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Comment Letter No. 149

149-186

149-187

FOUNDED 1892

the average household was 2.86 persons per
occupied each owner occupied unit. The households include all

td

In the most recent 2000 Census of the area

household and 2 93 persons

The size of the units could range from just 1 bedroom to multiple

The owner occupied units would include condominiums and single-family residences.

rental and non-rental units.

bedrooms.

There is no analysis

These dwellings could range in size from 1 bedroom to multiple bedrooms.
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of the ratio of residents per bedroom. It would seem reasonable that not many 1 bedroom units
had 3 or more persons and not that many 5 bedroom units would have only 1 resident. It would
seem reasonable that the average ratio of residents per bedroom unit would approach 1 resident
per bedroom. The ratio could be greater than 1, but to be conservative, we will use the ratio of 1
resident per bedroom per residential unit.

The developer has not stated how large the houses may be. The EIR must give a size range of
the expected house size and number of bedrooms that would be expected in the project to
measure the true impact of the development.

We expect that the developer proposes that these homes have 3, 4 or 5 bedrooms typically. Some
could exceed this number. The average home in project should have 4 bedrooms. Therefore,
the average Canyon Hills household should be 4 persons using a ratio of 1 resident per bedroom.
Even that figure of 4 persons per household may be low.

The number of expected residents per household in the EIR is only 2.97. This is low because this
projected average uses dwellings that have only 1 or 2 bedrooms per residential unit. As the
number of bedrooms in this development is expected to be much larger than 1 or 2 bedrooms, it is
unreasonable to use 2.97 residents per unit. Using this ratio would significantly understate the
number of residents per household in the development.

As we have stated above, we expect the number of residents to be 4 instead of 2.97. This is
about a 33% increase in project residents than the EIR states. This is a significant impact.

Instead of the 831 residents expected in the EIR, the number of residents of this project may
instead be 1,120. This greater number of residents will affect the impacts described in other
sections. The EIR must be change to reflect those impacts.

The growth rates in this area have been less than would be expected historically. From 1970 to
1980, the area actually declined in population from 46,529 to 45,819, a loss of about 1.5% while
the city grew about 5.5%. Even from 1990 to 2000 the projected population increase was from
52,919 to 59,843 with a projected increase of 13.1%. The actual increase was from 52,919 to
58,228 with an actual increase of only 10.0%.

The development will have a significant impact on the population increases of the area. Even if
you use the projected growth rates from 2000 to 2010 where the population is expected to grow
from 59,843 to 69,032, an increase of 9,189 residents and use the EIR projection of new residents
from the development of 831 residents, this would mean that the Canyon Hills project would
account for 9.0% of the entire area increase in population for those ten years. If you use our
estimates of population increase at a 12.5% rate, the area would grow from 58,228 residents in
2000 to 65,506 residents by 2010. An increase in population of 1,120 residents from the Canyon
Hills development accounts for a 15.4% increase in the area population for the ten years ending in
2010. The increase in population from this development would constitute a signiticant impact on
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the community as this development would account for a substantial amount of the area growth.
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