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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

For 
Proposed construction of the Cross Valley Connector Gap Closure Project – 

extension of Newhall Ranch Road from Copper Hill Drive/Rye Canyon Road to I-5 
in City of Santa Clarita, in Los Angeles County 

 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the proposed 
construction of the extension of Newhall Ranch Road from Copper Hill Drive/Rye 
Canyon Road to Interstate 5 will have no significant impact on the human environment.  
This Finding of No Significant Impact is based on the attached Environmental 
Assessment and incorporated technical reports, which have been independently evaluated 
by FHWA and determined to adequately and accurately discuss the need, environmental 
issues, and impact of the proposed project and appropriate mitigation measures.  These 
documents provide sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is not required.  The FHWA assumes 
responsibility for the accuracy, scope, and content of the enclosed EA, and incorporated 
technical reports. 
 
 
 
_____________________________                               Date      ____________ 
For 
Gene Fong 
Division Administrator 



GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT THIS DOCUMENT 
 
What’s in this document: 
 
The City of Santa Clarita, California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 7, and the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) have prepared this Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Assessment (EIR/EA), which examines the potential environmental impacts of the alternatives being 
considered for the proposed project located in Los Angeles County, California.  The document describes 
why the project is being proposed, alternatives for the project, the existing environment that could be 
affected by the project, the potential impacts from each of the alternatives, and the proposed measures to 
mitigate potential impacts.  As an informational document, this EIR/EA does not recommend for or 
against approving a project.  The main purpose of this EIR/EA is to inform governmental decision makers 
and the public about potential environmental impacts of the project.  This Final EIR/EA consists of the 
text of the Draft EIR/EA, revisions to the text of the Draft EIR/EA, which are shown in underline text for 
additions and strikeout text for deletions, public comments on the Draft EIR/EA, and responses to those 
comments (see Chapter 9 of this Final EIR/EA). 
 
What you should do: 
 
• Please read this EIR/EA.  Additional copies of this document, as well as the technical studies, are 

available for review at the City of Santa Clarita City Hall, 23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 302 and 
at the Valencia Library at 23743 W. Valencia Boulevard. 

 
What happens next: 
 
The City of Santa Clarita, Caltrans, and FHWA will consider comments received from the public and 
reviewing agencies along with other information in this Final EIR/EA and may:  (1) give environmental 
approval to the proposed project, (2) undertake additional environmental studies, or (3) abandon the 
project.  If the project is given environmental approval and funding is appropriated, the City could design 
and construct all or part of the project. 
 

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document can be made available in Braille, large 
print, on audiocassette, or on computer disk.  To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, 
please call or write to Harry Corder, the City’s project manager at the following address:  City of 
Santa Clarita City Hall, 23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 300, Santa Clarita, CA  91355-2196 
(661)-286-4025. 
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Santa Clarita, CA  91355 
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Table S-1:  Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Potential Environmental Impacts NEPA Effect 
Level Mitigation Measures 

CEQA Impact 
Level after 
Mitigation 

Shading/Glare:  In the western half of its alignment, the 
project would be sited at the base of the mountains, with 
minimal cut-and-fill work necessary.  The roadway would 
be seen from below by most viewers and read as a shelf-
like extension from the mountains, which would continue 
to read as a visually dominant backdrop.  Due to the angle 
of view and landscape buffering of the roadway, no 
substantial shading/glare effects are anticipated in that 
segment of the alignment.  Within the eastern third of the 
right-of-way, substantial cut-and-fill work would be 
required for construction of the roadway.  This would 
elevate it in a more conspicuous way above the 
surrounding landscape.  However, this portion of the right-
of-way is the most visually isolated segment and is 
essentially undeveloped.  Due to its great distance from 
buildings in the Valencia Industrial Center (south), there 
are no sensitive viewers who would be affected by 
increased shadow from the elevated roadway.  Typical 
road construction materials and coloration make glare 
impacts unlikely.  The elevated placement of the roadway, 
as well as conformance with existing City road design 
standards, would make other impacts due to glare 
unlikely. 
 
 
 
 
 

Not Adverse No mitigation is required.  Not Significant 
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Table S-1:  Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Potential Environmental Impacts NEPA Effect 
Level Mitigation Measures 

CEQA Impact 
Level after 
Mitigation 

Artificial Light:  Introduction of nighttime lighting as a 
roadway design feature would bring a somewhat 
increased level of urban/suburban artificial illumination 
into a buffer area between a developed area to the south 
and the mountains/hills on the north, currently enveloped 
in natural darkness at night.  However, in conformance 
with City Circulation Element road design policies, low-
sodium lighting, and recessed/hooded roadway light 
fixtures would be utilized as part of the project.  
Incorporation of theses features would substantially 
reduce nighttime glare and fugitive artificial light.  
Therefore, neither sensitive uses nor nighttime views 
would be adversely affected. 

Not Adverse No mitigation is required.  Not Significant 

DEIR/EA Section 2-1.8 – Archaeological Resources 
A survey of the Cross Valley Connector Gap Closure 
Project area of direct impact (ADI) failed to identify the 
presence of prehistoric or historical archeological 
resources.  However, the proximity of the project ADI to 
the Santa Clara River, as well as sensitive Native 
American archaeological sites, suggests that Native 
American cultural resources may be present in some 
locations of the ADI.  Thus, if important resources are 
encountered during project-related construction, 
construction activities could disturb or destroy these 
resources. 

Adverse AR-1 A certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated 
Native American with knowledge in cultural resources 
shall monitor all project-related ground disturbing 
activities.  Monitoring may be reduced, at the 
discretion of the certified archaeological monitor, if it is 
discovered, based on additional research or initial 
monitoring, that areas to be disturbed by grading are 
subsequently determined to have a low potential to 
contain archaeological resources. 

AR-2 If buried cultural resources are uncovered during 
construction, the resident engineer shall halt all 
work in the vicinity of the archaeological discovery 
until a qualified archaeologist can assess the 
significance of the archaeological resource. 

AR-3 Provisions for the disposition of recovered 
prehistoric artifacts shall be made in consultation 
with culturally affiliated Native Americans. 

AR-4 In the event of an accidental discovery of any human 
remains in a location other than a dedicated 
cemetery, the steps and procedures specified in 
Health and Safety Code 7050.5, State CEQA 
Guidelines 15064.5(e), and Public Resources Code 
5097.98 shall be implemented. 

Not Significant 
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Table S-1:  Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Potential Environmental Impacts NEPA Effect 
Level Mitigation Measures 

CEQA Impact 
Level after 
Mitigation 

DEIR/EA Section 2-1.9 – Historical Resources 
None of the buildings within the Area of Potential Effects 
(APE) are 50 years of age.  The buildings have no known 
associations with historic persons or events, are not 
known to be the work of a master architect, and do not 
represent a unique or innovative construction method.  
Therefore, the buildings are not eligible for the National 
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) or the California 
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). 

No Impact No mitigation is required.  Not Significant 

One heritage oak is located within the APE.  However, the 
preferred alternative would not encroach upon the 
protected zone of the tree. 

Not Adverse No mitigation is required.  Not Significant 

Physical Environment 
DEIR/EA Section 2-2.1 – Hydrology and Water Quality 
Water Quality:  Construction and operation of the 
proposed roadway would generate pollutants that would 
be discharged via irrigation and stormwater runoff into 
surface water resources.  To minimize polluted runoff, the 
project would implement design-, construction-, and 
treatment-level Best Management Practices (BMPs) in 
accordance with water quality permits and regulatory 
requirements.  Implementation of suggested BMPs for the 
new roadway would minimize the amount of polluted 
stormwater to the maximum extent practicable.   

