUNTY SUBREGION CITY
INITIAL LAND USE 

INPUT RECEIVED? 1
RESPONSE ON MAP 
BOOK RECEIVED? 2

Imperial ICTC Brawley Yes No
Imperial ICTC Calexico Yes Yes
Imperial ICTC Calipatria No No
Imperial ICTC El Centro No No
Imperial ICTC Holtville Yes No
Imperial ICTC Imperial Yes No
Imperial ICTC Unincorporated Yes No
Imperial ICTC Westmorland Yes Yes

Los Angeles Arroyo Verdugo Burbank Yes No
Los Angeles Arroyo Verdugo Glendale Yes No
Los Angeles Arroyo Verdugo La Canada Flintridge Yes No
Los Angeles City of Los Angeles Los Angeles Yes Yes
Los Angeles City of Los Angeles San Fernando No No
Los Angeles City of Los Angeles Unincorporated Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Artesia No Yes
Los Angeles GCCOG Avalon Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Bell No No
Los Angeles GCCOG Bell Gardens Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Bellflower Yes Yes
Los Angeles GCCOG Cerritos Yes Yes
Los Angeles GCCOG Commerce No No
Los Angeles GCCOG Compton Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Cudahy No No
Los Angeles GCCOG Downey Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Hawaiian Gardens Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Huntington Park No No
Los Angeles GCCOG La Habra Heights No No
Los Angeles GCCOG La Mirada No No
Los Angeles GCCOG Lakewood Yes Yes
Los Angeles GCCOG Long Beach Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Lynwood No No
Los Angeles GCCOG Maywood Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Norwalk No No
Los Angeles GCCOG Paramount Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Pico Rivera Yes Yes
Los Angeles GCCOG Santa Fe Springs Yes No
Los Angeles GCCOG Signal Hill No Yes
Los Angeles GCCOG South Gate No No
Los Angeles GCCOG Vernon No No
Los Angeles GCCOG Whittier Yes No
Los Angeles Las Virgenes Malibu COG Agoura Hills Yes Yes
Los Angeles Las Virgenes Malibu COG Calabasas Yes No
Los Angeles Las Virgenes Malibu COG Hidden Hills No No
Los Angeles Las Virgenes Malibu COG Malibu Yes Yes
Los Angeles Las Virgenes Malibu COG Westlake Village No No
Los Angeles North Los Angeles County Lancaster Yes No
Los Angeles North Los Angeles County Palmdale Yes No

 
Page 60



Status of Land Use Input and Map Book Review from Local Jurisdictions
(As of 9/20/13)

COUNTY SUBREGION CITY
INITIAL LAND USE 

INPUT RECEIVED? 1
RESPONSE ON MAP 
BOOK RECEIVED? 2

Los Angeles North Los Angeles County Santa Clarita Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Carson Yes Yes
Los Angeles SBCCOG El Segundo Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Gardena Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Hawthorne No No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Hermosa Beach Yes Yes
Los Angeles SBCCOG Inglewood Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Lawndale No No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Lomita Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Manhattan Beach Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Palos Verdes Estates Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Rancho Palos Verdes Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Redondo Beach Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Rolling Hills No Yes
Los Angeles SBCCOG Rolling Hills Estates Yes No
Los Angeles SBCCOG Torrance Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Alhambra No Yes
Los Angeles SGVCOG Arcadia Yes Yes
Los Angeles SGVCOG Azusa Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Baldwin Park Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Bradbury Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Claremont Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Covina Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Diamond Bar No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Duarte Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG El Monte Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Glendora Yes Yes
Los Angeles SGVCOG Industry No Yes
Los Angeles SGVCOG Irwindale No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG La Puente No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG La Verne No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Monrovia No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Montebello No Yes
Los Angeles SGVCOG Monterey Park No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Pasadena Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Pomona No Yes
Los Angeles SGVCOG Rosemead Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG San Dimas Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG San Gabriel No Yes
Los Angeles SGVCOG San Marino No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Sierra Madre No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG South El Monte Yes Yes
Los Angeles SGVCOG South Pasadena Yes No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Temple City No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG Walnut No No
Los Angeles SGVCOG West Covina No No
Los Angeles WCCOG Beverly Hills Yes No
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Status of Land Use Input and Map Book Review from Local Jurisdictions
(As of 9/20/13)

COUNTY SUBREGION CITY
INITIAL LAND USE 

INPUT RECEIVED? 1
RESPONSE ON MAP 
BOOK RECEIVED? 2

Los Angeles WCCOG Culver City Yes No
Los Angeles WCCOG Santa Monica Yes Yes
Los Angeles WCCOG West Hollywood Yes No