Minor Adverse To minimize potential impacts to water quality during 
construction and operation of the proposed project, the 
following measures shall be implemented: 

WQ-1 A Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan/Water 
Pollution Control Plan (SWPPP/WPCP) shall be 
developed by the City.   The SWPPP/WPCP 
shall include design and construction BMPs in 
accordance with Caltrans’ SWPPP/WPCP 
manual guidelines, Caltrans’ Statewide Permit 
(CAS000003, Order No. 99-06-DWQ), and the 
General Permit for Construction Activity 
(CAS000002, Order No. 99-08-DWQ).  The 
Caltrans manual outlines six categories for 
construction BMPs: temporary soil stabilization, 
temporary sediment control, wind erosion 
control, tracking control, non-stormwater 
management, and waste management and 
materials pollution control.  A short list of 
possible BMPs from each category that may be 
used for construction of the proposed project 
include: 

Not Significant 
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Table S-1:  Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Potential Environmental Impacts NEPA Effect 
Level Mitigation Measures 

CEQA Impact 
Level after 
Mitigation 

• Temporary soil stabilization: sandbag 
barriers, straw bale barriers, sediment traps, 
and fiber rolls; 

• Temporary sediment control: hydraulic 
mulch, hydroseeding, and geotextiles; 

• Wind erosion control: portable water and 
straw mulch; 

• Tracking control: street sweeping and 
entrance/outlet tire washing; 

• Non-stormwater management: clear water 
diversion and dewatering; and 

• Waste management and materials pollution 
control: vehicle and equipment cleaning, 
concrete waste management, and 
contaminated soil management. 

WQ-2 Treatment BMPs developed by the City and 
approved by Caltrans shall be incorporated in the 
project design.  BMPs could include a 
combination of the following treatment BMPs: 

• biofiltration: swales and strips, 
• infiltration basins, 
• detention devices, 
• traction sand traps, 
• dry-weather flow diversion, and 
• gross solids removal devices 

 
Water Supply:  Adherence to permit requirements and 
BMPs would reduce the amount of polluted waters from 
the new roadway that would potentially leach into 
groundwater resources.  Additionally, the roadway 
construction or operation would not require pumping of 
groundwater resources.  Therefore, the proposed project 
would have no adverse effects on groundwater resources. 

Not Adverse No mitigation is required. Not Significant 



Final EIR/EA Summary 

 
 
Cross Valley Connector Gap Closure Project 
Newhall Ranch Road – Copper Hill Dr./Rye Canyon Rd. to I-5 page S-22 

Table S-1:  Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Potential Environmental Impacts NEPA Effect 
Level Mitigation Measures 

CEQA Impact 
Level after 
Mitigation 

Flood Hazards and Drainage:  The full extent of the 
proposed project is located outside of a designated 
floodplain; hence, neither the construction nor operational 
phases of the roadway would have any effect on a 100-
year floodplain.  The project is, however, located in a flood 
inundation zone for Castaic Lake in the event of a dam 
failure.  Castaic Lake dam has been built to meet local 
and federal engineering standards in addition to structural 
specifications to withstand seismic activity.  In addition, 
the project site is located 5 miles (8 kilometers) 
downstream from Castaic Lake dam. 

Not Adverse No mitigation is required. 
 
 

Not Significant 

DEIR/EA Section 2-2.2 – Geology/Soils/Seismicity 
Erosion:  Soil erosion refers to the process by which soil 
or earth material is loosened or dissolved and removed 
from its original location.  Erosion can occur by many 
different processes, but along the alignment, it is most 
likely to occur during the construction phase when bare 
soil is exposed to moving water or wind.  Erosion could 
adversely affect adjacent properties as well as the Santa 
Clara River—approximately 2,500 feet (762 meters) to the 
southwest of the alignment.  However, BMPs would be 
implemented during construction in compliance with 
NPDES construction stormwater permit requirements to 
minimize erosion. 

Minor Adverse No mitigation is required. 

Also see WQ-1 above for measures to minimize erosion 
impacts. 

Not Significant 

Surface Fault Rupture and Ground Shaking:  The 
potential for surface ground shaking from distant 
earthquakes exists.  According to the Geotechnical 
Evaluation, the peak horizontal ground acceleration with a 
10-percent probability of exceedance in 50 years is 
approximately 0.8 g at the site. 

Adverse GS-1 Construction and design of the proposed project 
shall adhere to the recommendations in the 
Geotechnical Evaluation (May 2003) prepared by 
Ninyo & Moore for the proposed project.  The 
Geotechnical Evaluation prescribes methods, 
techniques, and specifications for site preparation, 
treatment of undocumented fill and/or alluvial soils, 
fill placement on sloping ground, fill characteristics, 
fill placement and compaction, temporary 
excavations and shoring, permanent slopes, 
treatment of expansive soils, pavement design, 
and treatment of corrosive soils. 

Not Significant 
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Liquefaction:  A liquefaction analysis based on the 
surface and subsurface information gathered from 
exploratory borings indicated that the soil layers between 
the depths of 17 and 23 feet, 28 and 33 ft, and 43 and 47 
ft (5 and 7 meters, 8.5 and 10 m, and 13 and 14.3 m, 
respectively) are considered susceptible to liquefaction 
and liquefaction-related seismic hazards (e.g., dynamic 
settlement, lateral spreading, and or ground subsidence). 

Adverse See mitigation measure GS-1 above. Not Significant 

Landslides and Slope Stability:  According to CDMG 
Seismic Hazard Maps, the western portion of the 
proposed road alignment is prone to potential earthquake-
induced landslides. The steep, southerly dipping bedding 
and the weak beds of the Saugus Formation also create 
slope stability hazards. 

Adverse See mitigation measure GS-1 above. Not Significant 

Settlement:  The alluvial deposits underlying the 
alignment are expected to be unconsolidated and locally 
loose.  These soils pose the risk of adverse settlement 
under static loads imposed by the new roadway fill.  
Alluvial deposits may also include potentially collapsible 
layers above the groundwater table.  Collapsible soils are 
distinguished by their potential to undergo a substantial 
decrease in volume upon increase in moisture content, 
even without an increase in external loads.  New fills or 
improvements built over collapsible soils can be adversely 
affected by differential settlement, which may not occur 
until long after the completion of construction, initiated by 
a rise in groundwater levels. 

Adverse See mitigation measure GS-1 above. Not Significant 

Expansive and Corrosive Soils:  The Geotechnical 
Evaluation indicates that onsite soils may exhibit a low to 
medium potential for expansion.  If clayey or expansive 
soils along the alignment are encountered during 
earthwork, mitigation may be required.  The Geotechnical 
Evaluation also indicates that the site soil/bedrock 
materials may be considered to be severely corrosive to 
ferrous metals. 
 
 

Adverse See mitigation measure GS-1 above. Not Significant 
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DEIR/EA Section 2-2.3 – Paleontological Resources 
Results of previous paleontologic studies in the vicinity of 
the proposed project alignment indicate that the alignment 
crosses surface sediments mapped as the Saugus 
Formation, overlain in some areas by a thin veneer of 
Recent alluvium.  Therefore, there is a high probability 
that unique paleontological resources would be 
encountered during project-related ground-disturbing 
construction-period activities. 

Adverse PR-1 Excavation shall be monitored by a qualified 
paleontologic monitor in areas (i.e., Saugus 
Formation) identified as likely to contain 
paleontologic resources.  The monitor shall be 
equipped to salvage fossils and samples of 
sediments as they are unearthed to avoid 
construction delays.  The resident engineer shall 
temporarily halt or divert equipment to allow 
removal of abundant or large specimens.  
Monitoring may be reduced if the potentially 
fossiliferous units, previously described, are not 
found to be present or, if present, are determined 
by qualified paleontologic personnel to have low 
potential to contain fossil resources. 

PR-2 Recovered specimens shall be prepared to a point 
of identification and permanent preservation, 
including washing of sediments to recover small 
invertebrates and vertebrates.  Identification shall 
include an assessment by a qualified 
paleontologist to determine if the recovered 
specimens qualify for protection as a unique or 
“historical resource” under Section 15064.5 of the 
Public Resources Code. 

PR-3 Unique specimens worthy of preservation shall be 
curated into a professional, accredited museum 
repository with permanent retrievable storage. 

PR-4 A report of findings, with an appended itemized 
inventory of specimens, shall be prepared.  The 
report and inventory, when submitted to the City, 
would signify completion of the program to mitigate 
impacts to paleontologic resources. 

 
 
 
 
 

Not Significant 
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DEIR/EA Section 2-2.4 – Hazardous Waste/Materials 
Because the proposed project would be located on 
property that was used for agricultural purposes prior to 
1972, it is possible residual pesticides exist in soils on the 
site.  It is not anticipated that any substantial amounts of 
other hazardous materials would be encountered during 
construction since the project traverses mostly 
undeveloped land and potential offsite sources of 
contamination are sufficiently far from the project site to 
be a cause for concern.  

Not Adverse To ensure no impacts would occur, the following 
measures shall be implemented: 
 
HM-1 Soils on the site shall be sampled and analyzed for 

pesticides. 
HM-2 A groundwater sample shall be collected and 

analyzed for general screening purposes and for 
volatile organic compounds.   

HM-3 If site sampling detects hazardous materials at 
levels exceeding regulatory limits, a plan shall be 
developed, in conjunction with appropriate 
regulatory agencies, to determine the extent of 
contamination and to identify methods and 
procedures for treatment and/or removal of 
hazardous materials.  The plan shall comply with 
all local, state, and federal requirements for 
treatment, removal, transport, and/or disposal of 
hazardous materials.   

HM-4 A contingency plan shall be developed and in 
place during project construction in the event that 
unidentified underground storage tanks, hazardous 
materials, petroleum hydrocarbons, or hazardous 
or solid wastes are unexpectedly encountered 
during construction.  This contingency plan shall 
address underground storage tank 
decommissioning, field screening and materials 
testing methods, mitigation and contaminant 
management requirements, and health and safety 
requirements for construction workers. 

 

Not Significant 

It is possible that the new roadway would be used by 
trucks and vehicles for transport of hazardous materials.  
However, the movement of such materials would be 
governed by state and federal law.   
 
 

Not Adverse No mitigation is required.  Not Significant 
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DEIR/EA Section 2-2.5 – Air Quality 
Construction Impacts:  Construction activities would 
generate an estimated 160 pounds (72.5 kilograms) of 
nitrogen oxide (NOX) and 845 pounds (383 kilograms) of 
particulate matter (PM10) on the peak day, which would 
exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s 
(SCAQMD) recommended significance thresholds of 100 
and 150 pounds (45.4 and 68 kilograms)/day, 
respectively.  In addition, during the peak construction 
quarter, construction activities would generate an 
estimated 5.2 tons (4,717 kilograms) of NOX and 27.47 
tons (24,920 kilograms) of PM10 emissions, which would 
exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds of 2.5 and 
6.75 tons (2,268 and 6,123.5 kilograms)/quarter, 
respectively.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Adverse The following measures, as recommended by the 
SCAQMD in the Rule 403 Implementation Handbook, for 
minimizing the impacts of the proposed Build Alternative 
for the specific conditions shown in italics shall be 
implemented.  They would reduce PM10 emissions by at 
least 50 percent. 
 
Best Available Control Measures for High-Wind 
Conditions 
Earth Moving:   
AQ-1 Cease all active operations; OR 
AQ-2 Apply water to soil not more than 15 minutes 

prior to moving such soil.  
Disturbed Surface Areas: 
AQ-3 On the last day of active operations prior to a 

weekend, holiday, or any other period when 
active operations will not occur for not more than 
four consecutive days:  apply water with a 
mixture of chemical stabilizer diluted to not less 
than 1/20 of the concentration required to 
maintain a stabilized surface for a period of 6 
months; OR 

AQ-4 Apply chemical stabilizers prior to wind event; 
OR 

AQ-5 Apply water to all unstabilized disturbed areas 3 
times per day.  If there is any evidence of wind 
driven fugitive dust, watering frequency is 
increased to a minimum of four times per day; 
OR 

AQ-6 Take the actions specified in AQ-25 below; OR 
AQ-7 Utilize any combination of control actions 1B, 2B, 

and 3B such that, in total, these actions apply to 
all disturbed surface areas. 

Unpaved Roads: 
AQ-8 Apply chemical stabilizers prior to wind event, 

OR 

Significant 
temporary impacts 

under CEQA; -  
peak-day and peak-

quarter NOX and 
PM10 would still 

exceed SCAQMD 
thresholds. 
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Air Quality, continued 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AQ-9 Apply water twice per hour during active 
operation; OR 

AQ-10 Stop all vehicular traffic. 
Open Storage Piles: 
AQ-11 Apply water twice per hour during active 

operation; OR 
AQ-12 Install temporary coverings. 
Paved Road Track-out: 
AQ-13 Cover all haul vehicles; OR 
AQ-14 Comply with the vehicle freeboard requirements 

of Section 23114 of the California Vehicle Code 
for both public and private roads.  

All Categories 
AQ-15 Any other control measures approved by the 

Executive Officer and the U.S. EPA as 
equivalent to the methods specified above may 
be used. 

Dust Control Actions for Exemption from Paragraph 
(d)(4).    
Table 2 in Rule 403 list actions that would exempt 
applicants from Paragraph (d)(4), which requires 
simultaneous sampling of upwind and downwind 
conditions on high-volume particulate samplers to insure 
that PM10 levels do not exceed 50 micrograms per cubic 
meter.  Those applicable to the South Coast Air Basin are 
shown here. 
Earth Moving (Except Construction): 
AQ-16 Maintain soil moisture content at a minimum of 

12 percent, as determined by ASTM method D 
2216, or other equivalent method approved by 
the Executive Officer, the California Air 
Resources Board, and the U.S. EPA. Two soil 
moisture evaluations must be conducted during 
the first three hours of active operations during a 
calendar day, and two such evaluations each 
subsequent 4-hour period of active operations; 
OR 
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Air Quality, continued 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AQ-17 For any earth-moving that is more than 100 feet 
from all property lines, conduct watering as 
necessary to prevent visible dust emissions from 
exceeding 100 feet in length in any direction. 

Earth Moving:  Construction fill areas: 
AQ-18 Maintain soil moisture content at a minimum of 

12 percent, as determined by ASTM method D-
2216, or other equivalent method approved by 
the Executive Officer, the California Air 
Resources Board, and the U.S. EPA.  For areas 
which have an optimum moisture content for 
compaction of less than 12 percent, as 
determined by ASTM Method 1557 or other 
equivalent method approved by the Executive 
Officer and the California Air Resources Board 
and the U.S. EPA, complete the compaction 
process as expeditiously as possible after 
achieving at least 70 percent of the optimum 
soil moisture content.  Two soil moisture 
evaluations must be conducted during the first 3 
hours of active operations during a calendar 
day, and two such evaluations during each 
subsequent 4-hour period of active operations. 