Orange OCCOG Aliso Viejo Yes No
Orange OCCOG Anaheim Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG Brea Yes No
Orange OCCOG Buena Park Yes No
Orange OCCOG Costa Mesa Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG Cypress No No
Orange OCCOG Dana Point No No
Orange OCCOG Fountain Valley No Yes
Orange OCCOG Fullerton Yes No
Orange OCCOG Garden Grove Yes No
Orange OCCOG Huntington Beach Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG Irvine Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG La Habra Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG La Palma Yes No
Orange OCCOG Laguna Beach Yes No
Orange OCCOG Laguna Hills Yes No
Orange OCCOG Laguna Niguel Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG Laguna Woods Yes No
Orange OCCOG Lake Forest No Yes
Orange OCCOG Los Alamitos Yes No
Orange OCCOG Mission Viejo Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG Newport Beach Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG Orange Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG Placentia No No
Orange OCCOG Rancho Santa Margarita Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG San Clemente Yes No
Orange OCCOG San Juan Capistrano Yes No
Orange OCCOG Santa Ana Yes No
Orange OCCOG Seal Beach Yes No
Orange OCCOG Stanton No No
Orange OCCOG Tustin Yes Yes
Orange OCCOG Unincorporated No Yes
Orange OCCOG Villa Park Yes No
Orange OCCOG Westminster No No
Orange OCCOG Yorba Linda No No

Riverside CVAG Blythe No No
Riverside CVAG Cathedral City Yes No
Riverside CVAG Coachella Yes Yes
Riverside CVAG Desert Hot Springs No No
Riverside CVAG Indian Wells Yes No
Riverside CVAG Indio Yes No
Riverside CVAG La Quinta Yes No
Riverside CVAG Palm Desert Yes No
Riverside CVAG Palm Springs Yes No
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Status of Land Use Input and Map Book Review from Local Jurisdictions
(As of 9/20/13)

COUNTY SUBREGION CITY
INITIAL LAND USE 

INPUT RECEIVED? 1
RESPONSE ON MAP 
BOOK RECEIVED? 2

Riverside CVAG Rancho Mirage No Yes
Riverside WRCOG Banning Yes No
Riverside WRCOG Beaumont No No
Riverside WRCOG Calimesa Yes Yes
Riverside WRCOG Canyon Lake No No
Riverside WRCOG Corona Yes Yes
Riverside WRCOG Eastvale No No
Riverside WRCOG Hemet Yes No
Riverside WRCOG Jurupa Valley No No
Riverside WRCOG Lake Elsinore Yes No
Riverside WRCOG Menifee Yes No
Riverside WRCOG Moreno Valley Yes No
Riverside WRCOG Murrieta Yes No
Riverside WRCOG Norco No No
Riverside WRCOG Perris Yes Yes
Riverside WRCOG Riverside Yes No
Riverside WRCOG San Jacinto Yes No
Riverside WRCOG Temecula Yes Yes
Riverside WRCOG Unincorporated Yes Yes
Riverside WRCOG Wildomar No Yes

San Bernardino SANBAG Adelanto Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Apple Valley Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Barstow Yes Yes
San Bernardino SANBAG Big Bear Lake Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Chino Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Chino Hills Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Colton No No
San Bernardino SANBAG Fontana Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Grand Terrace Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Hesperia Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Highland Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Loma Linda Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Montclair Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Needles Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Ontario Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Rancho Cucamonga Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Redlands No No
San Bernardino SANBAG Rialto No No
San Bernardino SANBAG San Bernardino Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Twentynine Palms Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Unincorporated Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Upland No No
San Bernardino SANBAG Victorville Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Yucaipa Yes No
San Bernardino SANBAG Yucca Valley No Yes

Ventura VCOG Camarillo Yes Yes
Ventura VCOG Fillmore Yes No

 
Page 63



Status of Land Use Input and Map Book Review from Local Jurisdictions
(As of 9/20/13)

COUNTY SUBREGION CITY
INITIAL LAND USE 

INPUT RECEIVED? 1
RESPONSE ON MAP 
BOOK RECEIVED? 2

Ventura VCOG Moorpark Yes Yes
Ventura VCOG Ojai Yes Yes
Ventura VCOG Oxnard Yes No
Ventura VCOG Port Hueneme Yes Yes
Ventura VCOG San Buenaventura Yes No
Ventura VCOG Santa Paula Yes No
Ventura VCOG Simi Valley Yes No
Ventura VCOG Thousand Oaks Yes Yes
Ventura VCOG Unincorporated Yes Yes

1. Beginning in March 2013, SCAG staff contacted each local jurisdiction in the region and requested general plan land use and zoning information.  
The initial land use input was integrated into SCAG’s land use database.
2. On August, 9th, 2013, SCAG staff sent an email to each jurisdiction’s planning director and city manager for their review on the draft Map Book 
and input is requested by September 13th, 2013.  SCAG staff have incorporated all feedbacks on the Map Book received.  For those jurisdictions 
who have yet to submit input to SCAG by the initial deadline (September 13th, 2013), staff will continue to receive revisions on the Map Book 
during the next stage of the Local Input Process (November 2013 through May 2014).
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