Earth Moving: Construction cut areas and mining 
operations: 
AQ-19 Conduct watering as necessary to prevent visible 

emissions from extending more than 100 feet 
beyond the active cut or mining area unless the 
area is inaccessible to watering vehicles due to 
slope conditions or other safety factors. 

Disturbed Surface Areas (except completed grading 
areas): 
AQ-20 Apply dust suppression in sufficient quantity and 

frequency to maintain a stabilized surface.  Any 
areas which cannot be stabilized, as evidenced by 
wind driven fugitive dust must have an application 
of water at least twice per day to at least 80 percent 
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Air Quality, continued 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

of the unstabilized area.
Disturbed Surface Areas: Completed Grading Areas: 
AQ-21 Apply chemical stabilizers within five working 

days of grading completion; OR 
AQ-22 Take actions AQ-23 or AQ-24 specified for 

inactive disturbed surface areas. 
Inactive Disturbed Surface Areas: 
AQ-23 Apply water to at least 80 percent of all inactive 

disturbed surface areas on a daily basis when 
there is evidence of wind driven fugitive dust, 
excluding any areas which are inaccessible to 
watering vehicles due to excessive slope or other 
safety conditions; OR 

AQ-24 Apply dust suppressants in sufficient quantity 
and frequency to maintain a stabilized surface; 
OR 

AQ-25 Establish a vegetative ground cover within 
21days after active operations have ceased. 
Ground cover must be of sufficient density to 
expose less than 30 percent of unstabilized 
ground within 90 days of planting, and at all 
times thereafter; OR 

AQ-26 Utilize any combination of control actions AQ-23, 
AQ-24, and AQ-25 such that, in total, these 
actions apply to all inactive disturbed surface 
areas. 

 
Track-out Control Options  
AQ-27 Pave or apply chemical stabilization at sufficient 

concentration and frequency to maintain a 
stabilized surface starting from the point of 
intersection with the public paved surface, and 
extending for a centerline distance of at least 100 
feet and a width of at least 20 feet. 

AQ-28 Pave from the point of intersection with the public 
paved road surface, and extending for a 
centerline distance of at least 25 feet and a width 
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Air Quality, continued 
 
 
 
 

of at least 20 feet, and install a track-out control 
device immediately adjacent to the paved 
surface such that exiting vehicles do not travel 
on any unpaved road surface after passing 
through the track-out control device. 

AQ-29 Any other control measures approved by the 
Executive Officer and the U.S. EPA as 
equivalent to the methods specified above may 
be used. 

Gaseous (VOC) Emissions 
The following minimization measure, which would reduce 
equipment emissions by 10 percent, shall be 
implemented. 
AQ-30  Turn off equipment when not in use for longer 

than 5 minutes. 
Regional Operational Impacts:  The proposed project 
would redistribute existing and future traffic that would 
occur with or without the project but would add no new 
traffic.  Therefore, there would be no adverse impact on 
regional emissions.  Additionally, since the project would 
improve access and circulation in the Santa Clarita area, it 
could have a beneficial effect on air quality by reducing 
traffic congestion, out-of-direction travel, and vehicle miles 
traveled. 

Beneficial No mitigation is required.  Beneficial 
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Local Operational Impacts:  CO concentrations at the 
Newhall Ranch Road/Rye Canyon Road intersection 
would be lower in 2025, both with and without the project, 
than they are in 2003.   Although the proposed project 
would not generate new vehicular trips, completion of this 
project and other gap closure projects along Newhall 
Ranch Road would change circulation patterns in the area 
and result in an increase in traffic at the intersection of 
Newhall Ranch Road and Copper Hill Drive/Rye Canyon 
Road.  Consequently, CO concentrations would be higher 
at this intersection with the project than without in both the 
morning and the evening peak hours.  However, the 
increases in CO concentrations would not be substantial 
because all concentrations are below the national and 
state standards, even with the addition of projected 
background CO concentrations at the Santa Clarita 
monitoring station.   

Not Adverse No mitigation is required.  Not Significant 

DEIR/EA Section 2-2.6 – Noise 
Noise impacts from construction activities would not be 
substantial since construction would be limited to daytime 
hours in compliance with the City’s noise ordinance and 
there are no noise-sensitive land uses in the immediate 
vicinity of the proposed roadway alignment. 

Not Adverse No mitigation is required.  However, the following 
measures and Best Management Practices shall be 
implemented to minimize construction noise impacts.  
N-1 The project shall follow standard noise abatement 

regulations as specified by the City of Santa Clarita 
Municipal Code Section 11.44.080, which restricts 
construction activities within 300 feet of residentially 
zoned property to weekdays between 7:00 a.m. and 
7:00 p.m.  

N-2 The construction contractor shall install and maintain 
effective mufflers on construction equipment. 

N-3 The construction contractor shall locate equipment 
and staging areas as far from buildings as possible, 
and  

N-4 The construction contractor shall limit unnecessary 
idling of equipment. 

Not Significant 
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The only projected noise impact is at receptor R1, which is 
the commercial office building at the intersection of 
Vanderbilt Way and the proposed roadway.  The future 
peak hourly Leq at receptor R1 is projected to be 76 dBA, 
which exceeds the Caltrans Noise Abatement Criterion 
(NAC) applicable to commercial land uses by 3 dBA. The 
projected noise level increase is 12 dBA.  However, the 
projected noise level of 76 dBA would still be in the 
conditionally acceptable range identified for commercial 
land uses in the Noise Element of the City’s General Plan 
and there are no outdoor activities at R1 that would be 
affected by traffic noise. 
 

Not Adverse No mitigation is required.  Not Significant 

DEIR/EA Section 2-2.7 – Energy 
During construction, short-term energy consumption 
would primarily result from the manufacture of 
construction materials, use of petroleum fuels by 
construction equipment, construction workers’ motor 
vehicles traveling to and from the site, and trucks 
delivering materials or removing debris.  Construction 
would occur over a 2-year period.  Thus, construction 
energy consumption would be finite, limited, and would 
have an incremental impact on area energy supplies. 

Not Adverse No mitigation is required.  Not Significant 

The proposed project has the potential to result in 
substantial long-term energy savings due to the potential 
decrease in vehicle miles traveled.  The proposed project 
is one of two gap-closure projects along the Cross Valley 
Connector that would connect I-5 on the west with SR 14 
on the east.  Completion of the proposed project and the 
Cross Valley Connector would provide an alternative route 
across the Valley that would be approximately 5 miles (8 
kilometers) shorter than traveling along I-5 and SR 14.  
 
 
 
 

Beneficial No mitigation is required.  Beneficial 
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Biological Environment 
DEIR/EA Section 2-3.1 – Wetlands and Other Waters of the United States 
Construction of the proposed Cross Valley Connector Gap 
Closure Project would not result in any impacts on 
federally protected wetlands but would result in the loss of 
0.26 acres (0.10 hectare) of “waters of the United States.”  
The project would be required to comply with terms and 
conditions of a Nationwide Permit under Section 404 of 
the federal Clean Water Act.  In addition, the project would 
result in the loss of 8.15 acres (3.26 hectares) of 
streambeds and adjacent riparian habitat subject to 
California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) 
jurisdiction.  Consequently, a state Streambed Alteration 
Agreement would be required prior to project grading.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Adverse WW-1 Prior to any project grading or grubbing in the 
riparian habitat of the project area, the City shall 
consult with Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) 
and CDFG regarding impacts on riparian 
woodland and mixed woodland/riparian scrub 
habitat.  Consultations with ACOE to obtain a 
Section 404 permit (404 permit) and with CDFG 
to obtain a CDFG Streambed Alteration 
Agreement (SAA) will require the development of 
a mitigation plan to offset impacts on riparian 
habitat.  The details of the plan, replacement 
ratios, and the location of the mitigation site will 
be determined during consultation with CDFG 
and ACOE and with participation and input from 
Caltrans.  The mitigation agreement shall be 
obtained prior to construction contractors bidding 
on the project.  

  Several options exist for riparian restoration.   
Opportunities for onsite mitigation are limited; 
thus, CDFG and ACOE will determine whether 
mitigation will consist of (1) offsite mitigation 
through habitat restoration or enhancement, (2) 
offsite mitigation through eradication of non-
native invasive vegetation in riparian habitats of 
the Santa Clara River or other nearby riparian 
area, or (3) payment to a conservation agency 
for restoration in a riparian habitat mitigation 
bank.  Alternatively, CDFG and ACOE may 
decide upon a combination of two or more of 
these options to fully mitigate project impacts on 
riparian habitat.  The mitigation plan will include 
details for each of the following, depending upon 
the mitigation option (See Table 3-25) selected. 

Not Significant 
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Wetlands and Other Waters of the United States, 
continued 

 Mitigation Ratios:  The riparian habitat in the 
project area has declined in quality due to 
diversion of its upstream water sources. 
Mitigation ratios will depend upon the selected 
mitigation option.  Appropriate ratios for 
mitigation will be determined during permitting 
consultations with CDFG and ACOE.  However, 
based upon a field meeting with CDFG and 
ACOE on June 30, 2003, preliminary 
recommended ratios for offsite restoration or 
mitigation banking are identified in Table 2-36. 

Restoration Specialist (Options 1 and 2) The 
restoration specialist shall be selected by the City 
and CDFG.  The restoration specialist shall have 
demonstrated experience in the successful 
restoration of riparian habitats in southern 
California.  If the restoration plan includes 
eradication of non-native invasive species, the 
restoration specialist shall demonstrate 
experience in successful removal of non-native 
invasive species from southern California riparian 
habitats. 
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Wetlands and Other Waters of the United States, 
continued 

 Site Selection (Options 1, 2, and 3:  A mitigation 
site will be selected by CDFG and ACOE.  Option 
1 offsite mitigation, would require selection of a 
riparian area suitable for habitat restoration or 
enhancement and currently or subsequently 
protected by an entity such as the Santa Monica 
Mountains Conservancy or a Los Angeles County 
park, such as Whitney Canyon or Ellsmere 
Canyon.  The restoration site shall be at a location 
that will not be used for future roadway or other 
infrastructure projects and can be protected over 
the long-term.  The site must also support existing 
hydrology suitable for supporting self-sustaining 
riparian habitat.  The restoration must comprise a 
total of 22.19 acres (8.9 hectares). Option 2 would 
entail selection of a nearby riparian area inundated 
with non-native vegetation in the Santa Clara River 
or other nearby riparian habitat.  Option 3, 
mitigation banking, would require designation by 
CDFG and ACOE of an appropriate mitigation 
bank, as well as the determination of the amount 
of funding to be provided to the bank by the City to 
fully mitigate project impacts on riparian habitat 
and provide for mitigation monitoring and 
maintenance. 

Selection of Plant Palettes (Option 1):  The plant 
palette shall include appropriate trees, understory, 
and early-successional species native to the Santa 
Clarita area. 
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Wetlands and Other Waters of the United States, 
continued 

 Quantities, Container Sizes, Planting Patterns, 
Origins (Option 1):  Seed quantities, plant 
container sizes, and planting patterns shall be 
specified, as appropriate. To the extent feasible, 
plants and seeds used in the restoration plans 
shall be collected from the project site or 
elsewhere in the Valley, as near to the site as 
possible. The use of locally native plantings will 
increase the chances of success and maintain the 
genetic integrity of the local ecosystem. If 
eradication of non-native invasive species is 
selected as (one of) the mitigation option(s), this 
section shall detail the types and approximate 
numbers of individuals of each non-native species 
to be removed.  Quantities of riparian trees to be 
replaced shall consider ratios required by CDFG 
for riparian trees, as follows.  The inventory of 
riparian trees identified 59 trees with dbh 3 inches 
(8 centimeters) or greater.  Per CDFG, riparian 
trees shall be replaced at the following ratio: from 
24 to 36 inches (60 to 91 centimeters) at 20:1, 
from 12 to 24 inches (30 to 61 centimeters) at 
15:1, from 5 to 12 inches (12.7 to 30.5 
centimeters) at 10:1, and less than 5 inches (12.7 
centimeters) dbh at 5:1.  Based on this data, tree 
replacement would include 570 Fremont’s 
cottonwood, 95 arroyo willow, 40 California 
sycamores, and 40 valley oaks, a total of 745 
trees.  Specifications for planting patterns and 
methods for riparian trees will be detailed in this 
section. 
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Wetlands and Other Waters of the United States, 
continued 

 Timing for Restoration/Eradication (Options 1 and 
2):  The restoration specialist shall determine the 
methods to be used, including timing of site 
preparation, planting, and/or of eradication of 
exotic (non-native) invasive species, in 
consultation with CDFG. For best results, seeding 
and planting should take place after the onset of 
the rainy season and prior to March 31.  Riparian 
woodlands may achieve good results with 
installation at other times of the year.  Eradication 
would be most effective if conducted early in the 
spring prior to seed set by non-native invasive 
species. 

Mycorrhizal Fungi (Option 1): In order to improve 
the ability of the planted material to compete with 
non-native forbs and grasses, mycorrhizal 
innoculum shall be specified for all container plants 
known to benefit from this symbiotic association. 

Site Preparation (Options 1 and 2): Methods to 
prepare the site for planting shall be specified, 
including consideration of soil requirements (e.g., 
soil type, compaction, etc.) and weed control prior 
to planting (if needed). If eradication of non-native 
invasive species is selected as (one of) the 
mitigation option(s), this section shall detail 
protective measures to be implemented to avoid 
impacts on native riparian plant and wildlife 
species during the eradication process. 
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Wetlands and Other Waters of the United States, 
continued 

 Methods for Seeding, Planting or Eradication 
(Options 1 and 2):  Methods for installing seeds 
and plants shall be specified (hand seeding, 
hydroseeding, etc.), as well as planting methods 
for container plants.  If eradication of non-native 
invasive species is selected as (one of) the 
mitigation option(s), this section shall detail 
methods to be used for eradication, such as by 
mechanical means, by hand, and/or by an 
herbicide approved by CDFG/ACOE. 

Irrigation (Option 1): The restoration specialist 
shall determine and specify the need, frequency, 
and duration for irrigation of riparian restoration 
sites and specific irrigation equipment as well as 
installation and removal methods. 

Maintenance (Options 1 and 2): Maintenance of 
all plantings or of the actions required to remove 
exotic species will be the responsibility of the City 
and shall include any activities required to meet 
the performance standards set forth in the 
restoration plan.  A minimum of 5 years of 
maintenance shall be required unless the plan’s 
long-term performance standards are satisfied in 
less than 5 years. 
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Wetlands and Other Waters of the United States, 
continued 

 Monitoring (Options 1 and 2): The City shall be 
responsible for monitoring the restoration site or 
eradication site for a minimum of 5 years or until all 
of the project’s long-term performance standards 
are met.  The site monitor shall be a biologist, 
native landscape horticulturist, or other 
professional qualified to 1) assess the 
performance of the planting or eradication effort, 2) 
recommend corrective measures, if needed, and 
3) document wildlife use of planting or eradication 
areas over time.  The site monitor shall be 
selected by the City and approved by CDFG. 

Performance Standards (Options 1 and 2): Short-
term (e.g., 90-day and 180-day) and long-term 
(e.g., 3-year and 5-year) performance standards 
shall be set for the restoration or eradication 
area(s), consistent with the goal of establishing 
self-sustaining riparian habitat that supports native 
plant and wildlife species.  The plan shall specify 
appropriate corrective actions to be taken if the 
site monitor determines that any restoration or 
eradication area is not meeting the performance 
standards set for the plan.  If performance 
standards cannot be achieved due to adverse soil 
or other unmanageable site conditions, an 
alternative or auxiliary plan may be submitted to 
the City and CDFG.  CDFG performance 
standards for riparian trees present in the project 
impact area are provided in Table 2-37. 

Documentation (Options 1 and 2): The monitoring 
results shall be reported at least annually to the 
City and CDFG, as well as to ACOE and RWQCB. 
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DEIR/EA Section 2-3.2 – Vegetation 
Construction would result in the removal of 0.54 acre (0.2 
hectare) of chaparral, 4.90 acres (1.98 hectares) of low-
scrub and high-scrub habitat, 0.91 acre (0.37 hectare) of 
scrub with non-native grasses habitat, 5.25 acres (2.12 
hectares) of mixed woodland/riparian scrub, and 1.43 
acres (0.58 hectare) of riparian woodland habitat.  Mixed 
woodland/riparian scrub and riparian woodland habitat are 
rare in the Santa Clarita Valley. 

Adverse See mitigation measure WW-1 above. 
 
Also see mitigation measure TE-1 below for loss of 
special-status plant species (slender mariposa lily).  

Not Significant 

Plant communities in the project vicinity would be subject 
to dust and erosion from project construction.   

Minor Adverse V-1  The City shall comply with Sections 401 and 402 
of the Clean Water Act and NPDES permit 
requirements during and following construction to 
ensure that dirt, construction materials, pollutants, 
or other human-associated materials are not 
discharged from the project area during 
construction or operation of the Cross Valley 
Connector Gap Closure Project. 

Also see air quality mitigation measures above. 

Not Significant 

Project operation is expected to result in a further decline 
in habitat quality for plant communities adjacent to the 
roadway, as traffic would result in an increase of weed 
seeds and a subsequent proliferation of weedy species. If 
proposed roadway landscaping includes non-native 
species, seed dispersal from these non-native species 
could further contribute to a decline in native vegetation in 
the area.  The proposed Build Alternative could also result 
in more human disturbance in the project vicinity, reducing 
habitat quality.  There may also be localized air and water 
quality impacts that could affect the reproductive success 
of native plant species.  These would likely be minor 
adverse impacts due to the relatively low quality of 
habitats in the project area. 
 
 

Minor Adverse V-2 Landscaping associated with the proposed project 
shall consist of native species. 

 

Not Significant 



Final EIR/EA Summary 

 
 
Cross Valley Connector Gap Closure Project 
Newhall Ranch Road – Copper Hill Dr./Rye Canyon Rd. to I-5 page S-41 

Table S-1:  Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Potential Environmental Impacts NEPA Effect 
Level Mitigation Measures 

CEQA Impact 
Level after 
Mitigation 

Two oak trees (trees numbers 7 and 8 in the Oak Tree 
Report) that meet the City’s standards for protection under 
the City’s oak tree ordinance are located within the 
grading footprint of the proposed project.  One tree is a 
small valley oak and the other is a scrub oak.  In addition, 
grading work could encroach upon two additional 
surveyed oak trees, a scrub oak and a heritage oak tree 
and operation of heavy equipment may affect another 
valley oak and a scrub oak. 

Minor Adverse V-3 Removed Trees:  If preservation of Trees #7 and 
#8 identified in the Oak Tree Report is not 
possible, the following measures will mitigate their 
loss in accordance with the City’s oak tree 
ordinance. 

 1. Plant replacement oak trees on-site in a 
number that equals the value of the removal trees 
in accordance with the requirements outlined in 
Section VII of the City's "Oak Tree Preservation 
and Protection Guidelines."  These requirements 
include, but are not limited to the following: 

· Replacement trees shall consist of Valley Oak (Q. 
lobata) trees or other City pre-approved oak 
species. 

· The size of the replacement trees shall be 24-inch 
(0.6-meter) box or greater and shall be consistent 
with the specifications outlined in Section V(2.2) of 
the Oak Tree Preservation and Protection 
Guidelines. 

· The exact number of replacement trees shall be 
determined by the cost of the largest, readily-
available nursery stock oak trees (including 
delivery and planting).  The total replacement cost 
of the mitigation trees shall equal the cost of the 
replacement value associated with the removal 
tree as determined by the International Society of 
Arboriculture (ISA) Valuation guidelines.  The ISA 
estimated replacement value of Trees #7 and 8, is 
$7,100. 

 2. Replacement trees shall be planted on-site in 
the road right-of-way on the north facing slopes or 
around the new debris/detention basis. 

 

 

Not Significant 
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Vegetation, continued   3. Replacement trees shall be planted in 
accordance with the procedures established in 
Section V(5) of the Oak Tree Preservation and 
Protection Guidelines. 

 4. Unless waived by the Department of 
Community Development, a refundable security 
deposit in an equal amount to the cost of the 
replacement trees shall be deposited in trust with 
the City of Santa Clarita (prior to the issuance of 
the oak tree permit) to guarantee the 
implementation of Section 10.3.  The deposit shall 
be refunded upon satisfactory completion of these 
conditions. 

 5. Maintenance of the mitigation trees shall be the 
responsibility of the City of Santa Clarita.  
Maintenance shall comply with the guidelines 
outlined below under the subheading "Oak Tree 
Management & Preservation Guidelines." 

 6. In the event that replacement trees cannot be 
planted on-site, the applicant may pay a fee or 
donate boxed trees to the City or other public 
agency to be used elsewhere in the City.  Such 
fee or boxed trees shall be of equivalent value to 
any and all oak trees removed from the property. 

V-4 Preserved Trees: Seven surveyed oak trees will 
be preserved on-site with or without 
encroachment into their canopy and/or protected 
zone.  Therefore, special care must be taken 
during construction to protect the trees and their 
immediate environment.  Implementation of the 
following measures is proposed to insure that the 
preserved trees will not be adversely affected by 
project development. 
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Vegetation, continued   1. All work performed shall be in accordance with 
applicable ordinances, permits and procedures.  
Work performed within the protected zones of the 
trees shall be preceded by not less than 48 hours 
notice of same to the City's Oak Tree Specialist 
and the project's oak tree monitor (certified 
arborist). 

 2. Boring equipment, hand trenching or “grading” 
to required depths should be utilized within the 
protected zone (PZ) of trees where the 
encroachment is 15 feet (4.6 meters) or less from 
the trunk to avoid the roots. 

 3. Trenching or “grading” work in the PZ of the 
trees approved for encroachment greater than 15 
feet (4.6 meters) away from the trunk should be 
done using hand implements where feasible; the 
use of mechanized tools is prohibited except 
where absolutely necessary (see #4 below).   

 4. Where absolutely necessary and as approved 
by the City's Oak Tree Specialist, limited 
mechanized equipment may be used as follows: 
an excavator or other mechanized equipment may 
be set up outside of the PZ of the trees (where 
feasible) and can reach in under the canopies to 
avoid damage to the overhanging limbs.  In this 
instance the following guidelines should be 
followed to minimize tearing or shattering roots:  
within the PZ, the excavator should carefully work 
in 2-inch vertical sections and, where roots are 
encountered, root pruning with sharp hand saws, 
pruning shears, or small hand-held equipment 
should be conducted to provide clean cuts to the 
roots.  All roots pruned shall consist of clean, 90º-
angle cuts and shall not be sealed unless directed 
by the monitoring Arborist or the City's Oak Tree 
Specialist. 
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Vegetation, continued   5. All work conducted within the protected zone of 
the oak trees shall be performed in the presence 
of a certified arborist or other City-approved oak 
tree monitor.  The protected zone shall commence 
from a point 5 feet (1.5 meters) outside of the 
dripline and extend inwards to the trunk of the 
tree.  In no case shall the protected zone be less 
than 15 feet (4.6 meters) from the trunk of an oak 
tree.   

 6. Removal of the natural leaf mulch within the 
protected zone of the project oak trees is 
prohibited.   

 7. Any canopy pruning for structural or clearance 
purposes, including deadwooding, shall be 
performed by or under the direction of a certified 
arborist in compliance with the latest ANSI pruning 
standards (currently ANSI A300 Pruning 
Standards – 2001 Edition, available for purchase 
on-line at http://www.isa-arbor.com).  Smaller 
limbs should be tied back out of the way to avoid 
unnecessary pruning for equipment clearance. 

 8. Construction equipment, materials, and 
vehicles shall not be stored, parked or operated 
within the protected zone of an oak tree.  

 9. All work conducted within the protected zone of 
the oak trees shall verified by the City's oak tree 
consultant at the conclusion of the project.  

 10. If the fence is required, signs (minimum 2 feet 
x 2 feet [0.6 x 0.6 meters]) must be installed on 
the fence in four equidistant locations around the 
tree and must include the language outlined in 
Section VII.(C)(1.1)(c).  If required, fences shall 
remain in place throughout the entire construction 
period and may not be removed without obtaining 
written authorization from the Department of 
Community Development. 
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Vegetation, continued   11. Prior to commencement of work in the PZ of 
any oak tree, a pre-construction meeting shall be 
conducted with the consulting (monitoring) arborist 
and the City's Oak Tree Specialist. 

 

DEIR/EA Section 2-3.3 – Wildlife 
Direct mortality of some individuals of wildlife species, such 
as reptiles, amphibians, and small mammals, would occur 
during project construction.  However, due to the disturbed 
nature of much of the habitat, the diversity and numbers of 
wildlife species and individuals in the project area is low. 
(See DEIR/EA Section 2-3.4 below for discussion of 
impacts on special-status wildlife species, the San Diego 
desert woodrat and Southern California rufous-crowned 
sparrow, due to loss of habitat.) 

Minor Adverse No mitigation required. 
 
Also see mitigation measure TE-2 below for mitigation for 
the impact on the San Diego desert woodrat and Southern 
California rufous-crowned sparrow due to loss of scrub 
habitat. 

Not Significant 

More mobile species such as birds may also be affected 
by project construction and construction noise.  Removal 
or destruction of one or more active nests of native birds, 
whether nest damage was due to tree removal or to other 
construction activities, would be considered a violation of 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Adverse W-1     Construction activities that result in grading or in 
the removal of shrubs or trees shall be conducted 
during the nonbreeding season for birds 
(approximately September 1 through February 15, 
if feasible).  Portions of project area where 
construction is scheduled to take place during the 
nesting season (February 16 through August 31) 
shall be grubbed and graded to remove any 
potential nesting habitat for birds, per the 
certification of a qualified ornithologist, prior to 
February 15.  This will avoid violations of the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California Fish and 
Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3513.  
Alternatively, if grubbing and grading activities 
cannot avoid the bird breeding season, the City 
shall retain the services of a qualified ornithologist 
to conduct a survey of the construction zone.  The 
ornithological survey may require 2 to 4 days to 
complete, depending upon the extent of the project 
area scheduled for grubbing, grading, or other 
construction activities.  The survey shall occur not 

Not Significant 
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Wildlife, continued 
 

more than 1 week prior to the initiation of those 
construction activities to minimize the potential that 
bird nests are not initiated after the survey and 
prior to construction.  If the ornithologist detects 
any occupied nests of native birds within the 
construction zone, the City shall conspicuously flag 
off the area(s) supporting bird nests, providing a 
minimum buffer1 of 100 feet (30 meters) between 
the nest and limits of construction.  The 
construction crew shall be instructed to avoid any 
activities in this zone until the bird nest(s) is/are no 
longer occupied, per a subsequent survey by the 
qualified ornithologist. 

Project operation would result in direct impacts on wildlife, 
including an increase in mortality to wildlife species 
crossing the roadway.  Noise and lighting impacts on 
wildlife in the project area could also occur.  Due to the 
low diversity of wildlife species in the project vicinity and 
disturbed nature of much of the habitat in the project area, 
impacts would be minimal. 

Minor Adverse No mitigation is required. Not Significant 

DEIR/EA Section 2-3.4 – Special Status Species 
Two special-status plant species were found in the project 
area, the slender mariposa lily and the Pierson’s morning 
glory.  Up to 2,600 individuals of the slender mariposa lily 
within the project limits would be removed as a result of 
project construction.    
 
Because the Peirson’s morning-glory has been found to 
be more common than previously believed, the removal of 
habitat for this species would be a minor adverse effect.  
 

Adverse TE-1 The City shall successfully replace the slender 
mariposa lily population; this could occur in the 
mitigation area for replacement of scrub habitat 
(see Avoidance Measure TE-2 below).  The 
mitigation site(s) shall be selected by a biologist 
with demonstrated expertise in the ecological 
requirements for the slender mariposa lily and 
approved by the City and CDFG.2  The same or 
another biologist shall then be selected by the City 
and CDFG to oversee implementation of the 

Not Significant 

                                                 
1 The buffer size will depend on the type of species. For example, for raptors, a buffer of 500 feet may be required. 
2 Caltrans policy considers special-status plant species and Species of Special Concern similar to listed species and thus requires that appropriate agencies be 
consulted regarding mitigation for plant species listed by CNPS and wildlife Species of Special Concern. 
3 The seed collection has been completed; seeds are currently stored at Tree of Life Nursery in San Juan Capistrano, phone number 949-728-0685. 
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Special-Status Species, continued 
 

measures below.  The biologist shall possess 
documented successful experience in 
implementing and maintaining successful 
mitigation for the slender mariposa lily or other 
special-status plant species that are annuals and 
found in sage scrub habitat.  Following site 
selection (again, this can be a site within the 
mitigation site for sage scrub specified in 
Avoidance Measure TE-2), the biologist shall 
implement and/or oversee the following measures: 

Seed Collection:  Sufficient seed to produce a 
minimum of 2,600 surviving slender mariposa lily 
plants 3 years after planting shall be collected and 
cleaned as necessary.3  Caltrans recommends 
collecting over two seasons from the project area, 
if project schedule allows.  Collected seed must be 
sufficient to allow for expected seed inviability and 
seedling mortality.  Seeds shall be stored by a 
qualified nursery or institution with appropriate 
storage facilities.  If seasonal constraints prohibit 
the collection of sufficient seeds from the project 
site prior to project grading, seeds shall be 
collected from slender mariposa lily populations 
within a 10-mile (16-kilometer) radius of the project 
site to ensure adaptation to local conditions.  If 
sufficient seed cannot be collected, a seed 
augmentation (seed collection followed by 
germination and growing of plants in a 
greenhouse) program shall be conducted by a 
nursery with experience in successful seed 
augmentation of native annual southern California 
plants. 
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Special-Status Species, continued  Site Preparation: The top 3 inches (8 centimeters) 
of topsoil from areas on the project site that 
support slender mariposa lily shall be scraped and 
stockpiled at the selected mitigation site(s).  Prior 
to topsoil spreading, soil testing and site 
preparation measures deemed appropriate by the 
biologist shall be implemented at the mitigation site 
where the seeds shall be planted.  The biologist 
shall recommend and oversee soil remediation 
measures as necessary or select other area(s) of 
the mitigation site more appropriate for planting.  
The topsoil shall be spread in the selected 
mitigation site(s) as approved by the biologist.  
Sixty (60) percent of the slender mariposa lily 
seeds shall be spread in the fall following soil 
preparation.  Forty (40) percent of the seeds shall 
be stored as above for subsequent seeding if 
necessary. 

Selection of Contractor:  The biologist shall also 
participate in selecting the contractor(s) to prepare 
the site; conduct the planting; and protect, 
maintain and monitor the mitigation site.  The 
contractor(s) shall have documented experience in 
implementing successful mitigation for sensitive 
plants of sage scrub habitats. 
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Special-Status Species, continued  Maintenance, Monitoring, and Reporting: A 
detailed maintenance and monitoring program 
shall be developed by the biologist.  The program 
shall include specific performance criteria, 
measures to effectively evaluate performance 
criteria, and detailed descriptions of maintenance 
appropriate for the mitigation site, including regular 
weeding of invasive and/or non-native species that 
may compete for survival with slender mariposa lily 
seedlings.  The program shall also detail 
provisions for monitoring the mitigation site(s) over 
a 5-year period and annual reporting requirements.  
Annual reports shall be submitted to the City and 
CDFG.  The maintenance and monitoring program 
shall also include provisions that provide the 
biologist full authority to suspend any operation on 
the mitigation site that is, in the biologist’s opinion, 
not consistent with the measures included herein 
or with the maintenance and monitoring program.  
Any disputes regarding the consistency of an 
action with the measures outlined herein or with 
the maintenance and monitoring program shall be 
resolved by the City and CDFG. 
Performance Criteria: The performance criteria in 
the maintenance and monitoring program shall 
include requirements for a minimum of 60 percent 
germination of the project site’s population within 1 
year of planting.  The performance criteria shall 
also include percent cover, density, and seed 
production requirements.  These criteria shall be 
developed by the biologist following habitat 
analysis of the mitigation site(s) and detailed in the 
maintenance and monitoring plan.  The 
maintenance and monitoring plan shall specify that 
monitoring reports be submitted to Caltrans. 
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Special-Status Species, continued    Site Protection: A permanent protective fence 
approved by the biologist shall be erected around 
the slender mariposa lily mitigation site(s) if the 
site(s) are adjacent to public access areas in order 
to ensure protection of the mitigation site(s).  The 
fence shall be maintained and repaired as 
necessary over the 5-year monitoring period. 

          Remedial Measures: If the germination goal of 60 
percent is not achieved following the first season, 
remediation measures shall be implemented prior 
to seeding with the remaining 40 percent of seed.  
Remedial measures would include soils testing, 
control of invasive species, soil amendments, and 
physical disturbance (to provide seed scarification) 
of the planted areas by raking or similar actions.  
Additional measures may be suggested as 
determined necessary by the biologist. 

 

The only special-status species expected to occur on a 
regular basis, or that were observed in the project area, 
include the southern California rufous-crowned sparrow 
and San Diego desert woodrat (western yellow warbler 
was observed but is not expected to breed in the project 
area).  These species occur in chaparral and scrub 
habitats.  Such habitats are still widespread in parts of 
southern California but are very limited now in the Santa 
Clarita Valley.  The project would result in the removal of 
0.54 acre (0.22 hectare) of chaparral and 4.90 acres (1.98 
hectares) of scrub habitats that support these and other 
special-status species.  

 

Adverse TE-2 The City shall prepare and implement a restoration 
plan for scrub habitat in the vicinity of the project 
or, if possible, within the limited extent of 
remaining open space.  The plan shall be prepared 
by a restoration specialist with demonstrated 
successful experience in restoration of coastal 
sage scrub in southern California.  The restoration 
plan shall include the following components, in 
consultation with CDFG: 

 

Not Significant 
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Special-Status Species, continued  Selection of a Mitigation Site:  Criteria to select an 
appropriate mitigation site shall be discussed.  It is 
possible that mitigation can occur onsite in the 
graded or disturbed habitat adjacent to existing 
areas of scrub, provided that soil, slope, and other 
characteristics are deemed suitable by the 
restoration specialist to support such scrub habitat.  
Mitigation could include enhancement of existing 
degraded coastal sage scrub or replacement of 
coastal sage scrub on graded slopes.  Conditions 
on the mitigation site, including descriptions of the 
composition of coastal sage scrub habitat to be 
removed and the condition of the mitigation site, 
shall be discussed in this section. 
Objectives of Mitigation:  This section shall discuss 
mitigation ratios, habitat goals, and performance 
standards.  Replacement ratios may vary, 
depending upon whether scrub habitat shall be 
entirely replaced in an area that currently supports 
no coastal sage scrub habitat or if an existing area 
of degraded scrub will be enhanced or whether a 
combination of these two types of mitigation will 
occur. 

  Habitat Restoration Implementation Guidelines:  
This section shall include site preparation (weed 
control, erosion control, irrigation), planting 
specifications (plant palettes and rates for seeding 
and container planting), site preparation and the 
use of mycorrhizal fungi, irrigation, habitat 
maintenance guidelines, and a 5-year monitoring 
and maintenance program to document attainment 
of required performance standards, including 
documentation of use of the mitigation site by 
special-status wildlife species.  The plan shall 
include sufficient detail to allow the project 
landscape architect to translate into landscape 
drawings and specifications. 
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Project operation would result in direct impacts on special-
status wildlife, including an increase in mortality to wildlife 
species crossing the roadway.  However, the special-
status wildlife species using the project area on a regular 
basis are the Southern California rufous-crowned sparrow, 
which can fly over the roadway if necessary, and San 
Diego desert woodrat, which is not highly active.   

Minor Adverse No mitigation is required. Not Significant 

Project operation is expected to indirectly result in a 
decline in habitat quality for special-status species in the 
vicinity of the roadway, as traffic would increase weed 
seeds in the area with a subsequent proliferation of weedy 
species.  It may also result in more human disturbance in 
the project vicinity, also reducing habitat quality for 
special-status wildlife species.  Project operation could 
also result in localized air and water quality impacts, 
potentially affecting reproductive success of native plant 
and wildlife species.  These are likely to be minor adverse 
impacts due to the relatively low quality habitats in the 
project vicinity. 

Minor Adverse No mitigation is required. Not Significant 

Source: Myra L. Frank/Jones & Stokes, 2005. 
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